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The Origins of California’s High-Seas Tuna Fleet
By August Felando and Harold Medina

The Early Years

	 The	canning	of	tuna,	according	to	most	sources,	was	first	introduced	to	
the	world	by	French	fish	canners	in	1850.1 The tunas harvested and canned in 
Europe	during	the	early	years	were	bluefin	and	albacore	due	to	their	availability	
in the temperate waters of the North Atlantic Ocean and the Mediterranean 
Sea.	Canning	of	tuna,	however,	
did not become an industry in 
the	 United	 States	 until	 1903.	
Because of the uncertainty of 
the sardine supply as a result 
of	the	sardine	shortage	of	1902,	
Southern	California	fishermen	
searched	for	new	types	of	fish	to	
can.	Albert	P.	Halfhill,	cofounder	
of	the	San	Pedro-based	canning	
firm,	 the	 California	 Fish	
Company,	was	one	of	the	first	
developers of tuna canning in 
California.2	Although	Halfhill’s	
canned albacore was unpopular 
at	first	in	the	Los	Angeles	area,	his	shipments	to	New	York	were	successful	enough	
to	create	an	“instantaneous”	demand.3 

August Felando,	attorney	at	law,	grew	up	in	a	tuna	fishing	family	in	San	Pedro.	He	managed	the	
affairs	of	the	American	Tunaboat	Association	of	San	Diego	from	1960	to	1991.	Captain Harold 
Medina,	a	member	of	the	well-known	Portuguese	fishing	family,	has	worked	to	protect	dolphins	
and	co-authored	The Tuna Porpoise Controversy	with	Felando	in	2011.	The	above	article	has	been	 
condensed by Maxwell Lane	from	their	forthcoming	full-length	book	on	the	Origin	of	the	High-
Seas	Tuna	Industry.		

Japanese Flag passenger vessel Toni Maru that carried 
fishermen of Japan to California and Mexico prior to 1920. 
©SDHC	#1919 13721-24. 
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The	East	Coast	demand	for	canned	albacore	fostered	new	growth	in	the	tuna	
industry	of	Southern	California.	Five	new	canneries	opened	from	1911-1912.	As	a	
result,	the	fishing	industry	in	Southern	California	grew	rapidly,	particularly	in	the	
ports	of	San	Pedro,	Long	Beach,	Wilmington,	and	San	Diego.	In	fact,	San	Diego’s	
first	cannery,	the	Pacific	Tuna	Canning	Company,	became	the	second	operational	
tuna	cannery	in	Southern	California	after	Halfhill’s	California	Fish	Company.4 
The	San	Diego-based	cannery	obtained	its	albacore	supply	from	small	fishing	
boats	manned	by	Japanese	and	Portuguese	
immigrants who caught the tuna by trolling with 
artificial	lures,	fishing	with	baited	hand-line	
gear,	and	utilizing	the	bamboo	pole	method.5 
Since	albacore	tuna	occurred	off	the	Southern	
California	coast	only	from	roughly	September	to	
June,	the	Pacific	Tuna	Canning	Company,	along	
with the other canneries, operated on a seasonal 
basis.

The spectacular growth of the Southern 
California	tuna	industry	would	continue	in	
the	following	years.	According	to	N.B.	Scofield,	
a	fishery	biologist	employed	by	the	California	
Fish	and	Game	Commission,	there	were	at	least	

Portuguese tuna fishermen in the La Playa area of Point Loma ca. 1905. ©SDHC #81:10564.

Masaharu Kondo, 1928. Courtesy of 
Japanese American Historical Society.
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eleven	canneries	operating	in	Southern	California	as	of	July	1914.6 In his article, 
Scofield	also	stated	that	the	most	knowledgeable	expert	on	albacore	migration	was	
a	former	Japanese	professor	at	the	Imperial	Fisheries	Institute	in	Tokyo,	Masaharu	
Kondo.	In	1912,	Kondo	founded	the	M.K.	Fisheries	Company,	based	out	of	San	
Diego	with	the	purpose	of	harvesting	and	processing	marine	fishery	resources	
off	the	Pacific	Coast	of	Baja	California.	Along	with	his	Mexican	associate,	Aurelio	
Sandoval,	Kondo	employed	experienced	Japanese	lobster	and	abalone	fishermen	
to	operate	from	Magdalena	Bay	to	Turtle	Bay.	As	discussed	later,	Kondo	was	able	
to	make	substantial	contributions	to	the	development	of	the	tuna	fisheries	in	Baja	
California,	Southern	California,	and	his	native	Japan.7

It	is	worth	mentioning	that	bluefin	tuna	also	occurred	off	Southern	California	
during	the	summer	months,	but	fishermen	were	unable	to	develop	fishing	gear	
and	methods	to	catch	them	efficiently.	More	importantly,	however,	bluefin	were	
highly	prized	by	influential	sport-fishermen	in	California	and	those	involved	in	
the	young	tuna	industry	recognized	that	it	would	be	a	grave	political	mistake	
to	upset	these	powerful	men.8	Furthermore,	cooked	bluefin	was	not	as	“chicken	
white”	as	cooked	albacore,	and	since	the	albacore	was	still	reliable	in	the	nascent	
years,	it	was	unnecessary	to	experiment	with	bluefin.

In	October	1914,	the	Southern	California	tuna	industry	encountered	its	first	
major	obstacle	in	the	form	of	an	unexpected	albacore	“disappearance.”	This	
shortage	strained	canneries’	inventories	and	caused	the	young	industry’s	

Italian Fishermen mending nets. ©SDHC #95:19338-13.
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struggles	to	become	the	subject	of	extensive	
media attention resulting from the increased 
demand for canned albacore and the large scale 
marketing	campaign	of	1913.	Consequently,	
tensions rose as the more established canneries 
accused the newer canneries of discrediting 
the	 industry	and	ruining	 the	market	with	
massive advertising campaigns that were 
based	on	an	uncertain	supply	of	albacore.9 
These same established canneries noted the 
need	for	reliable	scientific	information	about	the	
albacore	resource,	and	initiated	political	efforts	
to	influence	the	U.S.	Bureau	of	Fisheries	and	
the	U.S.	Congress	to	investigate	migration	and	
spawning	habits.10

Despite	the	established	canneries’	concerns,	the	tuna	industry	underwent	
another	wave	of	growth	in	the	summer	of	1914	as	the	Italian	tuna	industry	
dwindled	with	the	outbreak	of	World	War	I.	During	this	period,	six	new	canners	
were	organized,	some	of	which	were	contracted	with	aggressive	and	experienced	
food	brokers	in	San	Francisco	who	created	new	markets	for	Southern	California	

Tuna clipper baitboat Sacramento, built in 1928, unloading fish at San Diego Van Camp cannery, October 
4, 1929. ©SDHC #11587.

Pacific	Fisherman, January 25, 1933.
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canned	tuna	throughout	the	United	States.11

Still, it seemed the concerns surrounding the supply of albacore would not 
cease.	Russell	Palmer	of	the	Pacific Fisherman	noted	in	January	1915	that	the	
future	of	the	canned	tuna	industry	relied	more	heavily	on	the	“existence	of	a	
sufficient	supply”	of	albacore,	“rather	than	on	the	limitations	of	the	market.”	
Moreover,	Palmer	warned	that	without	scientific	data	regarding	“the	source	of	
raw	material,”	the	“financial	confidence”	in	the	canned	tuna	industry	could	not	
be	established.12	The	disappointing	albacore	season	of	1915,	coupled	with	the	
expansion	of	even	more	canneries,	seemed	to	support	the	warnings	of	Palmer	and	
the	established	canneries	before	him.	Without	proper	scientific	information,	price	
wars	emerged	forcing	two	canneries	into	bankruptcy.13	Clearly,	the	industry	could	
not	continue	to	burgeon	without	extensive	
scientific	investigation	into	the	migration	
and	spawning	habits	of	the	albacore	off	
Southern	California.

The Japanese Influence

As	the	seasonal	albacore	tuna	fishery	
developed	 off	 Southern	 California,	 it	
became dominated by Japanese immigrant 
fishermen.	They	were	the	most	numerous	in	
the	established	fresh	fish	market	industries	
of	San	Diego	and	San	Pedro—the	places	
to	find	commercial	fishermen	willing	to	
try	 their	skills	at	catching	albacore	 for	
canners.14	At	its	peak,	the	canners	estimated	
that	80	to	90	percent	of	the	albacore	catch	
was	landed	by	“the	Japanese	Monopoly.”

Japanese	tuna	fishermen	entered	into	
Southern	California	at	 the	 turn	of	 the	
century, “when a group of former railroad 
workers	from	Los	Angeles	discovered	the	
rich	abalone	grounds	off	White	Point	in	San	Pedro.”15 Soon thereafter, these 
fishermen	moved	from	an	area	on	the	San	Pedro	side	of	the	Channel	to	East	San	
Pedro	(Terminal	Island)	near	where	a	sardine	cannery	had	been	established	in	
1892	by	the	California	Fish	Company.	By	1914,	150	Japanese	tuna	fishermen	were	
operating	50	out	of	the	131	total	vessels	based	in	San	Pedro.16 In the same year, 
the	Coast	Fishing	Company,	organized	and	successfully	operated	by	Japanese	

Japanese fisherman aboard tuna clipper baitboat 
Enterprise, 1925. ©SDHC #13721-8.
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immigrants,	was	based	in	Terminal	Island.17 In fact, Terminal Island would 
become	so	well	known	as	the	home	for	most	Japanese	tuna	fishermen	in	Southern	
California	that	it	earned	the	nickname	“Little	Nippon.”18

Terminal	Island,	however,	was	not	the	only	Southern	California	location	where	
Japanese	tuna	fishermen	settled.	During	July	1899,	Japanese	fishermen,	sailing	
in	two	vessels	from	their	home	base	in	San	Pedro,	entered	San	Diego	Bay	for	the	
purpose	of	fishing	for	abalone.	Local	Japanese	salt	flat	workers	quit	their	jobs	in	
the	South	Bay	to	join	in	the	abalone	fishing	venture,	creating	the	first	Japanese	
fishing	community	of	San	Diego.	By	1911,	the	newly	established	fish	canneries	
of	San	Diego	contracted	with	these	Japanese	fishermen.	Two	years	later,	in	1913,	
the	Japanese	immigrant	fishermen	incorporated	themselves	into	the	Japanese	
Fishermen’s	Association	of	San	Diego.19	The	Japanese	influence	in	San	Diego	kept	
growing	so	that	by	1918,	Japanese	immigrants	owned	or	operated	more	than	45	

Tokichi Namiki with children from families living behind the Van Camp Cannery in 1926. ©SDHC #13721-27.
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fishing	vessels	in	San	Diego,	while	more	than	200	fishermen	were	members	of	
the	Japanese	Fishermen’s	Association.

Before	the	opening	of	the	1914	season,	the	controversial	question	over	the	
use	of	nets	was	brought	to	the	forefront.	The	Japanese	fishermen	were	upset	
because	some	canners	were	financing	local	fresh	fish	market	fishermen	to	fish	
for	albacore	with	nets.	As	such,	the	San	Pedro	and	San	Diego	chapters	of	the	
Japanese	Fishermen’s	Association	negotiated	with	the	canners	to	seek	exclusive	
rights	to	supply	albacore	and	to	ban	the	use	of	nets.	Both	proposals	were	rejected	
by	the	canners,	and	the	dispute	over	the	use	of	nets	intensified.

One	canner	specifically,	Frank	Van	Camp,	believed	the	bamboo	poles	or	live-
bait	fishing	method	was	not	efficient	enough	to	catch	all	the	albacore	available	
during	the	regular	fishing	season	(June	to	December).20	Consequently,	Van	Camp’s	
company	financed	the	use	of	an	experimental	net	to	be	used	by	the	summer	of	
1915	with	the	belief	that	“tuna	can	be	caught	with	nets”	and	that	these	nets	can	
catch	tuna	even	“in	the	winter	when	they	will	not	bite	a	hook.”21	Earlier	in	1914,	
nets	were	used,	albeit	unsuccessfully,	to	catch	tuna	by	an	Austrian-Dalmatian	
immigrant	named	Andrew	Petrich.22	Furthermore,	many	Japanese	fishermen	

Tuna fishing - 4 bamboo pole fishing. ©SDHC #84:14821-17.
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claimed	the	net	experiment	had	already	been	thoroughly	attempted	in	Japan	
many	years	before.	Nevertheless,	these	warnings	did	not	stop	the	efforts	of	at	
least	six	different	outfits	and	their	financers	who	attempted	to	catch	tuna	with	
experimental	nets	during	the	spring	of	1914	and	break	the	Japanese	monopoly.23

Similarly,	the	creation	of	a	“Tuna	Exchange”	was	used	to	lessen	the	power	of	
the	Japanese	monopoly.	In	preparation	for	the	1915	season,	tuna	canners	organized	
the	Tuna	Exchange	to	create	an	albacore-buying	agency	that	would	apportion	the	
contracted	catch	based	on	the	needs	of	the	member	canners	in	the	Los	Angeles	
and	San	Diego	Counties.24	The	Exchange’s	first	public	action,	however,	was	an	
effort	to	employ	white	fishermen	from	ports	in	Northern	California	to	fish	for	
albacore	and	break	the	Japanese	monopoly.25	Nevertheless,	like	the	purse	seine	
attempts,	the	introduction	of	white	fishermen	failed,	and	the	Japanese	continued	to	
catch	more	fish	than	their	white	counterparts.	As	an	issue	of	the	Pacific Fisherman 
claimed,	“what	the	Japanese	lack	in	strength	and	ability	seems	to	be	more	than	
made	up	in	patience	and	unique	methods	of	luring	the	fish	to	take	the	hook.”26 
White	fishermen	even	tried	to	move	the	production	of	tuna	out	on	the	water	by	
experimenting	with	tenders	and	cold-storage	barges.	Still,	in	1915	the	technology	
was	not	advanced	enough	for	these	large	vessels	to	have	a	major	impact,	let	alone	
usurp	the	Japanese	output.

Women working at Van Camp Cannery, ca. 1925. ©SDHC #13721.
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By	the	end	of	1915,	tuna	canners	commenced	
stronger	efforts	to	seek	federal	aid	in	conducting	
scientific	research	on	albacore.27 After a dismal 
1916	season,	the	results	of	preliminary	at-sea	
investigations conducted by scientists aboard 
the Albatross	were	troubling.	Canners	wanted	
solid answers about albacore availability and 
sustainability.28 In response to these concerns, 
the	California	Fish	and	Game	Commission	hired	
the	noted	fishery	scientist,	Will	F.	Thompson,	to	
investigate	the	level	of	fishing	the	tuna	could	
stand	without	jeopardizing	the	industry.	With	
this great uncertainty surrounding the albacore 
supply,	the	existence	of	a	Southern	California	
tuna industry based solely on the production 
of	canned	albacore	was	being	threatened.

World War I

With	the	outbreak	of	World	War	I	in	Europe,	West	Coast	canners	were	given	
a	unique	opportunity	to	develop	a	seafood	product	as	an	alternative	to	canned	

John Athaide and Joe Azevedo in kinder-
garten, New Bedford, Massachusetts. 
©SDHC #20259-45.

Italians unloading at Westgate - Louis Castagnola, Andrea Castagnola, Tony Carmagna, Laurie Massa, 
Steve Massa, ca. 1932. ©SDHC #95:19349-19.
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albacore at a time when the uncertainty of albacore supply was causing tough 
bargaining	with	the	fishermen.	As	the	war	in	Europe	began,	and	continued	to	
intensify,	new	markets	for	California	canned	sardines	and	tuna	were	developed	
domestically	and	internationally.	Consequently,	landings	of	sardines	prior	to	
and	after	the	albacore	tuna	season	increased	in	the	Los	Angeles	and	San	Diego	
harbor	regions	during	1917.29 

Around	the	same	time,	purse	seiners	began	conducting	successful	experiments	
in	catching	bluefin	tuna	as	an	alternative	to	albacore.30	On	August	19,	1917,	“the	
largest	catch	ever	recorded	in	southern	California	waters”	of	bluefin	was	made	
by	four	purse-seine	boats	off	Point	Dume.	Most	of	the	75	tons	of	bluefin	caught	
were	canned	by	Van	Camp	Sea	Food	Company	for	the	domestic	Italian	market.31 
The	success	of	these	purse	seiners	to	catch	bluefin	surprised	most	of	the	industry	
in	light	of	the	failure	of	the	same	method	to	catch	albacore.	The	Pacific Fisherman 
reported	in	September	1918 that	between	June	25	and	July	18,	ten	purse	seiners	
landed	about	1,000	tons	of	bluefin	tuna.	The	fish	sold	for	$90	a	ton	and	went	
mainly	to	South	Coast	Canning	Company	of	Long	Beach	for	a	pack	of	some	
18,000	cases	(48	lbs	per	case).	The	catch	of	1,000	tons	of	bluefin	was	significant	in	

Tuna baitboat Oceana, built in 1924 by Campbell Machine, owned by M.O. Medina and Joe V. Soares. 
©SDHC #89:17618-22.
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its	impact	by	influencing	Northwest	Salmon	seiners	to	come	to	California.	“Taken	
altogether,	this	was	the	greatest	catch	of	fish	ever	known	in	Southern	California	
waters,” wrote the author of an article in the Pacific Fisherman.32 Unfortunately, the 
fortunes	experienced	by	the	tuna	industry	through	the	new	sardine	markets,	as	
well	as	the	bluefin	supply,	would	be	short	lived,	as	peace	in	Europe	was	reached	
in	fall	of	1918.

The Dark Years

This	newly	expanded	sardine-canning	industry,	a	product	of	the	World	War	I,	
was	adversely	shaken	almost	immediately	by	the	changes	that	occurred	in	the	
domestic	and	foreign	markets	after	the	armistice	was	announced	in	November	
1918.	Subsequently,	the	tuna	industry	endured	three	years	of	economic	troubles,	
causing	many	tuna	canners	in	1922	to	permanently	close	their	doors,	merge,	or	
be	acquired	by	other	companies.	

In	addition	to	losing	sardine	markets,	low	albacore	production	worsened	
the	economic	effects.	The	1920	albacore	season	was	disappointing,	causing	
eight	canneries	to	close	in	San	Pedro	along	with	another	two	in	San	Diego.	This	
low	season	also	led	to	the	disbanding	of	the	Southern	California	Fish	Canners	
Association	in	October	1921	as	business	conditions	worsened	and	participation	
decreased.	However,	1921	was	not	the	end	of	the	suffering.	In	1922,	the	albacore	
supply	was	again	disappointing.	As	one	tuna	cannery	manager	claimed,	it	was	
the	worst	season	he	had	ever	experienced	in	his	twelve-year	career.33 Also in 

Monterey fishing boat La	Diana owned by Joe De Santi. Photo by Ted Walton, 2004.
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1922,	the	bluefin	supply,	which	had	previously	flourished	using	the	purse-seine	
technique,	was	a	failure.34 

Japanese and American Ventures in Baja California

To	combat	the	economic	downturn,	the	four	largest	tuna	canning	firms	merged	
during	1922.	Van	Camp	Sea	Food	Company,	International	Packing	Corporation,	
Nielsen	&	Kittle	Canning	Co.,	Ltd.,	and	White	Star	Canning	Company	merged	
under	the	name	of	Van	Camp	Sea	Food	Company	Inc.35 This new company would 
control	about	75	percent	of	the	fishing	vessels	operating	in	Southern	California,	
and	remain	open	year	round	to	combat	overhead	costs.36 This consolidation 
affected	commercial	fishermen	since	there	were	new	incentives	to	fish	for	tuna	
canners	year	round,	rather	than	continuing	to	fish	for	the	fresh	fish	market	during	
part	of	the	year.37	Tuna	fishing	by	the	use	of	purse	seiners	also	continued	despite	
objections	coming	mainly	from	the	Mexican	port	of	Ensenada.	The	U.S.	Consul	
there	reported	concerns	of	the	fresh	fish	market	fishermen	about	the	competition	
from	the	seiners.	

Tuna clipper baitboat Azoreana, built in 1937 at Campbell Machine, U.S. Navy YP 292 in WW II. 
Managing owners included Van Camp Sea Food Co. and Captain Manuel G. Rosa. ©SDHC #17999.



13

The Origins of California's High-Seas Tuna Fleet

As mentioned previously, a large portion of the history of Japanese involvement 
in	the	tuna	industry,	especially	in	Baja	California,	revolved	around	Kondo	
Masaharu.	After	discovering	that	insufficient	fresh	water	drainage	had	placed	
limits	on	the	sustainability	of	the	abalone	resource	that	his	San	Diego	company,	
M.K.	Fisheries	Company,	had	relied	on	heavily,	Kondo	looked	to	expand	his	
ventures.	Subsequently,	in	1918,	Kondo	entered	the	tuna	market	by	creating	a	
new	San	Diego	firm,	Mexican	Industrial	Development	Company.

With	financial	backing	from	Japanese	investors	and	fishing	concessions	
acquired	from	the	Mexican	government,38	Kondo’s	new	company	employed	70	
Japanese	tuna	fishermen	to	operate	four	fishing	vessels.39 Turtle Bay was selected 
as a base of operation because its natural harbor catered to tenders from San 
Diego	and	because	the	site	had	tuna	fishing	grounds	that	were	productive	after	
the	end	of	the	albacore/	bluefin	seasons	of	Southern	California.	Additionally,	the	
Van	Camp	Sea	Food	Company	had	proven	that	Cape	San	Lucas	had	a	sufficient	
yellowfin	supply	prior	to	the	opening	of	the	Southern	California	season.	These	

The vessels entering the San Diego tuna bait boat fleet during 1924-1927.

NAME OF VESSEL OFFICIAL 
NUMBER

REGISTERED 
LENGTH IN FEET MANAGING OWNER

OCEANA 223-913 58.0 J.	V.	SOARES

SUPREME 224-003 57.3 MARY	M.	CORREIA

INVINCIBLE 224-004 71.8 THOMAS	BAGALINI

CHESAPEAKE 224-162 60.4 CHARLES	A.	LANDERS

BALBOA 224-462 60.8 JOE	C.	MONISE

MARY PIGEON 224-536 60.8 A.	RODRIQUEZ

DE LITE 224-687 45.5 MANUEL	S.	MONISE

UNCLE SAM 224-841 65.5 FRANK	P.	SILVA

ABRAHAM LINCOLN 224-937 77.7 JOE	S.	SOARES

SAN JOAQUIN 224-967 75.3 M.	O.	MEDINA

IDEAL 225-187 60.8 THOMAS	BAGALINI

LOIS S. 225-499 68.0 GUY	H.	SILVA

BETTY B. 225-524 59.0 FRED	SCHELLIN

IOLA M. 225-661 52.0 J.	E.	LOUSTALET

AMOR DA PATRIA 225-896 68.6 LAWRENCE	OLIVER

VASCO DA GAMA 225-994 81.5 FRANK	MITCHELL,	JR.

LISBOA 226-180 67.0 W.	V.	AMBROSE

KAMINE* n/a n/a A.	SAKAMOTO

•	 Built for a Japanese resident alien; 
therefore, an undocumented 
vessel	built	by	San	Diego	Marine	
Construction	in	San	Diego
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two	developments	showed	the	potential	for	establishing	a	year-round	tuna	fishery	
off	Baja	California.

Kondo	was	not	the	only	fisherman	interested	in	Baja	California,	as	American	
fishermen	began	investing	in	Baja	California	exploration	in	1919	when	a	San	
Diego	canner	agreed	to	guarantee	payment	of	trip	expenses	if	exploratory	trips	

Tuna clipper baitboat Lusitania, built in 1927 at Al Larson Boat Shop, San Pedro. Captain Manuel G. Rosa 
©SDHC #83:14541-368.
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were	failures,	and	to	pay	a	high	price	for	all	yellowfin	tuna	delivered	in	good	
condition	to	the	cannery.40	By	1922,	more	California	canners	invested	in	vessels	
to	fish	off	Cape	San	Lucas	as	a	result	of	the	successes	off	the	Baja	California	coast.	
These	canneries	viewed	the	waters	to	the	south	as	an	opportunity	to	keep	the	
canneries	open	year	round.41	In	1923,	these	investments	expanded	as	disappointing	
albacore	and	bluefin	seasons	increased	the	desire	to	fish	for	yellowfin	and	skipjack,	
which	were	abundant	in	the	Mexican	waters.42 These investments manifested 
themselves in the form of refrigerator schooners such as the Oceania Vance of the 
Halfhill	Tuna	Packing	Company	and	the	Monfalcone	of	the	Curtis	Corporation.43

Unfortunately	for	the	canners,	the	profits	from	the	tuna	supply	off	Baja	
California	would	take	a	blow	as	the	coffers	of	the	Mexican	government	looked	to	
capitalize	on	these	ventures.	Effective	March	1,	1924,	Mexican	officials	announced	
that	the	export	duty	on	tuna	and	albacore	would	be	increased	from	$10	to	$18.60	
per	ton.	Shortly	thereafter,	a	fisherman	for	the	Westgate	Packing	Company	of	San	
Diego	learned,	upon	arriving	at	Cape	San	Lucas,	that	the	tax	had	been	doubled	to	
$37.20	per	ton	and	that	the	governor	of	Baja	California	Sur	wanted	payment	in	gold.

The	confusion	about	the	increased	export	fish	tax	and	other	related	problems	
with	the	Mexican	government	caused	all	but	two	of	the	California	tuna	canners	
to	refrain	from	conducting	tuna	fishing	operations	off	Turtle	Bay	during	the	last	

Tuna clipper baitboat	Belle	of	Portugal,	built in 1937 at Campbell Machine; U.S. Navy YP 321 during 
WW II. Managing Owner Manuel G. Rosa. Courtesy of the Zolezzi photographic collection, Maritime 
Museum of San Diego.
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quarter	of	1924.	Fortunately	for	the	California	tuna	canners,	the	record-breaking	
1924	albacore	season	for	the	700-vessel	fleet	operating	from	San	Pedro	and	the	
400-vessel	fleet	operating	from	San	Diego	mitigated	whatever	problems	were	
created	by	their	decision	not	to	operate	off	Mexico.44	Although	the	1924	season	
was	shortened	by	price	disputes,	the	7,700	tons	of	landed	albacore	exceeded	the	
amounts	of	all	other	previous	years	except	1919.

“Tuna Clipper” Revolution

The	opportunity	to	fish	for	tunas	off	Baja	California	encouraged	California	
fishermen	operating	from	San	Diego	to	gamble	on	the	building	of	larger,	faster,	
and	more	efficient	vessels	as	a	way	of	increasing	their	profits.	In	addition	to	the	
obvious	advantages	of	a	larger	vessel	(greater	speed,	ability	to	operate	in	rougher	
weather,	etc.),	the	owner	could	choose,	as	circumstances	warranted,	to	deliver	the	
catch	to	a	cannery	at	higher	prices	or	to	a	tender	at	lower	prices.	Consequently,	
during	early	1924,	at	a	cost	of	$15,000,	Manuel	O.	Medina	(“M.O.”)	and	Joe	V.	Soares	

Tuna clipper baitboat Challenger, built in 1940 at San Diego Marine Construction; U.S. Navy YP 239, 
was destroyed in 1946. Captain Joe S. Rogers. Union Tribune Collection ©SDHC #8241-1353.
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contracted	with	Campbell	
Machine	Company	of	San	
Diego	for	the	building	of	
the Oceana.	The	success	of	
this vessel during the tuna 
season in waters south of 
San	Diego	influenced	the	
building	of	10	additional	
vessels by other aggressive 
San	Diego	tuna	fishermen	
during	1924-1925.45

As the Oceana was being 
constructed, Japanese tuna 
fishermen	 in	San	Pedro	
had	 completed	work	 in	
designing a “new style” 

tuna	baitboat.	This	new	design	had	the	capacity	to	carry	enough	bait,	fuel,	and	
food	for	lengthy	fishing	trips	on	the	high	seas	(beyond	the	3-mile	territorial	sea	
limit	recognized	by	the	United	States	as	Mexican	territory)	to	legally	avoid	the	

Tuna clipper baitboat Europa, built in 1931 at San Diego Marine 
Construction; U.S. Navy YP 236 during WW II, was destroyed 
in 1946.  Managing Owner and Captain Mariano Crivello. Photo 
courtesy of the Maritime Museum of San Diego #P-15145.

Tuna clipper baitboat Alert, built in 1930 by San Diego Marine Construction; registered fishing vessel 
owned by resident Japanese, then documented as a U.S. Flag Fishing vessel in 1940.  U.S. Navy YP 264.  
Managing Owner was Tokunosuke Abe of San Diego. ©SDHC #UT 6740.
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Mexican	export	duty.46 Although these new tuna clippers were successful from 
the	outset	in	San	Pedro	with	the	Patricia I and Patricia II, they would not be fully 
appreciated	in	San	Diego	until	a	few	years	later.

In	1926,	Manuel	O.	Medina	and	the	Campbell	Machine	Company	of	San	Diego	
built	the	largest	documented	U.S.	flag	tuna	clipper,	the	Atlantic,	to	begin	fishing	off	
Turtle	Bay	in	the	final	quarter	of	that	year.	Shortly	after,	San	Diego’s	second	tuna	
clipper, the Lusitania,	was	built	in	March	1927.47 The Lusitania, built by a successful 
Portuguese	fisherman,	Manuel	G.	Rosa,	was	designed	by	Al	Larson	Boatyard	
of	San	Pedro.	By	June	1927,	San	Diego	would	have	its	third	tuna	clipper,	as	the	
Campbell	Machine	Company	launched	the	Olympia, owned and commanded 
by	Captain	Joe	C.	Monise	of	San	Diego.	During	July	1927,	the	Del Monte, another 
tuna	clipper	built	by	Campbell	Machine	Company	for	a	group	of	Portuguese	
tuna	fishermen,	took	her	successful	maiden	voyage	under	the	command	of	her	
co-owner	Captain	Manuel	H.	Freitas.48 All four of these new tuna clippers were 
designed	specifically	for	operation	off	the	Mexican	coast.

Although	the	1926-1927	albacore	season	was	disappointing,	the	yellowfin	and	
skipjack	landings	increased	dramatically.	The	successes	of	the	Atlantic, Lusitania, 
Olympia, and Del Monte were	responsible	for	the	large	yellowfin	and	skipjack	
landings,	making	it	the	first	time	in	history	that	over	50	percent	of	the	tuna	
processed	in	California	ports	was	caught	south	of	the	border.49 These successes 
led	to	increased	confidence	in	tuna	clippers,	as	Portuguese,	Japanese,	and	Italian	
fishermen	invested	in	the	building	of	new	vessels	in	San	Diego.50	Competition	

Lily Castagnola, Louisa Dentono, Amelia Marline, and Rose Ghio mending nets. ©SDHC #95:19350-5.
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among	diesel	engine	companies	and	shipyards	in	San	Pedro	and	San	Diego	alike	
to build or convert boats into tuna clippers further accelerated the building of 
these	vessels.51

The	March	1928	issue	of	Pacific Fisherman summarizes the appeal of the tuna 
clippers	by	explaining	that	these	new	“vessels	are	able	to	bring	in	their	own	fish,	
making	them	independent	of	tenders,	and	the	vastly	increased	radius	of	operation	
has been found of great advantage in developing new and productive grounds 
at	great	distances	from	the	canneries.”52	Clearly,	the	“Tuna	Clipper	Revolution”	
had	a	drastic	impact	on	the	Southern	California	tuna	industry.

Failed Agreement with Mexico

Although	the	tuna	clippers	rejuvenated	interest	in	the	fishing	potential	off	
Mexican	shores,	the	political	issues	surrounding	international	fishing	ventures	
still	persisted.	To	combat	such	issues,	a	treaty	was	signed	on	December	23,	1925,	
that	attempted	to	define	international	boundaries	in	relation	to	the	enforcement	of	
duties,	as	well	as	creating	an	International	Fisheries	Commission	to	monitor	fishing	
relations	between	the	United	States	and	Mexico.53	Although	many	fishermen	had	
hoped	the	creation	of	the	Commission	would	foster	a	lowering	of	the	Mexican	
tax,	their	optimism	waned	as	several	U.S.	flag	tuna	vessels	endured	seizures,	
arrests	of	their	crews,	and	enforcement	of	fines.54 Even a visit from Secretary of 

Pete Asaro (left) with shipmates in 1938. ©SDHC #95:19359-2.
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Commerce	Herbert	Hoover	could	not	bolster	the	efforts	to	decrease	the	tax.55 In 
March	1927,	as	tensions	continued,	the	Treaty	was	terminated.

Still,	 despite	 these	political	 setbacks,	
the	building	of	new	tuna	clippers	to	fish	
in	waters	south	of	the	border	continued.	
From	1928-1931,	35	new	tuna	clippers	were	
launched and 7 other ocean service vessels 
were	converted	and	documented	as	fishing	
vessels.56 An additional ten undocumented 
tuna clippers were built by Japanese aliens 
to	bolster	the	California	fleet.	Of	the	52	new	
tuna	clippers,	37	operated	out	of	San	Diego.	
These new clippers pushed the wave of 
expansion,	operating	in	waters	as	far	south	
as Ecuador, increasing the area of operation 
to a size greater than that of the continental 
United	States.

Bregante’s Fish Market, 1938. ©SDHC #Sensor 5-501.

Westgate Food Company Tuna Cans, 1966. 
©SDHC #93: 18923-47.20.
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Conservation and Management

In	1930,	the	United	States	government	finally	made	some	genuine	strides	
towards	addressing	the	issue	of	sustainability	of	the	tuna	industry.	Geraldine	
Conner	of	the	Bureau	of	Commercial	Fisheries,	California	Division	of	Fish	and	
Game,	expressed	her	vision	of	international	stewardship	on	the	future	of	the	tunas,	
calling	for	the	California	tuna	industry	and	the	governments	of	Mexico,	Costa	Rica,	
and	the	United	States	to	participate	in	a	scientific	effort	to	conserve	and	manage	

Van Camp employee holding tuna, 1931. ©SDHC #11496.
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the	tunas	in	the	eastern	Pacific.	Conner	justified	such	an	agreement	by	stating	that	
it	“will	naturally	work	to	the	good	of	the	industry	as	well	as	to	the	preservation	
of	the	fish.”57	Although	Mexico	would	not	participate	initially,	the	United	States	
and	Costa	Rica	created	the	Inter-American	Tropical	Tuna	Commission	(IATTC)	
in	1949—the	world’s	first	international	effort	to	undertake	the	conservation	and	
management	of	the	tunas.58	Since	1950,	the	headquarters	of	the	IATTC	have	
been	located	in	San	Diego	County,	and	remain	there	today.	Presently,	the	IATTC	
has	Commissioners	from	Colombia,	Costa	Rica,	Ecuador,	El	Salvador,	Spain,	
France,	Guatemala,	Japan,	Mexico,	Nicaragua,	
Panama,	Peru,	the	Republic	of	Korea,	the	
United	States,	Vanuatu,	and	Venezuela.59

Disadvantages and Innovations

As the tuna clipper revolution manifested 
itself, “regular” purse seiners discovered that 
they could not compete with bait boats on 
the	high	seas	off	Mexico.60 Some of the most 
formidable	disadvantages	these	purse-seiners	
faced were that their nets were still pulled 
in	by	hand,	and	that	the	purse-seine	method	
required	favorable	weather	and	sea	conditions,	

Tuna clipper baitboats built in 1947 by National Steel Shipbuilding of San Diego: Lucky	Star. Mg. Owner 
and Captain Manuel H. Freitas, and Lucy	Elena, Mg. Owner William H. Schmidt. ©SDHC #LB 4031.

Lou Brito, Captain of the Southern	Pacific. 
In 1958 the vessel became the first San Diego 
based tuna clipper baitboat converted to a 
seiner. ©SDHC #UT85: B8707.
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most	often	found	close	to	shore,	among	rocks.	Furthermore,	their	proximity	to	
shore	meant	their	catches	were	legally	under	the	jurisdiction	of	the	Mexican	tax.

Consequently,	the	survival	of	tuna	purse-seiners	as	competitive	fishermen	in	
the	tuna	industry	relied	upon	their	ability	to	adapt	and	evolve.	By	the	summer	
of	1929	tuna	nets	made	of	cotton	twine	grew	substantially	and	steel	purse	lines	
were	introduced	via	Norwegian	fishermen.61 Additionally, power hoisting by 
rope	“strap”	(slings)	and	boom	replaced	turntable	power	rollers.	This	change	
from hand pulling over a turning roller to power “strapping in” of a net with a 
boom	and	the	seine	winch	came	about	in	the	early	1930s,	dramatically	reducing	
the	amount	of	physical	labor	required	to	pull	in	the	nets.	By	1935,	innovations	had	
led	to	“power	pulling”	technology	that	aided	purse-seine	crews	even	further.62

As	a	result	of	these	innovations,	two	large	purse-seiners,	the	Paramount and the 
Falcon,	joined	the	California	fleet	as	year-round	operational	vessels.	These	vessels	
were not consistently successful, however, and were converted to baitboats before 
being	lost	in	military	service	in	World	War	II.	A	handful	of	other	vessels	built	
just	prior	to,	during,	or	immediately	after	the	war	operated	as	seiners	at	least	on	

The Sun King, a tuna clipper baitboat converted to seiner in 1957 by Captain Larry Zuanich, pictured 
brailing tuna from the net to the vessel during a 1959 fishing trip.	Pacific	Fisherman cover photo June 1959.
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a	part-time	basis.	Nevertheless,	like	the	
Paramount and Falcon before them, almost 
all	converted	back	to	pure	bait	boats.63

A	few	years	after	the	end	of	the	World	
War	 II,	 three	new	steel-hulled	vessels	
entered	the	tuna	fleet	as	year-round	tuna	
fishing	seiners:	Santa Helena, Defiance, and 
Southern Queen.	In	addition,	the	wood-hull	
USN	YP-632	was	converted	to	a	purse-
seiner	in	1947	and	renamed	the	Yankee 
Mariner.	These	and	other	larger	regular	
seiners were operating successfully 
on	tropical	 tuna	fishing	grounds	once	
dominated	by	tuna	clippers.	Unfortunately,	
despite	these	successes,	the	three	steel-hulled	seiners	were	converted	to	tuna	
clippers and the Yankee Mariner	was	lost	at	sea	off	Point	Argüello	in	1949.64 Moreover, 
scientists	of	the	IATTC	concluded	that	there	was	no	substantial	evidence	to	justify	
the opinion that tuna clippers should convert to purse seiners in an attempt to 
increase	production.65	The	future	of	the	purse-seine	method	in	the	tuna	industry	
was	seemingly	hanging	in	balance.

Although	 the	 future	of	California	purse	seiners	 looked	bleak,	 further	
advancements	revived	its	potential.	The	two	gear	innovations	that	helped	pave	
the way for a world revolution in tuna purse seining were the nylon net and the 
Puretic	Power	Block.	Nylon	nets	are	superior	to	cotton	nets	because	they	are	

stronger and lighter and because they 
do	not	rot—a	vital	advantage	while	
fishing	 in	 tropical	 conditions.	The	
power	block,	invented	by	a	San	Pedro	
fisherman	named	Mario	Puretic,	is	
essentially	a	hydraulically-powered	
pulley	attached	to	the	end	of	the	boom.	
The net is pulled upward through the 
power	block	with	hydraulic	power,	
and then it goes downward to the 
stern	of	the	boat,	where	it	is	stacked	
by	 fishermen	 standing	 there.66 By 
reducing arduous manual labor, the 
power	block	made	 the	 retrieval	of	
the	tuna	net	faster,	easier,	and	safer.	

Captain Joe Madruga in 1963 commanded the 
Saratoga, a tuna clipper baitboat converted to 
seiner in 1959. ©SDHC #UT85: 5065d.

Captain Joe Soares (left) with son Roger, Captain of 
the newly built tuna clipper seiner Blue	Pacific, upon 
arrival in San Diego during 1967. ©SDHC #UT85: 
2429g.
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These two innovations were so pivotal that 
Captain	Anton	Misetich	of	the	Anthony M 
declared them as the “salvation of the tuna 
purse	seine	industry.”67

Yet,	more	had	to	be	done	to	solidify	the	
purse-seiners’	place	in	the	tuna	industry.	In	
May	1957,	Larry	Zuanich	and	Star-Kist	Foods	
purchased the Sun King and had it converted 
into	a	tuna	seiner	by	Campbell	Shipyard	
of	San	Diego.68	Making	the	decision	to	go	
through	with	such	a	financially	dangerous	
conversion,	 however,	 was	 not	 so	 easy.	
Zuanich	was	warned	several	times	by	multiple	people	that	the	project	would	not	
work.	Still,	Zuanich	was	certain	that	large	seiners	could	succeed,	especially	off	the	
coast	of	Peru.	As	such,	upon	completion	Zuanich	sailed	the	Sun King	to	Coischo,	
Peru,	where	it	operated	from	Star-Kist’s	Peruvian	facilities.69	A	year	later	in	1958,	
co-author	August	Felando	visited	Peru	to	discuss	the	conversion	with	Zuanich	
and to inspect the Sun King.70	During	the	visit,	Zuanich	and	another	seasoned	
fisherman	named	Jack	Borcich	convinced	Felando	that	fish	in	Peruvian	waters	
were	available	to	the	purse-seine,	and	that	vessels	like	the	Sun King	would	succeed.

Zuanich’s	impression	on	Felando	was	strong,	as	Felando	returned	to	San	Pedro	
to discuss with his father and others the prospect of converting the Challenger to 
a	purse-seiner.	Unfortunately,	they	were	not	as	enthusiastic	as	Felando	and	were	

not	persuaded	to	do	it.	Subsequently,	
Felando decided it was in the best 
interests	of	the	many	co-owners	of	
the Challenger to sell the vessel to 
Star-Kist	in	the	fall	of	1958.

In	February	1958,	two	successful	
captains	of	San	Diego	tuna	clippers,	
Lou	Brito	and	Joe	Madruga,	were	
discussing how live bait fishing 
was	proving	inefficient.	During	the	
conversation, Brito told Madruga 
that he had decided to convert his 
vessel, the Southern Pacific, into a 
tuna	seiner.	Madruga	agreed	that	it	
was a good idea, and admitted that 
he too was interested at that time in 

Catherine Ghio, 1966. ©SDHC #UT85: 9781e.

Wives waving as converted tuna seiner Saratoga 
departs San Diego, 1963. ©SDHC #UT85: 8698c.
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Pacific	Fisherman	Annual	Statistical	Number January 25, 1933.
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converting his vessel, the Paramount,	into	a	seiner.	After	this	conversation,	the	
race	was	on.

Unfortunately,	Captain	Madruga	did	not	receive	the	reaction	he	must	have	
anticipated.	After	giving	his	proposal	to	Star-Kist	officials,	who	owned	the	vessel,	
the response was so negative that one member of the company told Madruga 
that he would “starve to death” if the Paramount	was	converted	to	a	tuna	seiner.	
Essentially,	Star-Kist	was	not	interested	in	financing	another	costly	conversion	
of a tuna clipper in addition to the previously converted Sun King.	Accordingly,	
Madruga	decided	that	he	could	not	carry	out	his	desired	conversion.71

Captain	Brito,	like	Felando,	was	influenced	by	learning	about	the	success	of	
Zuanich	and	his	two	seiners	in	Peru,	the	Sun King and the Stranger.	After	evaluating	
the Southern Pacific,	Zuanich	assured	Brito	that	his	vessel	would	have	equal,	if	not	
greater, success than the Sun King.72 In contrast to Madruga, the managing owner 
of	Brito’s	vessel,	Joseph	S.	Martinac	Jr.,73	and	another	owner,	Nick	Bogdanovich,	
gave	Brito	their	support	and	approval.74

With	the	support	of	the	owners,	Brito	completed	the	conversion	of	the	Southern 
Pacific in	1958.	His	maiden	voyage	as	captain	of	the	new	tuna	seiner	was	a	successful	
30-day	trip	that	yielded	231	tons	of	yellowfin	tuna.	After	hiring	new	personnel	in	
1959	when	a	few	of	his	initial	employees	quit,	Brito	had	returned	to	San	Diego	with	
235	tons	of	yellowfin.75 The enormous success achieved in such a short amount of 
time	brought	Brito	instant	recognition	as	the	salvation	of	the	San	Diego	tuna	fleet.	
Following	Brito’s	success,	94	tuna	clippers	were	converted	into	purse-seiners	from	
1958	to	1969.76	The	estimated	total	cost	for	these	conversions	was	$14.4	million.77 
From	1961	to	2000,	over	160	new	tuna	seiners	were	built	in	the	United	States	
or	acquired	from	foreign	citizens	for	entry	into	the	U.S.-flag	tuna	seiner	fleet	
at	an	estimated	cost	of	over	$500	million.	These	statistics	reflect	the	enormous	
impact	Captain	Brito	and	his	Southern Pacific seiner made on not only the Southern 
California	tuna	industry,	but	also	the	United	States	tuna	industry	at	large.

Conclusion

During	the	two	decades	following	1959,	the	tuna	fishermen	of	other	major	tuna	
fishing	countries	of	the	world,	such	as	Japan,	Spain,	France,	Taiwan,	South	Korea,	
Mexico,	Ecuador,	and	Venezuela,	adopted	the	vessel	design	and	gear	technology	
developed	for	and	by	American	tuna	seiner	fishermen.	From	1990	to	2000,	the	
average	annual	tuna	catch	was	about	3.4	million	metric	tons,	a	massive	increase	
from	previous	decades.78	The	California	tuna	industry	and,	in	particular,	the	
San	Diego	tuna	fishermen,	were	instrumental	in	developing	the	fishing	gear	and	
tactics	for	this	new	class	of	commercial	fishing	vessels.	By	2003,	over	500	“super”	
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tuna seiners operated in tropical seas all over the world, solidifying the claim 
that	the	Southern	California	tuna	industry	was	responsible	for	developing	tuna	
fishing	into	an	international	venture.

The	prediction	by	Dr.	Tage	Skogsberg	in	1923	about	the	impact	of	tuna	purse	
seiners,79	the	warning	by	Ms.	Geraldine	Conner	in	1929	about	the	need	for	regional	
organizations to conserve and manage the tunas, and the prediction by George 
Roger	Chute	in	1930	about	the	development	of	a	worldwide	tuna	fleet	all	came	
to	fruition	during	the	second	half	of	the	twentieth	century.	In	pursuing	the	
writings	of	these	visionaries,	we	have	also	discovered	the	origins	of	the	California	
high-seas	tuna	clipper	fleet.
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NOTES
1.	 David	K.	Sabock,	“The	French	Tuna	Industry,”	Commercial Fisheries Review	32,	no.	3	(March	

1970),	57-60,	Bureau	of	Commercial	Fisheries,	United	States	Department	of	the	Interior.	“By	
1869,	the	island	of	Croix	had	become	the	tuna	center,	but	it	wasn’t	until	1891	that	the	first	major	
tuna	fishing	campaign	was	organized	in	Concarneau.”	Canning	may	have	been	introduced	in	
the	United	States	in	1819	when	oysters	and	other	sea	foods	were	packed	in	New	York.	Salmon	
probably	canned	first	in	Aberdeen,	Scotland,	in	1824	and	the	first	Pacific	salmon	packed	at	
Sacramento,	California	in	1864	while	sardines	were	first	packed	at	Nantes,	France,	in	1834.	The	
first	successful	Pacific	Coast	sardine	cannery	was	established	at	San	Pedro	in	1896.	“Historical	
Outline	of	the	Canning	of	Fishery	Products,”	U.S.	Department	of	the	Interior,	Fish	and	Wildlife	
Service, Fishery Leaflet No. 78,	1;	Norman	D.	Jarvis,	“Canning	Tuna,”	Fishery Leaflet No. 20	(June	
1943),	1.

2.	 The	plant	established	in	1892	at	San	Pedro	by	a	firm	organized	by	seven	individuals,	including	
A.P.	Halfhill,	R.D.	Wade,	and	J.	H.	Lapman.	“Here	Tuna	Canning	Began,”	Pacific Fisherman 
(December	1953),	15.	It	is	reported	that	A.P.	Halfhill’s	partner	in	the	ownership	and	management	
of	the	San	Pedro	plant	was	“a	Maine	sardine	canner	named	Spencer.”	Earl	Chapin	May,	The 
Canning Clan	(New	York:	The	Macmillan	Company,	1937),	190.	“The	first	season	(1903)	the	
company	packed	1500	cases	of	rock	cod,	500	cases	of	halibut,	and	700	cases	of	albacore…the	
first	case	(canned	albacore)	went	on	the	shelves	of	(a	store	owned	by	H.	Jevne,	pioneer	Los	
Angeles	grocer)…two	years	later	(Mr.	Halfhill)	found	some	of	the	original	order	yet	on	the	
shelves.”	Mr.	Halfhill	died	on	May	7,	1924,	at	his	home	in	Los	Angeles,	at	the	age	of	76.	“Pioneer	
Tuna	Packer	Dead,”	Pacific Fisherman	(June	1924),	19.	At	a	time	when	sardines	were	scarce,	a	
vessel	operated	by	Japanese	immigrant	fishermen	fishing	for	the	California	Fish	Company	of	
San	Pedro	arrived	with	a	catch	of	600	pounds	of	albacore.	“The	price	for	the	fish	was	one	and	
a	half	cent	per	pound.	There	being	no	demand	for	this	fish	and	the	catch	being	rather	large	
and	too	good	to	throw	away,	the	cannery	officials	decided	to	experiment	by	canning	the	fish.”	
Katsumi	Yoshizumi,	“Little	Nippon	A	Japanese	Island	in	California,”	Fishermen’s Almanac	(San	
Pedro,	CA:	Fishermen’s	Almanac	Co.,	1935),	23-24.	

3.	 “New	Sea	Food	Given	World,”	Los Angeles Sunday Times,	July	26,	1914,	II:3.	See	“Fishing	Is	
Growing	Business	In	San	Diego.	Looks	and	Tastes	Like	Chicken	But	Isn’t.	Tuna	Packing	Bids	
Fair	to	Become	Important	Industry	in	San	Diego-Two	Plants	in	Operation—Government	Asked	
to	Make	Study	of	Metamorphosis	of	the	Delicate	Fish,”	San Diego Union,	January	1,	1914,	24.	
The article incorrectly states that there “are only two places in the world where tuna are to be 
found—off	the	coast	of	Southern	California	and	the	Mediterranean.”	After	noting	the	existence	
of	two	canning	plants	in	San	Diego,	two	in	Long	Beach,	three	in	San	Pedro	and	one	in	Monterey,	
the	article	notes:	“San	Diego	enjoys	the	distinction	of	having	the	newest,	largest	nad	[sic]	most	
modern plant in the one recently completed to replace the one which was burned to the ground 
last	July	at	the	foot	of	F	street.”

4.	 “The	Pacific	Tuna	Canning	Company,	which	recently	erected	a	canning	plant	on	the	waterfront	
near	the	foot	of	F	Street,	yesterday	received	a	carload	of	120,000	specially	molded	cans	comprising	
2500	cases.	When	in	full	operations	the	company	will	can	about	200	cases	a	day.	The	plant	will	
employ	about	26	hands	and	for	the	present	will	devote	its	canning	operations	to	tuna.	Later	
sardines	will	be	handled.	The	company,	of	which	James	McKinney	is	superintendent,	will	give	
employment	to	about	25	fishing	boats.	Operations	will	be	commenced	about	June	15.”	“Fish	
Canning	Firm	Now	Ready	For	Operation,	Receives	Large	Consignment	Of	Tins	For	Preparing	
Product	For	Market	Tuna	To	Be	Specialty,”	San Diego Union,	June	4,	1911,	24.	“San	Diego	has	a	
fully	equipped	fish	cannery	running	full	blast	at	the	foot	of	F	street,	which	employs	25	girls	
and	about	ten	men,	besides	the	fishermen.	So	quietly	was	the	business	organized	and	started	
that	only	persons	living	in	the	immediate	neighborhood	knew	of	the	new	enterprise.	The	
cannery has already made two shipments to Boston and other eastern points and is rapidly 
making	contracts	for	all	of	the	product	that	it	can	handle.	Its	capacity	is	6000	one	pound	
cans	a	day.	Sometime	ago	it	was	announced	that	the	Pacific	Tuna	Canning	Company	of	San	
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Pedro	would	come	to	San	Diego,	but	nothing	more	was	said	or	heard	about	the	company.	E.	
E.	Merritt	of	San	Pedro	is	managing	the	concern,	and	with	him	is	Paul	Echus	[sic],	also	of	San	
Pedro.	There	are	several	other	partners	in	the	enterprise.	.	.	.	A	new	fishing	fleet	will	run	for	
the	cannery,	leaving	port	at	3	a.m.	every	morning	and	returning	about	noon	time.	Just	how	
many boats can be used is not determined yet, as the company has made only two shipments 
to	the	eastern	trade.	Another	3000	pounds	was	prepared	for	shipping	yesterday.”	The San Diego 
Union,	July	25,	1911,	6;	“Big	Catch	Is	Made	For	New	Tuna	Cannery-More	Than	5000	Pounds	
Landed	Yesterday;	8000	in	Two	Days.”	The San Diego Union,	July	26,	1911,	12:	“One	of	the	biggest	
and	most	successful	tuna	catches	made	off	the	San	Diego	coast	was	brought	into	the	harbor	
yesterday	for	the	new	tuna	canning	company.	The	catch	amounted	to	more	than	5000	pounds.	
Monday’s	catch	was	3000	pounds.	A	fleet	of	six	fishing	boats	left	the	harbor	this	morning	after	
tuna.”	The San Diego Union,	August	3,	1911,	19:	“The	supply	of	tuna	for	the	new	cannery	that	
was	started	a	few	weeks	ago	continues	as	plentiful	that	the	establishment	has	been	easily	able	
to	run	at	full	capacity.	Indications	are	that	the	catch	will	be	sufficient	to	supply	a	larger	plant.” 
“In	1911,	Paul	Eachus,	of	San	Pedro,	came	to	San	Diego	and	persuaded	Louis	J.	Rice,	a	bank	
cashier,	to	enter	the	tuna	cannery	business.	The	plant	was	built	at	the	foot	of	“F”	Street.	Fire	
destroyed	the	cannery	in	1912	[sic].	During	1913,	a	new	plant	became	operational	at	the	foot	of	
26th	Street.”	Wiley	V.	Ambrose,	“History	of	the	Fish	Canning	Industry	in	San	Diego	County,”	
History of San Diego County	(The	San	Diego	Press	Club,	1936),	203;	Pacific Fisherman	12,	no.	1	
(January	1914),	77,	reported	that	the	plant	“was	totally	destroyed	by	fire	July	18,	1913.”	See	also:	
“$30,000	Worth	of	Fish	Destroyed	in	Early	Morning	Fire,”	The San Diego Union,	July	18,	1913:	
“Apparently	ignited	by	an	explosion	of	gasoline	or	some	other	oils	in	storage	there,	caused	by	
defective	wires,	the	warehouses	of	the	American	Union	Fish	Company,	at	the	foot	of	F	street,	
and	the	Pacific	Tuna	Canning	Company,	at	the	foot	of	E	street,	were	practically	destroyed	by	fire	
about	1:30	o’clock	this	morning…It	was	a	two-story	warehouse,	well	packed	with	canned	fish.”	

5.	 For	photos	of	the	new	plant	and	information	that	the	cannery	plans	to	have	a	“fleet	of	eight	
to	ten	fishing	boats	manned	by	Japanese	and	Portuguese	fishermen	(to)	supply	the	fish.”	“A	
Model	Pacific	Tuna	Cannery,”	Pacific Fisherman	(January	1914),	77-79.

6.	 N.B.	Scofield	(fishery	expert),	“The	Tuna	Canning	Industry	of	Southern	California,”	State of 
California Fish and Game Commission, 23rd Biennial Report 1912-1914	(1914),	122.	Based	upon	
information	provided	to	him	in	1914	by	two	Japanese	professors	who	had	made	fishery	
investigations	off	Lower	(Baja)	California	during	the	previous	two	years,	Mr.	Scofield	expressed	
faulty	opinions	about	the	migratory	patterns	and	spawning	habits	of	albacore	off	the	coast	of	
Mexico.	He	thought	that	albacore	spawned	off	Baja	California,	near	Cape	San	Lucas.

7.	 For	example,	in	1918,	he	organized	the	Mexican	Industrial	Development	Company	of	California	
to	participate	in	the	growing	canned	tuna	fisheries	of	Japan	and	California.	By	early	1920,	his	firm	
worked	with	Mexican	government	officials	to	permit	skilled	Japanese	tuna	fishermen	establish	
tuna	fishing,	processing,	and	transshipment	operations	in	Turtle	Bay.	Shortly,	thereafter,	Mr.	
Kondo	worked	with	a	Japanese	shipping	firm	and	two	California	tuna	canners	in	establishing	
tuna	fishing	and	transshipment	operations	located	at	Cape	San	Lucas,	Baja	California.	Don	
Estes, “Kondo Masaharu And the Best of All Fishermen,” The Journal of San Diego History	23,	
no.	3	(Summer	1977):	1-19.	Mr.	Estes	lists	13	locations	on	the	Pacific	coast	of	Baja	California	that	
were	used	in	Mr.	Kondo’s	fishing	operations.	“There	is	no	question	that	Kondo	Masaharu	is	the	
man	recognized	as	being	the	first	to	understand	the	fishery	potential	of	Baja	California,	and	
then	to	do	something	about	it.	It	was	his	early	success	and	initiative	which	induced	Japanese	
capital	to	invest	in	the	future	of	Baja	California.	This	same	early	success	was	also	in	part	
responsible	for	drawing	increasingly	larger	numbers	of	Japanese	into	the	fishing	fleets	of	San	
Diego	and	San	Pedro.”	Ibid,	17.

8.	 “In	connection	with	the	rumored	mis-impression	that	the	canners	were	utilizing	the	Leaping	
(Bluefin)	and	Yellowfin	tuna	as	well	as	the	Long	Fin	(Albacore)	the	packers	point	out	that	the	meat	
of	these	latter	fish	in	no	way	resembles	that	of	the	former.	They	state	that	it	would	be	impossible	
to successfully substitute one for the other and that to introduce a number of grades of a new 
product	simultaneously	would	result	only	in	unprofitable	confusion	and	suspicion	among	the	
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buyers.	Another potent reason is that they have no desire to antagonize the game fishing element of the 
state which is well organized and powerful in legislative matters.”	Russell	Palmer,	“California	Tuna	
Canning	Industry,”	Pacific Fisherman Yearbook,	(January	1915),	76-77	(emphasis	added).	“The	
Thunnus thunnus	(Bluefin	or	Leaping	Tuna)	is	the	larger	of	the	two,	weighing	from	40	to	100	
pounds	and	more	in	local	waters	and	as	high	as	600	and	700	pounds	in	the	Mediterranean.	It	
is	this	variety	which	is	commonly	known	as	the	tuna	and	which	furnishes	so	much	sport	to	
the	enthusiastic	fishermen.	The	thunnus albicores,	usually	called	the	albacore,	weighs	from	15	
to	75	pounds	and	it,	too,	is	a	game	fish.	It	is	this	variety	that	is	used	in	the	canning	industry	
because	its	flesh	is	not	so	coarse	and	the	meat	is	so	white	that	it	closely	resembles	the	breast	
of	chicken…The	regular	tuna	(Bluefin)	is	so	large	that	the	grain	of	the	fish	is	too	coarse	for	use	
and	what	is	worse	is	the	fact	that	the	flesh	retains	so	much	of	the	blood	that	the	meat	is	dark	
when	cooked.”	“Looks	and	Tastes	Like	Chicken	But	Isn’t,”	San Diego Union,	January	1,	1914,	24

9.	 “Canned	Tuna,”	Pacific Fisherman	(February	1914),	17.	

10.	 A	convention	was	held	in	San	Francisco	during	January	1914,	by	the	California	Tuna	Packers	
Association.	As	a	“memorial	to	Congress,”	the	canners	adopted	a	resolution	asking	for	an	
appropriation	“for	a	thorough	scientific	study	of	the	habits	and	early	environments	of	the	fish	
(Albacore).”	“Canned	Tuna,”	Pacific Fisherman	(February	1914),	17.	“The	winter	habitat	of	the	
tuna,	or	albacore,	is	as	yet	an	unknown	quantity…Mr.	Barnhart	was	left	on	dry	land	until	the	
Associated	tuna	packers	came	to	his	rescue,	assessing	themselves	for	$100	per	month	with	
which	a	boat	was	secured…but	was	unable	to	do	much	except	tag	some	thousands	of	them	and	
ask	fishermen	to	report.”	“Tuna	Problems	Still	Unsolved,”	Pacific Fisherman	(January	1915),	21.	
For	a	reference	to	a	letter	by	the	Bureau	explaining	why	Congress	did	not	appropriate	funds	
($5,000)	for	the	Albatross	to	conduct	at-sea	tuna	surveys,	see	“Tuna	Problems	and	the	U.S.	Bureau	
of Fisheries,” Pacific Fisherman	(February	1915),	25.	

11.	 “Canned	Tuna,”	Pacific Fisherman	(January,	1913),	86.	For	articles	concerning	the	fish	brokers	
who	introduced	canned	tuna	to	the	trade:	“Popularizing	Canned	Tuna,”	Pacific Fisherman 
(September	1912),	27;	“Tuna	Notes,”	Pacific Fisherman	(August	1913),	32;	“Miscellaneous	Canned	
Fish Notes,” Pacific Fisherman	(September	1913),	66;	Pacific Fisherman	(October	1913),	24,	and	
“Canned	Tuna	A	Success”	Pacific Fisherman	(July	1912),	21.	For	articles	about	food	broker	C.	E.	
Pierce	of	San	Francisco,	who	was	recognized	as	“one	of	the	most	active	and	progressive	factors	
in	the	upbuilding	of	the	canned	fish	industry…it	was	largely	through	his	publicity	methods	
and	energetic	work	that	the	canned	tuna	industry	attained	its	present	prominence.”	“Noted	
Tuna	Man	Passes	Away,”	Pacific Fisherman	(August	1915),	20.	See	also:	“The	Tunny	Man,”	Pacific 
Fisherman	(March	1914),	20,	and	“Canned	Fish	Notes,”	Pacific Fisherman	(October	1913),	24.

12.	 Russell	Palmer,	“California	Tuna	Canning	Industry,”	Pacific Fisherman Year Book	(January	
1915),	76-77.

13.	 “Monarch	Canning	Company	of	Wilmington	files	for	Bankruptcy,”	Pacific Fisherman	(September	
1915),	26;	“Pierce	Tunny	Fish	Company	of	San	Pedro	files	for	Bankruptcy,”	Pacific Fisherman 
(October	1915),	25.	For	the	1915	season,	the	plant	of	United	Tuna	Packers	was	leased	by	Southern	
California	Fish	Company	and	later	by	the	North	American	Tuna	Canning	Company.	Pacific 
Fisherman	(November	1915),	26.	In	1916,	Stafford-Crandall	Packing	&	Fish	Company	of	Los	Angeles	
purchased	the	tuna	cannery	formerly	owned	by	Monarch	Canning	Company	of	Wilmington.	
“New	Tuna	Company	Purchases	Monarch	Plant,”	Pacific Fisherman	(January	1916),	24.	The	new	
tuna	firm	Golden	State	Tuna	Packing	Company	acquired	the	cannery	of	the	bankrupt	Pierce	
Tunny	Fish	Company	of	San	Pedro.	“New	Company	Takes	Over	Pierce	Plant,”	Pacific Fisherman 
(May	1916),	28.	See	also:	“Golden	State	Tuna	Packing	Co.,”	Pacific Fisherman	(June	1916),	31.	

14.	 By	1911,	the	fresh	fish	market	industry	in	San	Diego	was	“one	of	the	most	important.”	An	
article	reported	that	during	1910,	San	Diego’s	Fish	Industry	had	produced	more	than	4.6	million	
pounds	of	fresh	food,	fish,	salt	fish,	picked	fish,	lobsters,	and	turtles,	valued	at	$225,	216.	“San	
Diego	Supplies	States	in	Entire	Southwest	with	Fish,”	San Diego Union,	January	2,	1911.	“The	
fishing	fleet,	whose	anchorage	is	off	the	foot	of	A,	B,	C,	D,	E	and	F	streets,	is	composed	of	about	
thirty	boats,	all	owned	by	fishermen,	who	sell	direct	to	the	wholesalers,	of	which	there	are	four	
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concerns-the	National,	San	Diego,	Union,	and	American	Fish	companies.”	“Fresh	food	fish	are	
marketed	in	huge	quantities	in	San	Diego…Nevada,	Arizona,	and	New	Mexico	are	supplied	
to	a	great	extent	from	San	Diego.	The	average	daily	export	the	past	year	was	about	ten	tons…
San	Diego	is	also	the	distributing	point	for	fish	caught	off	the	coasts	of	Lower	California	and	
Mexico…	Not	only	is	the	fishing	for	market	gaining	in	importance,	but	rod	and	reel	sport	is	
attracting	additional	thousands	every	year	to	San	Diego,	which	sportsmen	recognize	as	a	
wonderful	fishing	ground.”	“Fisheries	Enjoy	Prosperous	Year,”	San Diego Union,	January	1,	1912.	
For	accounts	of	the	fresh	fish	market	trade	in	San	Diego	during	the	early	years,	see:	Lawrence	
Oliver, Never Backward: The Autobiography of Lawrence Oliver, A Portuguese-American,	ed.	Rita	
Larkin	Wolin	(San	Diego:	Neyenesch	Printers	Inc.,	1972).	

15.	 Yamashita,	Terminal	Island	Ethnography,	82.	“The	seed	of	“Little	Nippon”	was	first	planted	
around	the	year	1906,	when	three	young	men-Hayashi,	Tanaka,	and	Yama,	established	
themselves	at	Point	Fermin	[near	San	Pedro]	and	engaged	in	the	modest	enterprise	of	abalone	
diving	and	drying.	Those	men	were	the	first	Japanese	to	be	seen	in	and	about	San	Pedro.	The	
enterprise	did	not	fair	so	well	but	during	the	next	few	years,	we	find	the	added	faces	of	Messrs.	
J.	Suzuhi,	Tatsumi,	T.	Higashi,	Isghigaki,	and	several	others.”	Yoshizumi,	“Little	Nippon:	A	
Japanese	Island	in	California,”	23-24.	For	information	about	Japanese	immigrant	activities	in	
the	San	Pedro	area,	see:	Oliver	Vickery,	Harbor Heritage: Tales of the Harbor Area of Los Angeles, 
California	(Mountain	View,	CA:	Morgan	Press/Farag	Associates,	1979),	145-146.

16.	 “Number	Fishermen	at	San	Pedro,”	Pacific Fisherman	(February	1914),	20.	During	1906,	my	
grandfather	Augustine	Felando	and	two	of	his	sons	traveled	from	the	island	of	Vis,	Province	of	
Dalmatia,	country	of	Austria,	to	San	Diego	via	Ellis	Island,	New	York.	(Prior	to	the	end	of	World	
War	I,	the	Austro-Hungarian	Empire	occupied	much	of	central	Europe	and	the	Balkans,	and	
people	from	there	were	frequently	called	“Austrians.”)	His	oldest	son	had	previously	emigrated	
and	was	working	as	a	fisherman	in	San	Diego.	For	unknown	reasons,	my	grandfather	and	his	
three	sons,	Joseph,	George,	and	Tony,	moved	to	San	Pedro.	My	father,	August,	his	mother,	and	
two	sisters	came	to	San	Pedro	in	November	1906,	when	he	was	seven	years	old.	During	1907,	my	
grandfather	acquired	a	gasoline-powered	fishing	vessel	and	named	it	the	Oceana, because this 
was	the	name	of	the	ship	that	brought	him	to	America.	He	later	acquired	two	other	vessels	for	
operation by his sons George and Tony, the Annie, named after my paternal grandmother, and 
the Nightingale.	My	father	told	me	that	as	a	young	boy	he	helped	the	family	by	going	fishing	
with his father and that, on arrival in port, many times he had to rush to elementary school 
without	changing	his	fishy-smelling	work	clothes.	In	recalling	his	fishing	with	his	father	on	
Tanner	Bank,	southwest	of	San	Clemente	Island,	California,	he	described	with	a	drawing	
how	they	would	catch	rock	cod	for	the	fresh	fish	market	trade	with	baited	hooks	attached	to	a	
line	secured	to	a	float.	He	also	told	me	how	he	and	his	father	would	catch	albacore	with	a	gill	
net,	and	of	the	disputes	his	father	had	in	price	and	weight	dealings	with	cannery	employees.

17.	 “Japanese	Tuna	Cannery	Had	Successful	Season,”	Pacific Fisherman	(December	1914),	22.	The	
success	of	the	North	American	Tuna	Packing	Company	during	1915	was	attributed	to	“the	fact	
that the company virtually owns its own boats and that the men who operate them are among 
the	most	skilled	in	the	business.	While	the	firm	is	composed	of	Japanese,	the	women	employed	
are all Americans, dressed in white uniforms, and the sanitary conditions in the plant are among 
the	very	best.”	“Japanese	Cannery	Meeting	With	Success,”	Pacific Fisherman	(August	1915),	19.

18.	 For	an	excellent	descriptions	of	the	Japanese	communities	in	the	San	Pedro	area,	particularly	of	
East	San	Pedro	and	Fish	Harbor,	see:	Kanshi	Stanley	Yamashita,	Terminal	Island:	Ethnography	
of	an	Ethnic	Community,	Ph.D.	Dissertation,	University	of	California	Irvine,	1985,	p.	71.	At	its	
peak,	the	total	Japanese	population	living	in	the	San	Pedro	area	was	close	to	3,000.	Based	upon	
the	issuance	of	California	commercial	fishing	licenses	in	the	San	Pedro	area	during	1931-1932,	
of	total	1,842	licensed	fishermen,	the	Japanese	share	was	603,	Americans	459,	Yugoslavs	or	
Dalmatians	or	Austrians,	363,	Italians	134,	and	23	Portuguese.

19.	 Donald	H.	Estes,	“Silver	Petals	Falling:	Japanese	Pioneers	in	San	Diego’s	Fishery,”	Mains’l Haul 
35,	nos.	2-3,	(Summer	1999):	28-46.
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20.	 “There is hardly ever a time when tuna cannot be found in the channel during the season and 
favorable	weather	but	much	of	the	time	they	will	not	take	the	hook	or	bait	cannot	be	secured.	
The	tuna	must	be	ravenously	hungry	to	take	dead	sardines	off	a	hook.	Often	that	is	the	very	
time	when	the	fishermen	cannot	get	bait.	At	the	other	times	when	bait	is	plenty	there	is	also	
plenty	of	feed	for	the	fish	and	they	will	eat	nothing	but	live	fish.	It	is	more	aggravating	to	the	
fishermen	to	throw	out	live	sardines	and	see	the	tuna	chase	them	and	then	when	they	are	put	
on	the	hook	to	have	the	big	fish	show	a	most	exasperating	contempt	for	the	bait.	With	the	nets	
it	is	proposed	to	use	live	bait	to	get	the	fish	to	the	surface	and	then	surround	them	drawing	in	
the	purse	when	the	net	is	full.	By	this	method	it	is	believed	that	the	problem	of	fish	shortage	
which has compelled canneries to run only a part of the time this summer will be solved and 
that	next	season	there	will	be	plenty	of	fish	to	keep	them	running	continuously.”	“Will	Try	Out	
New	Tuna	Net	Next	Week-Purse	Net	400	X	35	Fathoms	Arrives	and	is	Being	Made	Ready,”	San 
Pedro Daily Pilot,	October	17,	1914,	front	page.	Gilbert	C.	Van	Camp,	President	of	Van	Camp	Sea	
Food	Company,	Inc.,	recalled	that	the	Albacore	purse	seine	experiment”	was	conducted	in	the	
darkest	secrecy.	The	reason:	fishermen	feared	that	if	the	company	developed	a	workable	system	
for	seining	tuna,	all	the	fish	would	soon	be	taken	from	the	sea.	So	the	huge	net	was	assembled	
on	the	roof	of	the	Van	Camp	plant	and	guarded	day	and	night	to	prevent	the	fishermen	from	
destroying	it.	San Pedro News Pilot,	September	21,	1951.

21.	 “I	have	learned	that	tuna	weighing	250	pounds	are	caught	in	Japan	and	the	Mediterranean	Sea	
by	nets	and	I	am	going	to	get	the	nets	to	catch	them	here,”	said	Mr.	Van	Camp,	“A	friend	of	
mine	in	the	Pathe	service	recently	learned	that	I	was	in	the	business	here	and	wrote	me	that	
they	had	a	film	showing	the	tuna	industry	in	the	Mediterranean	from	the	fish	in	the	nets	to	
the	cans…he	will	send	this	film	as	soon	as	he	can	get	it	to	Paris,	so	we	shall	see	how	it	is	done.”	
“Successful	Tuna	Catch	With	Nets-Fisherman	Says	They	Can	Be	Caught	Easily	With	Strong	
Enough	Net-Van	Camp	Wires	For	Heavy	Netting-Hopes	to	Demonstrate	That	Nets	Can	Be	
Used	Here	Successfully,”	San Pedro Daily Pilot,	September	29,	1914,	front	page.

22.	 San Pedro Daily Pilot,	September	29,	1914,	front	page.

23.	 “Canned	Tuna	Department,	“	Pacific Fisherman	(January	1915),	21.

24.	 “Tuna	Exchange	Opens	Office,”	Pacific Fisherman	(February	1915),	25.

25.	 For	the	1915	albacore	season,	it	was	estimated	that	85	to	90	regular	Japanese	boats	would	be	
engaged,	plus	an	additional	50	fresh	fish	boats.	It	was	expected	that	about	75	vessels	would	be	
coming	from	Northern	California,	and	that	some	of	these	vessels	would	use	purse-seine	gear.	
Further,	it	was	estimated	that	7	vessels	operated	by	local	Austrian	fishermen	would	also	use	
purse-seine	gear	to	catch	albacore.	It	was	also	reported	that	about	50	new	vessels	have	been	
built	in	Los	Angeles	Harbor	since	the	winter	of	1914.	“Tuna	Fishing	Fleet,”	Pacific Fisherman	(May	
1915),	24.	Purse-seine	catches	of	yellowtail,	barracuda,	and	sea	bass,	but	no	tuna,	by	Austrian	
fishermen	were	reported	during	the	1915	season.	“Big	Increase	in	Tuna	Fleet,”	Pacific Fisherman 
(June	1915),	25,	and	“Purse	Seining	For	Tuna,”	Pacific Fisherman	(July	1915),	29.

26.	 “Japanese	More	Persistent	Fisherman,”	Pacific Fisherman	(November	1915),	24.	See	also:	“Canners	
Planning	For	Next	Year,”	Pacific Fisherman	(November	1915),	24.

27.	 “Meeting	of	California	Tuna	Packers	Association,”	Pacific Fisherman	(February	1914),	17.	“Tuna	
Problems	and	the	U.S.	Bureau	of	Fisheries,”	Pacific Fisherman	(February	1915),	25.	“Through	
the	efforts	of	Mr.	Halfhill,	the	U.S.	Bureau	of	Fisheries	steamer	Albatross will visit here in July 
and the habits of the tuna will be carefully studied and as much as possible learned as to its 
habitat	during	the	dull	season.	The	theory	prevails	that	this	fish	seeks	the	warmer	waters	of	
the	Gulf	of	California	during	the	winter	season,	as	they	can	nearly	always	be	found	there	in	
large	quantities.”	Pacific Fisherman	(May	1914),	24;	“Seeking	Habitat	of	Tuna,”	Pacific Fisherman 
(September	1914),	29;	“Tuna	Disappear,”	Pacific Fisherman	(October	1914),	24.	Investigators	
noted	that	“they	(Albacore)	rarely	stay	in	water	colder	than	62	degrees	Fahrenheit.	They	also	
believe	that	the	schools	extend	clear	across	the	Pacific.”	“Scientists	Studying	the	Tuna,” Pacific 
Fisherman	(December	1914),	22.
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28.	 “What	the	Albatross Found Out About Tuna; Albatross reports on Movements of Albacore,” 
Pacific Fisherman	(November	1916),	16.	“Tuna	Research	Work	to	Be	Continued,”	Pacific Fisherman 
(December	1916),	17.	While	the	Albatross	was	off	the	coast	of	Baja	California,	N.B.	Scofield	of	the	
California	Department	of	Fish	and	Game	reported	that	bluefin	or	“leaping	tuna”	and	albacore,	
along	with	swordfish	and	barracuda,	were	found	“in	considerable	quantities”	off	the	coast	
between	Monterey	and	San	Francisco.	“Tuna	Off	San	Francisco,”	Pacific Fisherman	(June	1916),	
31.	In	his	1914	report	to	the	California	Fish	and	Game	Commission,	Mr.	Scofield	reported:	
“As	far	as	we	know	the	albacore	does	not	run	in	numbers	north	of	the	Santa	Barbara	Islands.	
Occasional	individuals	are	taken	far	north	of	that	point.	One	is	recorded	250	miles	north	of	
San	Francisco,	taken	on	a	“jig”	made	of	a	hook	and	seagull	feathers,	late	in	the	fall	of	the	year,	
by	returning	Alaska	salmon	fishermen.”	Ibid.,	114.

29.	 “Tuna	Popular	in	England,”	Pacific Fisherman	(April	1918),	56.	“The	sardine	industry	in	California	
is,	as	it	now	exists,	essentially	a	product	of	the	great	war…With	the	practical	cessation	of	
sardine	imports	into	the	United	States	in	1915,	and	the	later	great	foreign	demand,	the	pack	
of	California	sardines	rose	to	great	heights.	Now	with	the	coming	of	peace	and	the	gradual	
return to normal conditions still so far removed, it remains to be seen how our new industry 
will	meet	competition.”	Will	F.	Thompson,	“Historical	Review	of	California	Sardine	Industry,”	
California Fish and Game	7,	no.	4	(October	1921),	195-206.

30.	 For	the	1919	season,	canners	insisted	upon	lower	prices	to	the	fishermen	for	tuna	other	than	
albacore,	bluefin,	skipjack,	and	yellowfin.	They	explained	that	the	new	canned	product	made	
from these other tunas could not be labeled as albacore or “white meat”; therefore, they argued 
that these new canned tuna products had to be sold to wholesalers for a lower case price than 
albacore.	The	canners	were	offering	$110	per	ton	for	albacore,	and	$90	per	ton	for	the	other	
tunas.	“Uncertain	Outlook	For	Tuna,”	Pacific Fisherman	(June	1919),	46;	“Agreement	Reached	On	
Tuna	Prices,”	Pacific Fisherman	(July	1919),	67;	“Tuna	Price	Question	Difficult,”	Pacific Fisherman 
(June	1920),	63.

31.	 “Van	Camp	Packs	Blue	Fin	Tuna,”	Pacific Fisherman	(October	1917),	40.	It	was	reported	that	the	
catch	was	valued	at	$6,000,	and	that	the	canner	had	taken	most	of	the	catch	at	a	price	of	$80	
per	ton.	A	report	stated,	“about	600,000	pounds	of	Bluefin	was	landed	by	purse	seiners	in	1917.”	
This	report	also	stated	that,	prior	to	1915,	there	was	no	large	scale	purse	seining	of	fish,	and	
that	purse	seining	during	the	1915-17	period	was	primarily	on	schools	of	barracuda,	white	
sea	bass,	yellowtail,	and	mackerel,	with	some	experimentation	on	tuna	schools.	Further,	it	
states	that	after	the	success	of	fishing	for	bluefin	in	1917,	eight	purse	seiners	were	built	in	1918	
for	operations	from	San	Pedro,	and	that	about	6,240,971	pounds	of	tuna	was	landed	by	this	
fleet.	In	1919,	it	states	that	more	purse	seiners	arrived	from	the	Northwest	and	that	about	17	
seiners	were	built	in	the	Los	Angeles	area	and	one	in	San	Diego.	During	the	summer	season,	
the	purse-seine	fleet	landed	about	14,990,860	pounds	of	bluefin.	Tage	Skogsberg,	“Preliminary	
Investigation	of	the	Purse	Seine	Industry	of	Southern	California,”	Fish Bulletin No. 9, State of 
California	Fish	and	Game	Commission	(1925),	9.	

32.	 Pacific Fisherman	(September	1918).

33.	 “Season	A	Failure,	Says	Buerkle,”	Pacific Fisherman	(October	1922),	47.

34.	 “Tuna	Catch	Short,”	Pacific Fisherman	(September	1922),	44.	See	also:	“Tuna	Season	Disappointing,”	
Pacific Fisherman	(October	1922),	44.	Japanese	fishermen	claimed	that	their	poor	fishing	season	
was	caused	by	U.S.	Navy	battleships	conducting	target	practice	with	their	14-	and	16-inch	guns	
off	San	Pedro.	They	also	complained	that	their	bait	boat	operations	were	adversely	affected	by	the	
fishing	tactics	of	the	Monterey	Bay	fleet	of	“jig	fishermen	or	trollers”	in	that	this	type	of	fishing	
scattered	the	schools	of	albacore.	“Move	Target	Practice	Off	Shore,”	Pacific Fisherman	(December	
1922),	54,	58;	“Trollers	Go	After	Tuna,”	Pacific Fisherman	(August	1922),	32.	A	combination	of	
high	albacore	prices	guaranteed	by	a	tuna	canner	and	the	poor	salmon	run	off	Monterey	
caused	a	fleet	of	about	75	trollers	from	the	Monterey	Bay	area	to	compete	with	the	“Japanese	
Monopoly”	off	Southern	California.
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35.	 For	information	on	the	other	mergers	and	acquisitions	of	tuna	firms	during	1922,	see:	“San	
Diego	Canneries	Consolidate,”	Pacific Fisherman	(July	1922),	34.	Included	in	this	merger	was	the	
plant	and	assets	of	Sun	Harbor	Packing	Corporation	under	the	name	of	the	Normandy	Sea	Food	
Company.	The	San	Diego	plant	and	business	of	Steele	Packing	Company	was	purchased.	“Steel	
[sic]	Packing	Plant	Sold,	“Pacific Fisherman	(September	1922),	44.	The	Southern	California	Fish	
Company	of	Terminal	Island	was	acquired	by	the	newly-organized	firm	“Southern	California	
Fish	Corporation	of	Los	Angeles.”	“Southern	Calif.	Co.	Reorganized,“	Pacific Fisherman	(October	
1922),	44.	The	West	Coast	Sea	Food	Company	of	Los	Angeles	was	organized	to	take	over	the	
assets	of	the	West	Coast	Fish	Company	of	San	Pedro.	“Buys	West	Coast	Plant,”	Pacific Fisherman 
(May	1922),	40.	“Consolidation	of	Tuna	Packing	Interests,”	Pacific Fisherman	(July	1922),	14.	The	
four	firms	merged	were:	Van	Camp	Sea	Food	Company,	International	Packing	Corporation,	
Nielsen	&	Kittle	Canning	Co.,	Ltd..,	and	White	Star	Canning	Company.	Frank	Van	Camp	was	
elected	President	by	the	eleven	members	of	the	new	Board	of	Directors.

36.	 Ibid.

37.	 The	following	comment	by	W.L.	Scofield	in	1936	is	relevant	in	understanding	the	early	
commercial	fishing	policy	of	the	State	of	California:	“The	fish	catch	depends	upon	large	numbers	
of	people	to	eat	the	fish.	The	western	half	of	the	United	States	is	not	densely	populated	so	that	
no	great	quantity	of	sea	food	can	be	sold	in	fresh	fish	markets,	nor	can	the	marine	products	
be	frozen	or	salted	for	shipment	in	great	quantities.	The	great	centers	of	population	are	far	
away	so	that	both	time	and	distance	intervene	between	the	source	of	the	fish	supply	and	the	
ultimate	consumer.	This	is the reason why we have adopted canning of fish as a solution to the problem 
of shipping sea foods to distant markets. Canning, then, is the key to an understanding of the fish catch 
of this state and as canning goes, so goes the catch.”	California	Department	of	Fish	and	Game,	Fish 
Bulletin 49	(1936),	9	(emphasis	added).

38.	 The	Mexican	government	ordered	that	all	existing	fishing	concessions	be	renewed,	“or	not	at	
all.”	“Carranza	Issues	Decree	Affecting	Lower	California	Fisheries,”	Pacific Fisherman	(October	
1916),	17.	Southern	California	tuna	canners	made	an	exploratory	trip	during	March	1917,	“to	
investigate	the	possibilities	of	fisheries	in	Mexican	waters.”	“Tuna	Prospects	in	Mexican	Waters,”	
Pacific Fisherman	(April	1917),	14.	A	representative	of	the	Carranza	government	visited	with	
Southern	California	tuna	canners	and	fishermen	and	offered	them	a	plan	“to	stabilize	the	
industry	on	the	Mexican	coast.”	“Mexican	Fisheries	Plan,”	Pacific Fisherman	(December	1919),	74.	

39.	 “A	shortage	in	the	supply	of	fresh	water	available	along	the	coast	of	Lower	[Baja]	California	
has	resulted	in	the	abandonment	of	plans	for	the	building	of	two	large	fishing	canning	
establishments	along	the	Mexican	coast…	The	party	visited	Ensenada,	Turtle	Bay,	Cedros	Islands,	
and	other	places	seeking	possible	sites	for	canneries.	Harbors	were	found	to	be	unprotected	
and	the	only	water	obtainable	had	to	be	carried	on	pack	mules	from	inland,”	“Mexican	Plan	
Abandoned,” Pacific Fisherman	(January	1920),	65.	Don	Estes,	“Kondo	Masaharu	And	The	Best	Of	
All Fishermen,” Journal of San Diego History	23,	no.	3	(Summer	1977):	3-19.	The	author	describes	
the	fishermen’s	35-day	trip	from	Japan	to	Ensenada,	Mexico,	and	the	failure	experienced	by	
the	fishermen	in	using	long-line	gear	to	catch	tuna	because	of	shark	interference.

40.	 Following	his	service	in	the	U.S.	Army	during	1917-1919,	Manuel	O.	Medina	(M.O.)	returned	to	
San	Diego	and	his	profession	of	commercial	fishing.	During	the	summer	of	1919,	M.O.	recalled	
that	a	Mr.	Steele,	a	co-owner	of	the	Steele	Packing	Company,	offered	him	a	fishing	opportunity	
that	“he	could	not	refuse.”	He	and	his	crew	of	four	left	aboard	the	44.8-foot	Pacific on August 
15;	they	returned	two	weeks	later	with	a	catch	of	11	tons	of	yellowfin	from	waters	off	San	
Benito	Island,	Baja	California.	He	made	three	more	tuna	fishing	trips	for	Mr.	Steele	during	
the	remaining	months	of	1919.	“An	Industry	Portrait:	Audacious	M.O.	Medina	Pioneered	Big	
Clippers,	Parlayed	His	Hunches	Into	Successful	Tuna	Career,”	The Magazine Tuna Fisherman 
1,	no.	3,	(1947),	17-18,	22.	Joe	McCain,	“Medina	Found	Sea	Worthy,”	San Diego Evening Tribune, 
April	16,	1968,	B-1,	B-3.	In	1920,	“M.O.”	operated	a	larger	vessel,	the	60-foot	Peerless, and on its 
maiden	voyage	of	14	days,	a	catch	of	32	tons	of	yellowfin	was	landed	in	San	Diego.	The	trip	
was	successful	primarily	because	M.O.	and	crew	used	a	new	type	of	barbless	hook	developed	
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in	Japan.	The	latter	described	the	hook’s	effectiveness	as	“beautiful.”	The	hooks	or	“squids”	
were	obtained	by	Joe	Rogers,	Chief	Engineer,	reportedly	without	permission,	from	Japanese	
fishermen	operating	in	San	Diego.	Don	Estes	reported	that	Taniguchi	Takezo	of	San	Diego	
is	“generally	credited	with	the	introduction	in	1920	of	a	Japanese-produced	lure	known	as	a	
squid.”	Estes	“Kondo	Masaharu	and	The	Best	Of	All	Fishermen,”	17.	M.O.	became	convinced	
that	he	needed	a	new,	larger,	and	faster	fishing	vessel.	He	reasoned	that	with	a	larger	vessel,	
he	could	fish	tuna	grounds	located	further	south,	believing	that	Yellowfin	tuna	were	more	
abundant	in	tropical	waters.	For	more	background	information	on	M.O.,	see	August	Felando,	
“The	Fishing	Industry	in	San	Diego	From	1800	to	the	Present,	An	Overview,”	They Came From 
the Sea, A Maritime History of San Diego,	Seventh	Annual	Cabrillo	Festival	Historic	Seminar,	1,	
no.	7,	(1979),	34-37;	M.O.	Medina,	interviewed	by	author,	September	1979.

41.	 “Follow	Yellowfin	Southward,”	Pacific Fisherman	(December	1922),	52.

42.	 “Review	of	Tuna	Canning	Industry	in	1923,”	Pacific Fisherman Year Book	(January	1924),	84;	
“Canned	Tuna-	Now	Packing	Yellowfin-Fishing	at	Turtle	Bay,”	Pacific Fisherman	(October	1923),	40.

43.	 “Yellowfin	Operations	Curtailed,”	Pacific Fisherman	(April	1924),	33.

44.	 In	January	1924,	the	long-awaited	report	on	the	albacore	fishery	from	Will	F.	Thompson,	fishery	
expert	of	the	California	Fish	and	Game	Commission,	was	made	public.	He	stated	that	it	was	
not	yet	possible	to	make	judgments	on	the	question	regarding	the	“presence	or	absence	of	
overfishing	for	the	albacore.”	The	report	did	not	contain	hints	or	predictions	about	the	1924	
albacore	season.	Mr.	Thompson	called	for	the	collection	of	more	data,	and	hoped	that	there	would	
be	“available	the	unhampered	use	of	a	sea-going	vessel	to	follow	up	the	present	investigations.”	
Finally,	he	noted	that	“the	albacore	problem	has	come	to	take	second	place	in	the	program	of	
the	State	Fisheries	Laboratory	to	that	of	the	sardine,”	and	that	there	presently	exists	a	“very	
serious	question	as	to	its	permanence.”	W.	F.	Thompson,	“Investigation	of	Albacore	Fishery,”	
Pacific Fisherman	(January	1924),	10-11.

45.	 “New	Diesel-Powered	Tuna	Boat,”	Pacific Fisherman	(July	1924),	34.	The	article	includes	a	
photograph of the Oceana.	

46.	 “Yellowfin	Operations	Curtailed,”	Pacific Fisherman	(April	1924),	33.	Curtis	Corporation	of	Long	
Beach	explained	why	this	tuna	canner	purchased	the	steamer	Bergen	to	take	tuna	on	the	high	
seas	from	other	vessels	off	Mexico,	stating	in	part:	“Levying	of	export	taxes	on	fish	taken	
outside	the	three-mile	limit	by	Mexican	officials	will,	of	course,	be	illegal,	and	it	is	proposed	
at	least	to	give	the	project	a	trial…The	tender	Angel	has	been	leased	by	the	corporation	to	work	
in	conjunction	with	the	Bergen.”	No	report	on	this	proposed	venture	was	published	by	Pacific 
Fisherman.

47.	 To view a photo of the Lusitania	underway,	see:	“An	Interesting	Tuna	Boat,”	Pacific Fisherman 
(April	1927),	39.	This	article	provides	information	on	the	maritime	experience	of	Captain	Manuel	
G.	Rosa	that	explains,	in	part,	why	Captain	Rosa	became	a	legendary	success	as	a	tuna	captain.

48.	 To	view	a	profile	photo	of	the	Del Monte	in	San	Diego	Bay,	see	“New	San	Diego	Tuna	Boat	For	
California	Packing	Corporation,”	Pacific Fisherman	(August	1927),	39.

49.	 Geraldine	Conner,	“Comparison	of	the	Catches	North	and	South	of	the	International	Boundary,”	
Division	of	Fish	and	Game	of	California,	Bureau	of	Commercial	Fisheries,	Fish Bulletin no.	15	
(1929),	51.	Information	on	the	decline	in	albacore	and	bluefin	catches	during	1926-1927,	see	Figure	
48,	53-54,	59.	Part	of	this	increase	in	tropical	tuna	catches	during	the	fall	months	of	1927	was	
attributed	to	the	return	of	Puget	Sound	purse	seiners	to	the	California	tuna	fisheries.	“Largest	
Alaska	Herring	Seiner	Goes	South	for	Tuna	Fishing,”	Pacific Fisherman	(November	1927),	8-9;	
“California	Tuna	and	Sardine	Boat	Built	on	Puget	Sound,”	Pacific Fisherman	(December	1927),	31-32;	
“More Seiners Go South,” Pacific Fisherman	(December	1927),	32;	“Interesting	Diesel	Installation	
in New Tuna Boat,” Pacific Fisherman	(January	1928),	18-19;	“Alaska	Seiners	Go	South,”	Pacific 
Fisherman	(November	1928),	39.	For	a	photo	of	a	powered	three-masted	schooner,	Golden Gate, 
under	charter	during	1927	for	Captain	Heston’s	operation	in	the	transport	of	tropical	tunas	
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to	California	canners,	see:	“Codfish	Schooner	in	Tuna	Trade,”	Pacific Fisherman	(July	1927),	
40.	For	information	about	the	use	of	small	purse	seiners	in	the	Heston	operation,	see:	“New	
Developments	in	Tuna	Fishery,”	Pacific Fisherman	(January	1928),	32;	“Mexican	Tuna	Season	
Over,” Pacific Fisherman	(June	1928),	38.

50.	 Coburn	F.	Maddox,	“San	Diego	Tuna	Industry,”	California Fish and Game 15,	no.	1	(January	
1929):	34-39.	Captain	Maddox	provides	an	excellent	explanation	of	the	Mexican	export	duties	
on	the	taking	of	fresh	fish	within	Mexican	territorial	waters,	an	issue	that	clearly	motivated	
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Brito	as	a	son.	Mrs.	Lou	Brito,	interviewed	by	author,	July	7,	2003.	Lou	Brito’s	life	was	tragically	
cut	short	in	1983,	when	he	was	only	61	years	old.	For	information	on	the	Martinac	shipyard,	
see:	“J.M.	Martinac	Celebrates	75	years,”	Pacific Maritime Magazine	(September	1999),	M1-M8.

75.	 Yoshio	Iwanmae,	interviewed	by	author,	August	27,	2003.	Yosh	explained	that	initially	he	
thought	that	Pete	Lipanovich	and	his	fellow	crewmembers	had	quit	because	the	trip’s	share	was	
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period	1970	and	1980,	the	yellowfin/skipjack	catch	increased	71	percent;	for	the	period	1980	
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European	model,	that	is,	a	future	dependent	on	developing	distant	fishing	grounds.	Therefore,	a	
need	for	“vessels,	large,	speedy,	and	economical	enough	to	operate	with	profit	as	far	away	as	the	
Gulf	of	California,	and	along	the	west	coast	of	Central	America,”	in	“Preliminary	Investigation	
of	the	Purse	Seine	Industry	of	Southern	California,”	Fish Bulletin No. 9,	State	of	California	Fish	
and	Game	Commission	(1925),	9.	
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