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Issues for Discussion

 Council Motion (Montauk, 2014)

– Move to initiate a Framework to refine the flowchart 
for tilefish catch and landings limits, in order to 
deduct discards after the ACT is divided between 
the IFQ and incidental categories as this would 
allow for commercial sector specific discard 
adjustments

– Evaluate the recreational possession limit 
accounting process for tilefish onboard charter and 
party vessels (for-hire) to accommodate multiday 
trips

 Additional issue (IVR) reporting requirement



First Issue for Discussion

 Evaluate the recreational possession limit 
accounting process for tilefish onboard 
charter and party vessels (for-hire) to 
accommodate multiday trips

– In other words, assess the impacts of an 8-fish 
per angler per day possession limit 



History of the Management System

 Original FMP (implemented Nov. 1 2001)

– Stock rebuilding strategy

– Commercial quota divided into the commercial full-
time, part-time, and incidental fisheries

– No recreational allocation

 Amendment 1 (implemented Nov. 1 2009)

– IFQ system

– Continuation of the stock rebuilding strategy

– EFH/HAPC/Gear restricted areas

– Recreational possession limit, P/C reporting / 
permitting requirements. No recreational allocation



Recreational Landings – A synopsis

 A small recreational 
fishery briefly 
occurred in the mid 
1970s (~100,000 
pounds)  

 Catches low for the 
last 30 years –
NMFS recreational 
statistics



Table 1. Recreational tilefish data from the NMFS 
recreational statistics databases, 1982-2013. 



Table 2. # of TF kept by P/C anglers, # of anglers, 
mean effort, # headboats, and # of trips from ME-VA, 
1996-2013, VTR data. 



Table 3. # of tilefish kept by P/C anglers, # of anglers, 
mean effort, # of headboats, and # of trips from ME-
VA by 1-day and multiday trips, 1996-2013, VTR data. 



Table 4. Number of tilefish caught by party/charter 
vessels by state, 1996 through 2013. 



Recent recreational landings compared 
to the commercial allocation



Analysis of landings - multiday trips 

 A change from 8-fish possession limit per angler 
per trip to 8-fish possession limit per angler per 
day would only affect anglers that participate in 
multiday trips

 Approximately 43% more tilefish were kept by 
vessels on multiday trips than in 1-day trips

 However, the mean effort for the last 5 years 
(2009-2013) on multiday trips have ranged from 
2.4 to 4.2 fish per angler



Analysis of landings - multiday 
trips… 

 As such, it is possible that if effort were to stay at 
the current level, an increase in the possession 
limit on multiday trips (8-fish possession limit per 
angler per day) may not increase tilefish 
recreational landings

 However, if an 8-fish possession limit per angler 
per day is successfully implemented as a 
marketing tool and/or the effort in the tilefish 
recreational fishery continues to increase as it has 
done in the past few years we could potentially see 
a further increase in tilefish recreational landings



Recent reports on angler interest on 
tilefish trips– A synopsis

 FPRs & Fishing Repots show an increased 
recreational interest in the last three years

 Approximately 10 headboats have been actively 
engaged in the tilefish fishery in the Mid-
Atlantic canyons in recent years

 It is estimated that approximately 4 of these 
boats conducted direct tilefish fishing trips, 
while the other 6 boats may have caught 
tilefish while fishing for tuna/swordfish or 
fishing for assorted deep water species



Table 6. Tilefish recreational 
management measures by state, 2014



Implications for management 

 Recreational catches have 
not been incorporated in 
the tilefish stock 
assessments as a reliable 
time series of recreational 
catches is not available

 Prior assessments have 
concluded that the 
recreational removals are 
likely a minor component 
of the catch



Implications for management …

 Recreational ladings above 5% of the TAL may no 
longer be considered an insignificant component of 
the catch and mortality; and could increase the 
uncertainty in the stock assessment if this increase 
source of mortality is not monitored and accurately 
accounted for in the catch

 If recreational tilefish landings are increasing, the 
Council may consider an allocation of the tilefish 
annual catch limit (ACL) to the recreational fishery 
– Require the development of an Amendment



Second Issue for Discussion

 Move to initiate a Framework to refine the 
flowchart for tilefish catch and landings 
limits, in order to deduct discards after the 
ACT is divided between the IFQ and 
incidental categories as this would allow for 
commercial sector specific discard 
adjustments



Refine the flowchart for tilefish catch and 
landings 



Refine the flowchart for tilefish catch and 
landings 



Implications for management 

 A change to the current flowchart for tilefish catch 
and landings limits would allow for discard levels to 
be deducted from the specific sector of the fishery 
producing them

 Given recent performance of the tilefish incidental 
category, it is not expected that a direct adjustment 
to the incidental category quota to account for 
discards in that sector of the fishery would increase 
regulatory discards in that fishery if it continues to 
perform as it has done in recent years 

 Require the development of a Framework 



Third Issue for Discussion

 Interactive Voice Response (IVR) requirements

– The IVR requirements were first implemented 
when the FMP was initiated in 2001 as a way to 
track quota landings in the fishery in a timely 
fashion. Permitted vessels were required must 
submit a tilefish catch report within 24 hour time 
period after returning to port

– A1; IFQ allocation permit must submit a tilefish 
catch report by using the IVR phone line system 
within 48 hours after returning to port and 
offloading



IVR requirements

 With the implementation of electronic dealer 
reporting in 2004 and improved VTR 
reporting processing by the agency, the 
information provided by fishermen using the 
IVR system has become redundant

 Dealer reporting is currently used to monitor 
tilefish quota landings 



Implications for management 

 The elimination of the tilefish IVR reporting 
system would

– Reduce the reporting requirement burden for 
the industry

– Reduce the burden requirement for the agency 
to maintain the IVR system for this fishery 

 Require the development of a Framework 



Questions?


