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M E M O R A N D U M  

Date:  November 20, 2017 

To:  Chris Moore, Executive Director 

From:  José Montañez, Staff 

Subject:  Public Comment on Golden Tilefish Individual Fishing Quota (IFQ) Program 5-
Year Review  

At the October 2017 Council meeting, the Council was presented with the report of the 5-year 
review of the Golden Tilefish IFQ program. The 2007 reauthorization of the Magnuson-Stevens 
Act included new requirements related to the monitoring and review of limited access privilege 
programs, which includes fisheries managed under IFQ programs. This was the first 
comprehensive review on the progress of the Golden Tilefish IFQ Program towards achieving the 
stated goals of reducing overcapacity and eliminating problems associated with derby fishing. The 
report indicated that overcapacity has been reduced since the program was implemented, derby-
style fishing has subsided, and ex-vessel prices have improved under the IFQ system. The review 
also addressed recent administrative changes to the program, and summarized future research 
needs and recommended changes to the program. 

The Council agreed to postpone approval of the final report until December 2017 to allow for the 
public to comment on the report. The comment period was from October 16 through November 
17. Council staff received 5 comments during this solicitation which are presented below. 

Comment 1 – The Golden Tilefish IFQ program and any other Fishery Management Plans that 
privatize public resources should be abolished immediately. The Carlos Rafael case is a great 
example of why consolidating control of America's fisheries through privatization schemes is a 
bad idea that should not be allowed to continue. The fact that foreign entities can eventually own 
America's privatized public resources is another good reason to look at better options for managing 
our fisheries. IFQs/LAPPs/Catch Shares are more about allocating ownership and crony capitalism 
than properly managing ABCs or TACs. I OPPOSE privatizing public resources under any name. 

Comment 2 – Please continue efforts to meet goals to protect from overfishing as discussed in 
great detail and with substantial investigation of the facts in the 5-year review of golden tilefish 
quotas. The report is thorough and considers all aspects of issues involved, (history, performance, 
fishing data, and research) in making its recommendations. 

Comment 3 – 7.1 Cost Recovery - I agree with the downside conclusion of the FMAT, “However, 
the downside to this alternative is that there may be less incentive to pay if there is no quota share, 
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which could result in full costs not being recovered.” When the IFQ Amendment was developed 
there was a wide range of alternatives for Cost Recovery methods. There was thorough discussion 
amongst many industry members and the full Council in the final decision that concluded the 
current method of collecting the Cost Recovery fee is the best way.  
 
The responsibility of Cost Recovery is currently in the hands of the IFQ holder. If a Cost Recovery 
bill is not paid on a given fishing year, that IFQ holder will not receive an allocation for the 
following fishing year. Cost Recovery is a bill that belongs to the IFQ holder, it is their allocation 
and it is their bill. 
 
7.2 Fishing Year - I agree with the FMAT’s conclusion, “The calendar year is strongly 
recommended as this is also the time period upon which stock assessments are based. Changing 
the golden tilefishing year could potentially decrease administrative costs recovered from the 
industry.” The disconnect in the fishing year and the calendar year presents a problem with every 
stock assessment and stock update. The Cost Recovery Review has revealed administration 
difficulties with the current fishing year, and possible economic savings to the industry by aligning 
the fishing year with the calendar year. Hopefully the pros will out weigh the cons. 
 
Comment 4 – While I feel I can agree with most of the recreational Golden tile fish regulations, I 
would like to have more discussion/though on the 8 fish per trip changed to 8 fish per day. The tile 
fish trips in my area are generally 2 to 2 and 1/2 days. The reason being the distance from the dock 
to the fishing grounds. 
 
Comment 5 – On behalf of the Garden State Seafood Association (GSSA) we respectfully request 
that the MAFMC conducts a series of workshops in ports where this fishery is important. 
 
Given the complex nature of this fishery it would be beneficial for all involved to have an 
opportunity to participate in a review of this program. 
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M E M O R A N D U M  

Date:  December 1, 2017 

To:  Chris Moore 

From:  Julia Beaty 

Subject:  NEFMC Groundfish Framework 57 - Southern Windowpane Flounder 
Accountability Measures 

 

Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management Council (MAFMC) staff assisted with development and 
analysis of alternatives related to accountability measures (AMs) for southern windowpane 
flounder in Framework 57 to the New England Fishery Management Council’s (NEMFC’s) 
Northeast Multispecies (groundfish) fishery management plan. The NEFMC plans to take final 
action on Framework 57 on December 6, 2017 at their meeting in Newport, Rhode Island. 

The southern windowpane flounder AMs include restricted gear areas that have the potential to 
negatively impact commercial summer flounder and scup fisheries. When these AMs are 
triggered for non-groundfish fisheries, trawl vessels using a codened mesh size of 5 inches or 
greater (including directed summer flounder and scup fisheries) must use approved selective 
gears in either the large or small AM areas (see figure below). These gear types are designed to 
minimize catch of flounder species and can reduce catches of summer flounder and scup. 

Framework 57 includes an alternative for non-groundfish fisheries which would allow the small 
AM area to be implemented instead of the large AM areas, or would allow the AM to be 
removed mid-year if certain conditions related to windowpane flounder stock status and catch 
are met. It also includes an alternative which 
would make the small AM area a seasonal AM 
from September 1 through April 30 and would 
reduce the size of the large AM area off 
Montauk, NY. Both alternatives are designed 
to reduce the potential for negative economic 
impacts of the AMs on non-groundfish 
fisheries, while also maintaining some 
conservation value of the AMs for southern 
windowpane flounder. More details on these 
alternatives, including a preliminary analysis of 
impacts, will be posted to: 
https://www.nefmc.org/calendar/december-
2017-council-meeting.   
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M E M O R A N D U M  

Date:  November 14, 2017 

To:  Chris Moore, Executive Director 

From:  Matthew Seeley, Staff 

Subject:  Blueline tilefish 2019-2021 ABCs  

 
 
Potential MAFMC Participants: John Boreman (SSC), Yan Jiao (SSC), Cynthia Jones (SSC), 
Michael Frisk (SSC), Paul Rago (SSC), Matthew Seeley (MAFMC Staff), Brandon Muffley 
(MAFMC Staff), Jason Didden (MAFMC Staff), Michael Schmidtke (ASMFC). 
 
Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management Council (MAFMC) staff (3) and Scientific and Statistical 
Committee (SSC) members (2) attended the South Atlantic Fishery Management Council 
(SAFMC) SSC meeting on October 25, 2017 in Charleston, SC to discuss the specification of 
acceptable biological catch (ABC) for blueline tilefish. At the meeting, an ABC was set for the 
SAFMC management area South of Cape Hatteras based on the new assessment. However, an 
ABC was not developed for the area north of Cape Hatteras, which encompasses both Mid-Atlantic 
and South Atlantic management areas. The SAFMC SSC recommended tasking a subcommittee 
group consisting of Mid-Atlantic and South Atlantic SSC members, Council staff, and NMFS staff 
to cooperatively develop approaches to setting blueline tilefish ABCs north of Cape Hatteras. 
 
The MAFMC plans to participate in the subcommittee with the SAFMC SSC to develop ways to 
recommend ABCs for the area from Cape Hatteras to Virginia and also from Virginia north.  The 
respective SSCs would then use the subcommittee’s products to recommend ABCs within their 
respective management units. Having the SSCs ultimately only setting ABCs within their Councils’ 
respective management units will be explicitly incorporated into the terms of reference (TORs) for 
the subcommittee’s work. Within the Mid-Atlantic management area, it is likely that the DLMTool 
will be re-run to help set specifications given changes to some inputs identified in SEDAR 50, 
which used the DLMTool, but covered the entire area north of Cape Hatteras. 
 
A pre-meeting conference call would ideally take place in late November to early December to 
confirm TORs. In January 2018, the subcommittee would meet in person to develop 
recommendations. This should provide sufficient time for the MAFMC SSC to review the 
outcomes of the subcommittee meeting during their March or May 2018 SSC meeting when setting 
ABCs for 2019-2021.  
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Regional Habitat Assessment 
2017-2019 

 
Purpose: To describe and characterize estuarine, coastal, and offshore fish habitat in the Northeast 
using a partnership driven approach.  
 
Expected Outcome: This partner driven initiative will develop information and tools to support the 
National Fish Habitat Assessment1, provide spatial products that describe fish habitat for the Mid-
Atlantic Regional Planning Body data portals (MARCO), support the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration (NOAA) Fisheries and the Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management Council’s (Council) essential 
fish habitat (EFH) and habitat area of particular concern (HAPC) descriptions as well as other ecosystem 
related management outcomes, and provide tools and information to the region to support other state 
or regional habitat protection and restoration initiatives.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Geographic scope: The scope will include Northeast US estuarine and marine waters, north of Cape 
Hatteras, NC. The full scope of the project will be refined by the project steering committee.  
 
Background: As amended in 1997, the Magnuson-Stevens Act states that the purpose of the EFH 
mandate is to protect and conserve “those waters and substrate necessary to fish for spawning, 
breeding, feeding, or growth to maturity.” NOAA Fisheries and the regional fishery management 
councils work together to update EFH designations for the fish stocks in federal fishery management 
plans to support the EFH consultation process, an important procedural tool which requires other 
federal agencies to consult with NOAA Fisheries on projects that may impact fish habitat. More detailed 
habitat information is also needed to identify Habitat Areas of Particular Concern (HAPCs), which are 
specific areas that can be targeted for habitat conservation, protection, or research.  The Council has a 

                                                           
1 National Fish Habitat Partnership, http://www.fishhabitat.org/ 
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need to meet its regulatory requirements for EFH review while advancing policies set forward in its new 
Ecosystem Approach to Fisheries Management (EAFM) Guidance Document.2 
 
In addition, the National Fish Habitat Assessment (2010 and 2015), has had limited success providing 
information on coastal fish habitat at the scale needed to support its regional partners such as Atlantic 
Coastal Fish Habitat Partnership (ACFHP). Both state agencies and ACFHP, while not subject to the EFH 
mandate, address coastal zone development impacts on fish habitat and would benefit from 
consolidated, spatial information on fish habitats within state waters.  
 
There is also a growing commitment to ecosystem-based fisheries management on the part of the 
Council and NOAA Fisheries. Fish habitat information at appropriate scales is needed to support and 
advance these activities. 
 
Clearly, new and innovative approaches are needed to integrate information available from a variety of 
sources throughout the region and develop improved, spatially informative descriptions of habitat to 
support decisions made by fisheries and habitat managers, as well as decisions related to ecosystem and 
ocean planning within this region.  
 
Deliverables: An integrative, evaluation of fish habitat in the Northeast. 
 

 
 
 

                                                           
2 The Council’s EAFM Guidance Document (http://www.mafmc.org/eafm/) states that EFH should be strengthened 
by considering essential habitat from a multispecies/ecosystem perspective, emphasizing the connectivity 
between species and life history stages, and inshore and offshore habitats. In addition, it was noted that 
approaches should be developed that recognize and account for climate change.   

2. Inshore Assessment 

•Identify and map prioritized 
estuarine habitats

•Compile information on fish 
habitat use, condition, threats, 
and indicators

•Identify areas that should be 
priorities for habitat protection 
or restoration

3. Offshore Assessment

•Identify and map prioritized 
offshore benthic habitats

•Identify seascape and/or ocean 
features that serve as important 
temporary or permanent 
habitats

•Identify important areas of fish 
productivity (spawning, etc.)

•Identify areas that should be 
priorities for habitat 
conservation and relevance for 
ocean planning

1. Northeast Fish Habitat 
Footprint

•Identify habitat footprint using 
spatial, model-based 
approaches for key species and 
species groups in both the 
estuaries/inshore and offshore

•Project how habitat distribution 
may change over time 
(temperature/climate) 

http://www.mafmc.org/eafm/
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1.Identify the footprint of fish habitat and how it is changing. 
 
Using the best available information on fish life history and habitat use in the marine and estuarine 
environments, model-based approaches3 will be developed to describe the footprint of fish habitat for 
key species and species groups that are state and federal fisheries management priorities. Model based 
approaches will allow the development of longer-term projections into how that habitat may change 
over time – and allow managers to more directly consider these climate/temperature driven impacts 
and their implications to habitat and fish in the region.  
 
This tool will specifically support the designation of EFH for the Council, and provide the broad map 
products and tools needed to trigger EFH consultations with NOAA Fisheries in the region.  
 

2. Conduct an inshore assessment. 
 
This project will compile/review/and inventory information, including maps and spatial data, on 
important estuarine habitats (e.g., submerged-aquatic vegetation, marine shellfish beds, etc.) based on 
ACFHP species-habitat matrix4 for state/federal managed species. Depending on the needs identified by 
partners, these data products could include physical or biological habitat characteristics, stressors, fish 
survey data, or other factors as identified by the work plans. Based on knowledge of data resources and 
need in their region, the steering committee will identify and prioritize the kinds of information to be 
included in this inshore assessment.  
 
This information will support the identification of HAPCs for the Council, as well as support the work of 
ACFHP and other state and regional groups focused on nearshore habitat protection and restoration. In 
addition, this information will be used to support the National Fish Habitat Assessment in 2020.  
 

3. Conduct an offshore assessment. 
 
This project will compile/review/and inventory information, including maps and spatial data, on 
prioritized benthic habitats for state/federally managed species. In addition, this project will identify 
areas in the offshore environment that are important to fish productivity, such as spawning areas, 
seascapes, or other permanent or temporary habitat types that play an important role for state and 
federally managed species. Additional model-based approaches may be developed as needed. This 
assessment should also examine the relationship between inshore nursery habitat use and 
pathways/timing of movements to offshore habitats for important fisheries. Based on knowledge of 
data resources and need in their region, the steering committee will identify and prioritize the kinds of 
information to be included in this offshore assessment.   
 
This information will support the identification of HAPCs for the Council, as well as support the need for 
spatially explicit information for marine spatial planning in the region to identify and prioritize areas that 
are important to fish and the ecology of the offshore marine environment.  

                                                           
3 These could include approaches such as generalized additive modeling, habitat suitability modeling, or other 
spatially explicit approaches as appropriate.  
4 The matrix summary and publication of the results in the journal BioScience can be found here: 
http://www.atlanticfishhabitat.org/Documents/Species%20Habitat%20Matrix%20Summary%20Report.pdf 
https://academic.oup.com/bioscience/article/66/4/274/2464081/The-Importance-of-Benthic-Habitats-for-Coastal 
 

http://www.atlanticfishhabitat.org/Documents/Species%20Habitat%20Matrix%20Summary%20Report.pdf
https://academic.oup.com/bioscience/article/66/4/274/2464081/The-Importance-of-Benthic-Habitats-for-Coastal
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Steering Committee: The steering committee will be comprised of experts from the major habitat 
conservation, restoration, and science partners in the region, and its coordination will be supported by 
staff from the Council. Members5 should include: 
 
Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management Council (Chair) 
Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Commission  
Atlantic Coast Fish Habitat Partnership   
Monmouth University  
National Fish Habitat Partnership 
New England Fishery Management Council 
NOAA Fisheries Offices of Habitat Conservation (Headquarters and Region)                                                                                                          
NOAA Fisheries Offices of Science and Technology (Ecosystems and Monitoring)                                                                                                                                                                                    
NOAA Northeast Fisheries Science Center  
NOAA NCCOS Marine Spatial Ecology Division  
The Nature Conservancy  
Other needed membership as identified by the steering committee 
 
The steering committee will provide oversight for the regional habitat assessment. The committee will 
identify project team(s) that will develop a detailed regional work plan to be reviewed and approved by 
the steering committee. This plan will identify specific products and delivery dates, any financial 
commitments, and participant responsibilities in completing the regional assessment.  
 
The project team(s) will carry out the work plan, providing updates and delivering the products to the 
steering committee, as well as all the involved partners.   

                                                           
5 Suggested membership – will depend on identification of member by agencies/entities.  



	 1	

2017 FALL NORTHEAST REGIONAL COORDINATION COUNCIL (NRCC) 
MEETING 

November 15-16 
Baltimore, MD 

 
Final Report prepared by Gregg Waugh 

 
Charlie Phillips (SAFMC Chair) and Gregg Waugh (SAFMC Executive Director) 
attended to discuss “Management and Science Challenges Associated With Climate 
Change and Shifting Stocks”.  This topic was added to the NRCC agenda based on 
discussions by the MAFMC Chair (Mike Luisi), SAFMC then Chair (Michelle Duval), 
MAFMC Executive Director (Chris Moore), and SAFMC Executive Director (Gregg 
Waugh).  The following material was prepared and included in their briefing book 
materials for the meeting; results from the meeting are added below: 
 
First, we would like to thank the NRCC for including this topic and for inviting us to 
attend your meeting.  We look forward to working cooperatively to address the 
management and science challenges as stocks continue to move northwards. 
 
The South Atlantic and Mid-Atlantic Councils sent a letter to the Northeast and Southeast 
Fisheries Science Center Directors (August 17, 2016) strongly urging them to allocate 
means for conducting a coastwide, deepwater species survey along the Atlantic Coast 
(Attachment 1).  A response dated September 30, 2016 was received and indicated this 
request would be addressed more substantively (Attachment 1) in the fall of 2016.  It 
would be helpful to know if there has been any further communication between the 
science centers on this request and whether any work has begun. 
 
Response to request for coastwide, deepwater species survey:  Chris Moore stated that 
the MAFMC funded a project to conduct a proof of concept survey.  The work has been 
completed and they will be receiving a report at their December 2017 meeting.  Chris 
asked if the proof of concept works, how do we proceed to get funding.  Dr. Jon Hare, 
NEFSC Director, recognized the importance and need for this work but stated that there 
is no budget for this now and he is not sure how to get funding for this in the future.  SK 
and SCMFIS (Science Center for Marine Fisheries) and other such groups are the most 
likely source to follow the proof of concept work with a 2-3 year pilot project.  There was 
general agreement to pursue funding to get this work started. 
 
As background, we have included information on increasing catches of snapper grouper 
species (Attachment 2) and coastal migratory pelagic species (Attachment 3) in the 
Mid-Atlantic and New England Council areas of jurisdiction. 
 
Specific points of concern are as follows: 

1. What changes need to be made to ongoing data collection programs to collect data 
on new species as they show up in catches (e.g., blueline tilefish, groupers, king 
mackerel)?  For landings, we need to ensure that these species become a priority 
for biological sampling via whatever commercial and recreational sampling 
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programs there are in the MA and NE (for blueline, none of those catches that 
were landed in NJ were sampled in 2014 because it was not a priority species). 

 
2. How do we ensure such data are made available for stock assessments conducted 

in the southeast?  We need to be able to incorporate some automated or automatic 
data request for every South Atlantic SEDAR to sift through the NEFSC fishery-
dependent and -independent programs to make sure we are capturing whatever 
might be available (i.e., don’t just stop at getting all coastwide landings from 
ACCSP, or assume a species hasn’t made it into those surveys). 

 
3. How do we gain some participation by northeast assessment scientists in 

assessments conducted in the southeast? 
 

4. Is there a potential for some assessments to be conducted by northeast assessment 
scientists?   If the NRCC schedules an assessment for a typically “southern” 
species, there needs to be a way for southeast assessment scientists to also 
participate.  

 
5. How do we ensure recreational and commercial catches in the Mid-Atlantic and 

New England areas are reported in a timely manner for ACL monitoring by the 
southeast regional office?  Perhaps how the SEFSC is using verified/reported 
landings from a date certain from the previous year as a means to project what 
state waters harvests of cobia might be contributing to federal ACLs in the current 
year would work (Attachment 4).  

 
Response to requests 1-5:  Chris Moore asked what is the NEFSC’s and SEFSC’s plan 
to deal with these species as they move northwards.  Dr. Jon Hare said plans are in the 
works to have a Center-to-Center and Region-to-Region Workshop and they plan to reach 
out to the 3 Councils and the Commission.  Further, the Climate Action Plan calls for 
these types of Center-to-Center discussions.  Dr. Hare said there already been some 
participation by NEFSC assessment staff in the blueline tilefish SEDAR assessment. 
 
GARFO agreed to look at how to get existing trip reports to address these species.  
Michael Pentony, Assistant Regional Administrator for Sustainable Fisheries Division, 
said that under the existing Vessel Trip Report (VTR) requirements, federally permitted 
vessels (except for clam permits) in New England and the Mid-Atlantic must report all 
species harvested; they will check to ensure there is a way on the forms for fishermen to 
report these species. 
 
Note:  Chris Moore indicated after the meeting that he has tasked MAFMC staff to work 
with SAFMC and GARFO staff to get those SAFMC managed species added to the VTR 
forms.  Work on this is ongoing now. 
 
There was general agreement that procedures need to be in place to ensure all harvest in 
the Mid-Atlantic and New England areas are available for ACL monitoring by the 
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Southeast.  Further, that procedures need to be in place to ensure all fishery dependent 
and fishery in-dependent data are readily available for SEDAR stock assessments. 
 
Dr. Hare stated that stock ID must be added to the list to be addressed for species as they 
are being assessed.  This will help determine where data needs to be pulled from for stock 
assessments. 
 
Tom Nies provided information after the meeting on a way to do this, assuming the SEFSC 
is told about the upcoming assessment. Benchmark/research tack assessments are 
performed by Stock Assessment Working Groups. See 
https://www.nefsc.noaa.gov/saw/pdfs/SAW_WG_participation_and_function_FINAL.pdf 
 
Governance Issue:  the need to address governance was also discussed.  Charlie Phillips 
and Gregg Waugh noted that the material in the SAFMC overview outlines how the 
Council provides 2 voting seats for the MAFMC on the South Atlantic Council’s 
Mackerel Cobia Committee in recognition that the Mackerel Cobia Fishery Management 
Unit includes the Mid-Atlantic Council’s area of jurisdiction.  In one instance, cobia 
actions were approved as a Committee of the Whole to allow MAFMC members to vote 
on final action; the South Atlantic Council also voted to approve all actions.  The Dolphin 
Wahoo Fishery Management Unit covers the entire east coast and so the South Atlantic 
Council provides one voting seat to each of the Mid-Atlantic and New England Councils 
on the South Atlantic Council’s Dolphin Wahoo Committee.  The Snapper Grouper 
Fishery Management Unit ends at the NC/VA border, however, in recognition of the 
expansion of snapper grouper species into the Mid-Atlantic, the South Atlantic Council 
provides one voting seat to the Mid-Atlantic Council on the Snapper Grouper Committee.  
The South Atlantic Council has written a letter to the Mid-Atlantic Council requesting 
that the Mid-Atlantic Council request Mid-Atlantic States to implement basic bag and trip 
limits for snapper grouper species.  This type of Council-to-Council involvement and 
requests to the States for action is one way of dealing with the governance of these 
species as they move northwards. 
 
Tom Nies, NEFMC Executive Director, asked about requesting the Secretary of 
Commerce to simply designate the South Atlantic Council as responsible Council for 
snapper grouper species along the east coast.  This was discussed and it was agreed to 
explore this idea but it was recognized it may not be the best long-term solution as it 
could lead to conflict between Councils and some of the States.  Also, the Councils could 
not be sure what decision would be made if a request was forwarded to change a 
Council’s authority to manage certain species. 
 
The options of having the Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Commission (ASMFC) 
change the composition of the South Atlantic Board to address this type of situation was 
also discussed.  Bob Beal, ASMFC Executive Director, said this had been done to some 
extent for cobia. 
 
Based on discussions among the 3 Councils, it was agreed that a group comprised of each 
Council’s Chair, Vice-Chair, and Executive Director would meet periodically to 



	 4	

coordinate on an approach to address stocks as they move northwards.  This group can 
meet via phone, webinar, and in conjunction with Council Coordination Committee 
(CCC) meetings.  The first such meeting is being scheduled around the February 2017 
CCC meeting.  This Council group would also meet periodically with the Commission to 
coordinate State action where appropriate. 
 
Other Items of Interest: 

1. MRIP Update by Dave Van Voorhees – 2018 will be mail survey only for 
effort; July 1, 2018 – deadline to provide final calibrated effort and catch 
statistics to stock assessment scientists; there will be a pilot study in 2018 to 
test other ways to collect data – we volunteered the South Atlantic as an area 
to be studied.  Once these data are available (July 1, 2018), NMFS will be able 
to convert the new estimates from the mail survey to the equivalent catch 
estimates as if under the phone survey so they can be directly compared with 
the recreational ACLs.  The MRIP implementation team needs to work out the 
details of who does this and the associated deadlines.  (NOTE:  During 2018, 
we will not have any estimates of recreational catch that we can compare to 
our recreational ACLs until after July 1, 2018, and the availability of catch 
estimates will depend on someone converting the new survey (mail survey for 
effort) to the old survey.) 

2. Development of Status Determination Criteria (SDC) – some of the SDC 
specified by the NEFMC have been disapproved.  The SAFMC faced a 
similar situation for gag, and the NEFMC has also had this happen.  New 
guidance was provided that for the Overfishing Level (OFL), if the scientists 
don’t provide an OFL, then the Council can provide a proxy.  The Council’s 
expressed concern about doing this as it is a scientific determination.  Dr. John 
Boreman (MAFMC and SAFMC SSC) also expressed concern. 

3. Fisheries Monitoring: How the various regional fisheries monitoring 
activities can be coordinated – the group is trying to find a way to coordinate 
data.  The Atlantic Coastal Cooperative Statistics Program (ACCSP) was 
suggested as a vehicle.  Gregg Waugh stated that the ACCSP is a program that 
is owned by all of us in partnership, and that especially in this tough funding 
time, ACCSP should be used rather than spend limited dollars to develop any 
duplicative programs.  There was general agreement that ACCSP should be 
fully explored to coordinate data storage and it was also noted that ACCSP 
could help as species move northwards by serving as a repository for all data.  
The group recognized there are tensions between NMFS Regions/Centers and 
ACCSP having to do with data ownership, etc.  There was general agreement 
that all such tensions need to be acknowledged, put on the table, and 
discussed/resolved so that we can all operate as efficiently and effectively as 
possible. 
 
The group spent some time talking about the need for a unique trip identifier 
that could be obtained by the fisherman for each trip, and then used by the 
dealers, observer, etc. to link all data related to a trip.  There was general 
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agreement that this was a very high priority and needed to be completed in the 
very near future. 

4. Priorities for Assessments – their process is similar to the SEDAR process 
but they get many more assessments each year.  Some species receive an 
update and a benchmark in the same year. 
 
 

	



2017 FALL NRCC MEETING AGENDA 
Hyatt Place Inner Harbor – 551 South Central Avenue, Baltimore, MD 21202 

Call-in Information: (877) 661-2084, participant code: 613780 
All times are approximate 

Wednesday, November 15 

0900-0910 
1. Welcome, introductions, modifications and additions to agenda, announcements

(Bullard, Hare, Gilbert)

0910-0945 
2. MRIP Update

Discussion leader: Dave Van Voorhees
• Review timeline for MRIP calibrations and revising historical time series

of recreational catch statistics for different stocks
• NRCC will discuss various implications of timeline for assessment

scheduling

0945-1200 (break as needed) 
3. Long-term Assessment Prioritization Progress and Other General Assessment

Topics (Note: the NRCC will review/finalize the assessment schedule on Day 2)
Discussion leader: Simpkins, unless otherwise noted

• Quick Updates from past meetings:
1. Status of work of Cod Stock Structure working group
2. Status of Plan B working group

• Update on the two-track (management and research) assessment process and
progress of the NRCC Assessment Working Group

• Biological Reference Point re-estimation: Discussion of consistency in
assessment updates between NEFMC and MAFMC

• Operational Assessments: Discussion of recent experiences and interface
with SSC (Discussion leader: Nies)

1200-1300 Lunch  

1300-1345 
4. Development of Status Determination Criteria (SDC) for Stocks Assessed with

Empirical Assessments
Discussion leaders: Hunt/Greene

• Review examples of SDC approaches used in other regions in situations
when status determination relative to model-based reference points is no
longer possible.

• Discuss plan for establishing new SDCs for pertinent groundfish stocks
following the 2017 operational assessments
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1345-1400 Break 
 

1400-1600 
5. Management and science challenges associated with climate change and shifting 

stocks 
Discussion leader: Moore 

• Gregg Waugh and Charlie Phillips from the South Atlantic Fishery 
Management Council will join us for this discussion. 

 
1600-1615 
6. NMFS Allocation Policy Guidance 

Discussion leader: GARFO 
• Briefly discuss status of incorporating policy into Councils’ FMPs 
 

1615-1645 
7. Survey Topics 

Discussion leader: NEFSC 
• Update on NEFSC fall bottom trawl survey 
• Clam Survey Redesign Project (Discussion leader: Moore) 

1. How will proposed changes affect the quality of the science, and 
the frequency/timing of science products provided to the MAFMC? 

2. Are there implications for the timing of the clam specifications 
cycle?  

3. Potential for all survey redesign considerations (i.e., clam, tilefish, 
etc.) be addressed by single working group? 

 
1645-1715 
8. Fisheries Monitoring: How the various regional fisheries monitoring activities can 

be coordinated  
Discussion leader: Hare 

 
1715-Adjourn Day 1 
 
1830-Dinner at Germano’s PIATTINI, 300 South High Stree (at Fawn St.)  

(http://germanospiattini.com) 
 
Thursday, November 16 
 
0900-0915 
9. Update on Discard and Landings Methodologies Comparison  

Discussion leader: Simpkins/Lanning 
 
0915-1100 
10. 2018 and 2019 Assessment Scheduling 

Discussion leader: NEFSC 
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• Review 2018 assessment schedule and draft 2019 assessment schedule, 
considering information from NRCC Assessment Working Group. 

• Other specific topics for discussion: 
i. Discuss MRIP implications of summer flounder benchmark 

ii. Based on MRIP timeline, would MAFMC be requesting updates 
that are due before July 2018, and then again later in 2018 
following the availability of MRIP data? 

 
1100-1115 Break 

 
1115-1215 
11. Priorities Discussions 

NEFMC, MAFMC, ASMFC, GARFO, and NEFSC outline priorities 
• Discuss prioritization and coordination of resources, as needed 
• Discuss MAFMC and SAFMC’s request to add coastwide deepwater 

species longline survey to NOAA priorities in future to provide data on 
blueline and golden tilefish. 

 
1215-1315 Lunch 
 
1315-1330 
12. Reinitiation of ESA Section 7 Biological Opinions 

Discussion Leader: GARFO 
• Discuss how GARFO will involve the Commission and Councils in this 

process and what possible data needs and fishery information will be 
requested. 

 
1330-1400 
13. Long-term maintenance and improvement of analytic tools and data sets 

Discussion Leader: Nies 
 

1400-1415 
14. Section 508 Legal Requirements of the Rehabilitation Act 

Discussion Leader: NEFSC/GARFO 
• Discuss Section 508 requirements (i.e., all Federal website content must 

be accessible to people with disabilities, including any pdf documents 
posted to such websites) and implications for various Federal resources.   

 
1415-1445 
15. Meeting wrap up  

• Complete any unfinished discussions or unresolved new business 
• Review action items and assignments 
• Identify Spring 2018 (NEFSC host) meeting date 
• Adjourn meeting   
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