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Hawaiian Islands

Size of exclusive economic zone (EEZ), 3-200 miles offshore,
around Hawaii in relation to US mainland
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SVIIESEIShenes

SEGIISIEN: Limited entry, guota fishery,
closed in 2000

__J Longline limited entry 1991, VMS,
— prohibited within 50 nm of NWHI,
mandatory observer coverage

~ = Precious Corals: Exploratory, 1,000 kg
limit, no permits Issued




BV ENEISHENESy

> Botioggiik
fétive for S0+ years
S [imited! entry 1986
B Waw & Hoomalu zones, 17 permits, 9 vessels
= 60! capacity limit
‘Opakapaka and Onaga are Hawaii’s signature
dishes and have cultural significance

Provides half of fresh bottomfish in State
All indicators show healthy fish stocks
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=Seplpive Orders — NWHINGorRalS

Q@f | Ecosyste‘m REserve

- ED Islished by Presidential Executlve
r Eed3i78 (12/04/00) as amended by

M3196 (1/18/01)

| @ 000 sg. Nm
":?Management Principles - “Reserve shall be

managed using available science and
applying a precautionary approach”

* |nitiated process to designate the Reserve
as a sanctuary under the NMSA
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=Seplpive Orders — NWHINGorRalS

Q@f F ECcosystem REserve

o BHEd Coral REEI ECOSYStem: Reserve
icill (Reserve Advisory Council (RAC))

Ilshed Reserve Preservation Areas

v\v Jere enly fishing activities are prohibited

__, SSHIES ‘Established caps on number of fishing

= permlts and level of take based on
historical participation, not on stock
sustainability

® New fisheries prohibited, but non-fishing
activities allowed




—
pettiary DesignationMirocess™

eoten o 20, 2004 NIVIS P g vl o)l gleielfes
d\f ana Recommendatlons

_;—. PErescriptive goals and objectives
B developed by RAC which close more
%‘ —areas and further restricted other
= existing fisheries

Included “model regulations”




m—
NIVISIPSEValuation o EIsieres™

- NIMSP corielticlac] telzit triecfezlf clglc
MEMEds Used Inithe bottomfishi fishery
rurﬁ hlghly selective, minimizing habitat,
| i ( 9aCts and unwanted by-catch”

) MSP concluded that gear and methods

" used in pelagic troll fishing had “little or

~— No Impacts on the habitat and very low
levels of bycatch”

o NMISP: rated bottomfish and troll fisheries
+3 and +2, respectively
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5 and the Fisheries™
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- Mosgi fiecent assessment 10% of the potential
spleleeti ecosystem in the US (EO says 3% of
WQ" and 70% of US)
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-; — OAAs most recent BiIOp concluded that the

— existing fisheries in the NWHI do not impact
~ monk seals, sea turtles or sea birds

s NMSP’s favorable evaluation of the fisheries
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JENCE andythe Fisheres =

NI GOSN S HER/AS ONE O thE oSt
Jlugnf alle and ecolegically sound fisheries in the
verk and mas been determined by federal scientists
-ro iave healthy stocks and no impact on Hawaiian
nk Seals, sea turtles, seabirds, fish habitat,
| a]odlver3|ty, or the health and the integrity of the

coral reef ecosystem
Presented at 3" NWHI Science Symposium 2004

® “Pristine” and “apex predator dominated”
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- The O

(vveo\ 1e):s “The results show that in the years from 1988 to 2003
'rne Itom fishr population was overfished in 11 out of 16 years.’

Ea (frem lawsuit against the NWHI bottomfish fishery):
___.“B HI pottemfish fishermen kill monk seals.”

(website): “...\Wespac
VIoIatlon oft the public’s trust and continuing to allow overflshlng In

the NWHI.” “The combined greed of Wespac and gross

mismanagement of NMFS has led to the starvation of hundreds of
monk seal pups.”




ROSIIOIS OnNbie ISSUEs

S {2 Y (oSN IVISATreguIres that Ceunell e given first eppertunity to
ENEYENISNENES N the reserve; the existing fisheries as managed
oy UIE) 'FMPs are science-hased and fully comply with National
chmc ;. existing fisheries are compatible and consistent with the

Cozlls zlgle Objectlves for the proposed sanctuary; existing fisheries
c ld perallowed to continue and be managed under MSA

NV . Ban existing fisheries in 5 years, leave door open for
o= -fishing activities, e.g. eco-tours, cruise ships, etc.

Immediate cessation of fishing




SOIRCII'Ss ACtions ... AQENCYAS s

rﬁ&‘&" ONSES

Co g sstilsmitiessdietNeguiationsinyApHIsZ005
EIRCONNUALION of the existing fisneries,
mora on lobster and precious coral flsherles
S —rREjected by NOAA In October 2005 (but
rrlla ved Council an opportunity to continue

BNUEVEIOpIng fishing regulations under MSA)
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t'January 18, 2006: NOAA letter informs Council
it must submit FMP amendments by May 1, 2006
- It wants to continue to manage fishing under
MSA
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e \erbally provided Council with “sideboards” that
NOAA would consider acceptable limits to fishing




SOIIRCIIES ACtions ... AGENCYAST s
RESIIOINSES

P ——— i —— CR—

- NOA A DEIS to be released In June 2006
mr ides, three alternatives: (1) fishing
il Bwed to continue for 5 years and

B 2nned thereafter: (2) fishing for 20 more
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= "years and; (3) fishing to continue
mdefinitely




VBANS. NIVISA

v Jej"”“ tHENATStOrY o therexisting fisheries
AIPCERSCIENCE! SUppOorting continuation,
J\JF AATappears determined to close or
Ir hther restrict the fisheries.

_° Interpretatlon promoting consistency
among EOs, MSA and NMSA.

e \What's next?




