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August 18, 2008

Dr. Don Mclsaac, Exccutive Direclor
Pacific Fishery Management Council
7700 NE Ambassador Place, Suite 101
Portland. QR 97220-1384

RE:  Drafi Rescarch and Data Needs Document
Dear Dr. Mc];mc/(poj‘)

Please accept comments [rom the research teams of the West Coast Natlional Marine Sanctuaries
(NMS) on the Pacilic Fishery Management Counci! (PFMC) Drafl Rescarch and Data Needs
doecwiment.

We thank the Pacific Fishery Management Council (PFMC) for the opportunity 10 comment on
this draft document and applaud your etforts for expanding considerations and research topics
related to ecosystem-based management. The West Coast NMS and ONMS WCR share somc of
the same questions and concerns ol how fish dynamics and fishing aclivities are interrciated o
broader ecosystemn processes and relationships.

We encourage the PFMC to use West Coast NMS as sites for appropriate research activities
related to habitat. marine protected areas, or non-lethal survey techniques. There are many
opportunities ta partner and accomplish commaon research goals among the West Coast NMS and
the PEMC. This document in conjunction with the West Coast NMS’s status and trends reports
called *Condition Reports” will help us consider joint and integrated research projects when
developing our long-term research prioritics and annual operating plans. In addition. further
opportunities (or expanded collaboration are available with the West Coast NMS. Many sites
have research panels that advise site managers and our national program’s research coordinators
meet annuatly; inviting PFMC experts and scientists to future annual meetings would advance
common agendas for research. Collaboration in our research activities should foster increased
efficiency and effectiveness 1o our respective programs.

Smcercly,

S

William J. Douros. Regional Direclor
West Coast Regional Office
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Comments on PFMC's Research & Data Needs 2008 Document
Office of National Marine Sanctuaries. West Coast Region
August 18, 2008

+  (p. X): please change NMSP - National Marine Sanctuary Program to Office of National
Marinc Sanctuaries (ONMS).

o 2.1 (p.5) 2™ bullet: this is an important topic and the West Coast Sanctuaries endorse a
strong emphasis on the study of trophic interactions among specics.

» 2.1 (p.3), 3% bullet: pleasc include the suggestions in italics “The increasing application
of new management approaches. including habirar models and spatial management
measures to protect......... active spawnmyg grounds, and complex stock structure.”

e 2.2 (p.6): include the following reference. since il has a lot of recommendations similar to
this section. Sydemau & Elliott’s ‘Developing the California Current Integrated
Ecosystein Assessinent. Module 1: Select Time-Series of Ecosystem State’.

» 2.2 (p.6): 3rd bullct: refer to West Coast National Marine Sanctuaries’s status and trends
reports called *Condition Reports’.

«  2.2(p.6). 53" bullet: demarcation points are a very good idea. We suggest consideration of
other influential arcas. including Pt Reyes (localized upwelling) and San Francisco Bay
(nutrients and upwelling), and areas along thc outer coast of Washington such as Cape
Alava. Cape Flattery is mentioned and may have merit, though it has a lot of physical
influences from the Straits of fuan de Fuca and is very close to the international boundary
(Canada already has a ‘Linc P’ that runs just north of this arca). Olympic Coast NMS
and others (e.g., ORMAB, NMFS) have been conducting oceanographic and biological
surveys along both Washington areas for many years (related to pelagic wildlife and
HAB surveys). A long-term data collection like CalCOFT iines would be an exceilent
idea to expand into the Paciftic Northwest. Either line would partially transcct the Juan de
Fuca Eddy, which is an important seasonal oceanographic event. high primary
productivity (and HAB sitc) and 3 highly productive area for both fisheries and lor
foraging wildlife.

« 2.3 (p.7). 4" bullet: ensure that adequate ground-truthing is conducted 10 test the models.

e 3.2.3(p.12), 2" bullet: we strongly support developing non-extractive assessments of
rockfish m ‘untrawlable” arcas. We suggest adding a reference to collection of fish-
habitat association indices as well {c.g.. are rockfish associated more frequently with
biogenic habitats on hard-bottom sites or just with hard-bottom leatures?).

«  3.2.3(p.13). 1" bullet: we recommend a cautionary note be inserted for using this method
in areas that may harbor biogenic structures {e.g.. coral/sponge communitics). The
Intergovernmental Policy Council we have cstablished with the four coastal tribes and the
state of Washington is also proposing to use long-line gear 1o assess these areas. Long-
line gear can have negative impacts on somc biogenic habitats (deep-sca coral and
sponge communities). We have a cause for concem of damage to vulnerable biogcnic
habitat in Olympic Coast NMS (see Brancato et al. 2007). and by extension. for other
west coast sanctuaries with vulnerable biogenic habitat.

*  3.2.3(p.12). 2™ bullet: we encourage the collaboration between NOS/ONMS and NMFS
in developing and implementing monitoring stratcgies that use non-cxtractive
technologies. such ag ROV and acoustic surveys.
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*+ 33 (p.14), 2% hullet: please include the use of other NOAA web-hased programs alrcady
cstablished for posting interpreted findings, such as thc ONMS West Coast Sanctuaty
Integratcd Monitoring Network (SIMoN).

3.4 (p.16): we suggest you include the body of work currently underway by James
Lindholm (Jumes_indholm g csiunb.edu) and others of California State University at
Monterey Bay. studying the impacts and rccovery of bottom gear on benthic habitats.
His investigations in collaboration with West Coast NMS are still on- going. and draft
data arc available. Additional Pacific Coast studies may provide beneficial insights. but
additional field rescarch is not critically needed to assess the eftects of bottom fishing on
benthic habitats, since there have been many well documented peer-rcviewed
publications on these cffects around the world (sce in part report compilations in AFS
2002; Brancato ct al. 2007: Lumsden et al. 2007: NRC 2002). Af the very least. this type
of research on the Pacific Coast should not preclude management actions before final
results are demonstrated. There is a concern that this is a delaying tactic to allow
continued bottom (ishing in some fragile biogenic habitats, which could result in these
biogenic structures being impacted whilc the rescarch is being conducted. We
recomnmend that if such investigations are conducted, that fishery management Zones be
enacted based on the precautionary approach, and only opened if no significant impacts
are determined.

= 5.1 (p.27): include the assessment of biogenic habitats as nurseries and foraging grounds
for juvenile (ish, e.g. assessment of drift algae - see citations below Laidig et al. 2007,
Reed et al. 1988. Shaffer ot al. 1995. and Vandendriessche et al. 2005.

o 5.2.1(p.29). 1% bullet: we suggest including studics of krill on various scales: studics of
krill concentrations have broader management uses. such as quantification of krill on
fine-scale level that may be used in the Guif of the Farallones region. integrated with
environmental processes and influences such as localized upwelling and influences from
San Francisco Bay nutrient oulput.

* 8.3 (p52). 4" bullet: we strongly endorse efforts to map benthic habitats to sufficicnt
resolution. This is also a high priority item for the West Coast NMS. West Coast
Govemor's Agreement, etc. This effort should be well coordinated with ONMS West
Coast Regional Office and other mapping institutions to reduce duplication and increase
efficiency and effectiveness of data collection.

» 8.3 (p53). 1™ bullet: these investigations are always good but they are not critical {or the
west coast with the amount of published literature that exists world-wide (in many cases
the same type of habital arcas, same fishing gear. etc. are found in other regions). At the
very least, we suggest referencing that a body of literature exists for this lopic area.

+  The document demonstrates many instances of issues and data needs sharcd among the
diffcrent fishery management plans and research topics. Tt waould be helplul to see these
issues and needs reflected in a matrix to determine their relative importance, and priority.
Thosc data needs that arc cross-cutling may have more merit and efficiency than those
that address an individual [ishery management plan alone.

r
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