












Exhibit F.1.d 
Supplemental SSC Report 

March 2002 
 

SCIENTIFIC AND STATISTICAL COMMITTEE REPORT ON 
NMFS REPORT - STOCK ASSESSMENT REVIEW PROCESS UPDATE 

 
The Scientific and Statistical Committee (SSC) discussed three topics under this agenda item, namely 
(1) review of the 2001 Stock Assessment Review (STAR) process; (2) terms of reference for the 2002 
STAR process; and (3) terms of reference for an abbreviated review process (e.g., as scheduled for 
sablefish in May 2002).  Drs. Rick Methot and Elizabeth Clarke briefed the SSC on each topic. 
 
(1)  Review of the 2001 STAR Process 
 

Three STAR Panels were convened in 2001, and an additional panel (for whiting) was held in 
February 2002.  For discussion purposes, herein, all four panels are considered a part of the 2001 
STAR process.  Generally, the process worked well in terms of stock assessments being completed, 
reviewed, and provided to the Council family in accordance with the pre- established scheduled.  In 
some cases, the assessment documents, provided to the STAR Panel, could have been more 
complete.  There were also some inconsistencies in the manner in which the respective STAR Panels 
characterized the full range of uncertainty in assessment results.  The STAR terms of reference 
should be strengthened in both of these areas to further emphasize their importance. 

 
With respect to the whiting STAR panel, it appears the 3-day session was not sufficient to fully 
explore and evaluate additional modelling scenarios.  This has also been an issue with other STAR 
panels in previous years.  The SSC recommends that rather than extending the time period of the 
STAR meetings, STAT teams should better explore modelling alternatives prior to the STAR panel 
review.  It may be necessary to establish an informal modelling workshop each year prior to the 
STAR panel meetings.  All STAT teams should participate in this workshop to provide informal peer 
review while assessments are still at the formative stage.   This will require support for travel of STAT 
team members. 

 
(2)  Terms of Reference for 2002 
 

The SSC recommends the 2001 terms of reference be used for 2002, and the modifications above be 
incorporated into the 2003 terms of reference. 

 
(3)  Terms of Reference for an Abbreviated Review Process 
 

The SSC suggests that when the Council deems necessary an assessment update outside of the full 
assessment review cycle, an abbreviated review process may be possible.  However, the SSC 
recommends proceeding with caution on abbreviated reviews.  Often what appears to be a simple 
update can uncover unexpected issues and problems that are difficult to solve in an abbreviated 
process.  In these cases, it may not be possible to simply update the assessment – rather the 
assessment may need to be revisited in the next full assessment review cycle.  The SSC will prepare, 
for Council consideration at its April meeting, draft terms of reference for an abbreviated review 
process. 

 
Finally, the SSC is concerned there may be a tendency to schedule accelerated assessment and 
abbreviated review only for species with apparent high recruitment in recent years.  If this indeed 
becomes the case, the Council’s management objectives may be compromised over the long term.  
To maintain balance, stocks that may be decreasing in abundance should be given equal 
consideration for accelerated assessment and abbreviated review. 

 
PFMC 
03/13/02 



 





















Exhibit F.2.d 
Supplemental Tribal Motion 

March 2002 
 

TRIBAL MOTION 
 
 

For 2002, I move that the whiting for the Makah Tribe continue with the sliding scale that has 
been used in recent years.  This would be 25,000 mt or adjusted depending upon the final ABC 
and OY. 
 











 Exhibit F.2 
 Situation Summary 
 March, 2002 
 
 

PACIFIC WHITING HARVEST LEVELS FOR 2002 
 
Situation:.  At its November 2001 meeting, the Council elected to defer specifying the U.S. portion of the 
2002 Pacific whiting harvest until after the U.S./Canada Pacific whiting stock was assessed this winter.  A 
U.S./Canada Stock Assessment Review (STAR) Panel convened in Seattle on February 20-22, 2002 to 
review the Pacific whiting assessment and recommended its use for managing 2002 fisheries.  The new 
Pacific whiting stock assessment and associated STAR Panel report are included as Exhibit F.2, 
Supplemental Attachments 2 and 3, respectively.  The Groundfish Management Team (GMT) reviewed 
the assessment and STAR Panel report and have provided recommendations for 2002 Pacific whiting 
harvest levels in U.S. waters (Exhibit F.2, Supplemental Attachment 4).  Council action is needed to specify 
the acceptable biological catch (ABC) and optimum yield (OY) for the 2002 Pacific whiting fishery.  
 
Council Action: 
 
1. Adopt Proposed 2002 Whiting Harvest Levels. 
 
Reference Materials: 
 
1. 2001 Pacific Whiting Fishery For Non-Tribal Motherships and Catcher/Processors (Exhibit F.2, 

Attachment 1). 
2. Stock Assessment of Pacific Whiting in U.S. and Canadian Waters in 2001 (Exhibit F.2, Supplemental 

Attachment 2). 
3. Pacific Whiting STAR Panel Meeting Report, February 20-22, 2002 (Exhibit F.2, Supplemental 

Attachment 3). 
4. GMT Statement and Recommendation for 2002 Pacific Whiting Harvest Levels (Exhibit F.2, 

Supplemental Attachment 4). 
 
Agenda Order: 
 

a. Agendum Overview John DeVore 
b. Reports and Comments of Advisory Bodies 
c. Public Comment 
d. Council Action:  Adopt Proposed 2002 Whiting Harvest Levels 

 
 
 Groundfish Fishery Strategic Plan (GFSP) Consistency Analysis 
 
The GFSP supports establishing an allowable level of catch that prevents overfishing while achieving optimum yield 
based on best available science (Sec. II.A.2).  The GFSP also supports establishing and maintaining a 
management process that is transparent, participatory, understandable, accessible, consistent, effective, and 
adaptable (Sec. II.C).  The Council process of adopting harvest levels and other specifications is consistent with 
these GFSP principles. 

 
 
PFMC 
02/20/02 
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 Exhibit F.3.b 
 GMT Report on Rebuilding Plans 
 March 2002 
 
 

GROUNDFISH MANAGEMENT TEAM REPORT AND RECOMMENDATIONS FOR 
REVISING REBUILDING PLANS AND FISHERY MANAGEMENT PLAN AMENDMENTS 

 
The Groundfish Management Team (GMT) met in early February and discussed revisions to the Pacific 
Coast Groundfish Fish Management Plan (FMP) to incorporate rebuilding plans for eight overfished West 
Coast groundfish species.  The GMT was also advised of potential management and rebuilding 
implications of new stock assessments for bocaccio and canary rockfish.  The GMT discussions focused 
on the content and development schedule of rebuilding plans and amendments.  The following points and 
recommendations are offered by the GMT relative to rebuilding plans. 
 
The GMT expects that some, but not all of the rebuilding parameters, such as the rebuilding time frame 

(Ttarget), maximum rebuilding time frame (TMAX), biomass target (B40%), biomass overfishing threshold 

(B25%), and biomass trajectory, will be fixed in rebuilding plans.  A significant difficulty is that "fixed" 

rebuilding targets such as the biomass trajectory and TMAX are relative, not fixed.  They represent 

probability distributions based on significant scientific uncertainty.  The GMT recognizes the tradeoff in 
establishing "fixed" rebuilding targets to ground rebuilding plans with some certainty versus having the 
flexibility to change rebuilding strategies and targets, if compelled by future assessments, without having 
to go through a formal amendment process.   
  
The GMT discussed the required periodic two year Council review process.  Options include the Council 
reviewing how well management measures are meeting rebuilding objectives and checkpoints, a set 
"STAR-light" assessment for all overfished species every two years, and/or new "STAR-bright" (full 
reparameterization of assessment models) for overfished species on a periodic basis (every four years?). 
 
The GMT was advised by the relevant stock assessment authors (Dr. MacCall for bocaccio and Dr. Piner 
for canary rockfish) that the new assessments for these two species would likely change rebuilding plans 
and recommended management measures designed to achieve rebuilding.  On that basis, the GMT 
recommends the bocaccio and canary rockfish rebuilding plans be incorporated in the second 
amendment tentatively scheduled for adoption in November.  The Council is expected to adopt new 
management measures for bocaccio and canary rockfish in September.  There could be a problem 
adopting management measures based on new stock assessments that are inconsistent with rebuilding 
plans that are incorporated in the first amendment scheduled for Council adoption in June.  Therefore, the 
GMT recommends the second rebuilding amendment incorporate bocaccio, canary rockfish, and 
yelloweye rockfish and be scheduled for final Council adoption at the November meeting. 
 
 
PFMC 
02/27/02 

 



F.3.b 
Supplemental HSG Report 

March 2002 
 
 

HABITAT STEERING GROUP COMMENTS ON  
UPDATE ON REVISION OF AMENDMENT 12 – REBUILDING PLANS 

 
The Habitat Steering Group (HSG) received an update from Council staff on the status of the rebuilding 
plans and the inclusion of habitat protection measures. The understanding of the HSG is that habitat-
based protection measures will be included in selected rebuilding plans.  The broader issue of whether to 
use protection measures such as marine reserves, gear restrictions, and habitat areas of particular 
concern (HAPCs) as rebuilding tools will be addressed in the essential fish (EFH) environmental impact 
statement (EIS). 
 
The HSG has a couple of concerns: 
 

 The proposed timing of the completion of the EFH EIS lags behind the scheduled adoption of 
the groundfish rebuilding plans.  

 
 Some of the habitat protection measures proposed for the EFH EIS warrant more immediate 

attention and will not occur until after the rebuilding plans have been adopted. 
 
The HSG proposes that the HAPC process occur concurrent with the development of the EFH EIS.  

To that end, the HSG will continue its work on the HAPC process and will coordinate with the 
EFH EIS process and the rebuilding plan process.   

 
 
PFMC 
03/12/02 

 



Exhibit F.3.b 
Supplemental SSC Report 

March 2002 
 
 

SCIENTIFIC AND STATISTICAL COMMITTEE COMMENTS ON 
UPDATE ON REVISION OF AMENDMENT 12 - REBUILDING PLANS 

 
The Scientific and Statistical Committee (SSC) reviewed and discussed “Some Issues Related to 
Conducting Rebuilding Analyses for Overfished Groundfish Resources” by Dr. Andre Punt (Exhibit F.3, 
Supplemental Attachment 1, March 2002), which describes the effect of Monte Carlo uncertainty on 
rebuilding projections of overfished groundfish stocks.  In addition, the effect of a computer coding error 
on projections of the 2002 optimum yield (OY) of widow rockfish is documented and described.  Based 
upon that discussion, the SSC has the following comments and recommendations regarding groundfish 
rebuilding projections: 
 
· Rebuilding analyses should consider the effect of Monte Carlo sample size (N) on the variance of 

rebuilding projections and should adopt a value for final projections that reduces the variance to an 

acceptable level (e.g., N  1,000).  The SSC will consider modification of the Terms of Reference for 
Groundfish Rebuilding Analyses to reflect this recommendation. 

 
· The 2002 OY for widow rockfish is probably slightly underestimated in the existing rebuilding analysis.  

An effort should be made to update the OY so the pending rebuilding plan amendment will include the 
best available scientific information.  For completeness, rebuilding projections for the other overfished 
stocks should be checked to insure results are unaffected by the computer coding error, although no 
effect is anticipated. 

 
· The Council should expect numeric details of rebuilding plans to change over time, whether due to 

technical errors or revised rebuilding analyses arising from updated stock assessments.  The SSC 
recognizes that rebuilding plans must be implemented as fishery management plan (FMP) 
amendments.  In order to streamline the amendment process, it may be desirable, to the extent 
legally possible, to minimize the use of hard numbers in rebuilding plans as they are described in 
FMP amendments. 

 
 
PFMC 
03/13/02 
 

 



 Exhibit F.3 
 Situation Summary 
 March 2002 
 
 

UPDATE ON REVISION OF AMENDMENT 12 - REBUILDING PLANS 
 
Situation:  An August 2001 decision in NRDC v. Evans ruled that rebuilding plans for overfished West 
Coast groundfish species are to be Pacific Coast Groundfish Fishery Management Plan (FMP) 
amendments or regulations to comply with Magnuson-Stevens Act rebuilding provisions. 
 
At the November 2001 Council meeting, the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) recommended the 
Council revise Amendment 12 of the FMP and develop rebuilding plans as part of an FMP amendment for 
bocaccio, canary rockfish, cowcod, darkblotched rockfish, lingcod, Pacific ocean perch, and widow 
rockfish in a two-meeting process for April and June 2002.  A rebuilding plan for yelloweye rockfish, which 
NMFS declared overfished in January 2002, could follow on a separate FMP amendment track, because 
a rebuilding plan would not be required for that species until January 2003.    
 
The proposed development schedule for the first rebuilding amendment (Amendment 16) would be a draft 
for Council consideration in April and final Council adoption in June 2002.  Some of the provisions in 
Amendment 12 that frameworked rebuilding plans will be revised in proposed Amendment 16, and it 
would include rebuilding plans for at least five and possibly up to seven species (all except yelloweye).  
The proposed second rebuilding amendment, Amendment 18 (Amendment 17 is proposed for 
frameworking a multi-year management process), would contain the yelloweye rockfish rebuilding plan 
and any other species not covered in Amendment 16.  The Council would consider approving Draft 
Amendment 18 for public review at its September meeting and take final action in November.  The NMFS 
will brief the Council on the recommended content and development schedule of rebuilding amendments 
and plans. 
 
Based on discussions at its February 4-7, 2002 meeting, the Groundfish Management Team (GMT) 
recommends the Council consider including rebuilding plans for bocaccio and canary rockfish in the later 
rebuilding amendment (proposed Amendment 18) (Exhibit F.3.b, GMT Report on Rebuilding Plans).  
Revised rebuilding analyses for bocaccio and canary rockfish are expected later this year following new 
stock assessments.  The Stock Assessment Review (STAR) Panel process for 2002 assessments and 
development of rebuilding analyses has been accelerated this year to be available for Council 
consideration in June.  A rockfish STAR Panel will convene in April to review the new bocaccio and 
canary rockfish assessments.  Therefore, the new stock assessments and revised rebuilding analyses for 
these two species will be available at the June Council meeting.  Given the GMT expectation of significant 
changes in the bocaccio and canary rockfish outlook from these new assessments, there may be 
consideration for including these two species’ rebuilding plans in Amendment 18 proposed for adoption 
late in 2002.   
 
Council Task: 
 
1. Provide guidance to NMFS and Council staff on completing rebuilding plans and associated 

FMP amendments. 
 
Reference Materials: 
 
1. GMT Report and Recommendations for Revising Rebuilding Plans and FMP Amendments (Exhibit 

F.3.b, GMT Report on Rebuilding Plans). 
 
Agenda Order: 
 

a. Agendum Overview John DeVore 
b. Reports and Comments of Advisory Bodies 
c. Public Comment 
d. Council Guidance on Completing Rebuilding Plan Amendments 

 
 



 
 Groundfish Fishery Strategic Plan (GFSP) Consistency Analysis 

 

Rebuilding overfished species, as mandated by the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and 

Management Act, was a primary motive for developing and implementing the GFSP.  Many sections of 

the GFSP describe how rebuilding plans factor into short- and long-term Council priorities for 

conducting groundfish conservation and management.  GFSP objectives such as developing 

sustainable and effective harvest policies (Sec. II.A.2), achieving fleet capacity reduction (Sec. 

II.A.3.(b)), allocating groundfish resources (Sec. II.A.4), developing an effective Observer Program 

(Sec. II.A.5), and development of marine reserves as a groundfish management tool (Sec. II.A.6) are 

grounded by the need to accomplish the goal of rebuilding overfished groundfish stocks. 

 
 
PFMC 
02/27/02 
 

 



































 Exhibit F.4.d 
 Open Access Permitting Subcommittee Report 
 March 2002 
 
 
 UPDATE REPORT FROM THE OPEN ACCESS PERMITTING SUBCOMMITTEE 
 
The Open Access Permitting Subcommittee, a subcommittee of the Ad Hoc Groundfish Strategic Plan 
Oversight Committee (SPOC), met January 30-31, 2002.  Mr. LB Boydstun agreed to serve as the chair 
for the committee.  The committee adopted preliminary goals and objectives and requested certain data 
on the open access fishery.  The committee will meet again in a conference call starting at 10 a.m. on 
March 26th.  At that time, it will review any preliminary results from its data request.  The committee intends 
to provide a full report on its efforts to date for review by the Council and advisory bodies at the April 2002 
Council meeting. 
 
The preliminary goals and objectives the committee adopted at its January meeting pertain only to the 
directed segment of the fishery and were an adaptation of those used for the groundfish Amendment 6 
license limitation program.  Goals and objectives for the incidental sector of the open access fishery would 
likely vary substantially from those established to guide development of a program for the directed segment. 
 
The data request developed by the committee will involve an attempt to divide open access landings into 
directed and incidental harvest (draft request attached).  Numerous gear and species combinations will be 
evaluated over a long time period (1990 to the most recent data available).  Results will be provided for 
Washington, Oregon, and three subregions of California (divided at Cape Mendocino and Point 
Conception). 
 
 
PFMC 
02/27/02 
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 DRAFT - Open Access Fishery Descriptive Data Request  
 
Overall request: coordinate development of direct and incidental open access fishery categories with the 
effort being under taken for the programmatic EIS.   
 
Groundfish Species Categories 
 
Provide catch and bycatch information on the following groundfish categories. 
 

Sablefish 
Lingcod 
Cabezon 
Kelp Greenling 
Other Roundfish 

 
Dover  
Other Flatfish 

 
Thornyheads 
Widow Rockfish 
Yellowtail Rockfish 
Chilipepper Rockfish 
Canary Rockfish (there will be bad resolution prior to 1994 or 1995) 
Bocaccio 
Black Rockfish 
Blue Rockfish 
Other Rockfish  (Split between live and dead using a price criteria.  Explore $2.50/lb.  Adjust by 

time and area.) 
 

Dogfish 
Other Groundfish 

 
Geographic Splits 
 
Use port of landing as a proxy for catch area.  The catch area field is not very reliable and is often filled 
out based on port of landing. 
 

Areas 
 

Washington 
Oregon 

Northern  - north of Coos Bay 
Southern  - Coos Bay south 

California - 
Northern  - north of Cape Mendocino  
Central  - Cape Mendocino to Point Conception 
South   - south of Pont Conception 

 
Time Periods 
 
Provide data for 1990 through 2001. 
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Directed Open Access Groundfish Fisheries 
 
Provide data on the following directed groundfish gears. 
 

Deadfish 
 

Other Hook and Line Gears 
Vertical Hook and Line 
Jig 
Rod and Reel 

Longline 
Troll/Dinglebar 
Pot 
Trawl (Sculpin targeted with prawn trawl gear.  These may be short tows targeted on live fish.) 

 
Livefish 

 
Stick 
Rod and Reel 
Pot 

 
Incidental Harvest Fisheries 
 
Provide additional information from the perspective of the nongroundfish target fishery–e.g.,  
 

for the halibut fishery provide number of halibut vessels,  
total pounds of halibut caught by all vessels,  
number of halibut vessels with groundfish bycatch,  
amount of groundfish bycatch, and  
amount of halibut as bycatch in the groundfish fishery. 

 
Provide information on the following open access incidental fisheries: 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 

 
 State 

 
Species 

 
Gear 

 
Other Notes 

 
WA 

 
OR 

 
CA 

 
Pink Shrimp 

 
Trawl 

 
 

 
Y 

 
Y 

 
Y 

 
Spot Prawn 

 
Trawl 
Pot 

 
 

 
No GF 

 
No GF 

 
Y 

 
California Halibut 

 
Trawl 
Hook & Line 

 
 

 
NA 

 
NA 

 
Y 

 
Pacific Halibut 

 
Longline 

 
 

 
Y 

 
Y 

 
Y 

 
Dungeness Crab 

 
Pot 

 
 

 
No GF 

 
Y 

 
Y 

 
Salmon 

 
Troll 
 

 
Split out Trips with  
- Halibut bycatch 
-  Gf bycatch 

 
Y 

 
Y 

 
Y 

 
Sea Cucumber 

 
Trawl 

 
 

 
NA 

 
NA 

 
Y 

 
CPS Squid 

 
Round Hall 

 
 

 
No GF 

 
No GF 

 
Y 
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 State 

 
Species 

 
Gear 

 
Other Notes 

 
WA 

 
OR 

 
CA 

Setnet Y 
 
CPS Finfish 

 
Round Hall 
Setnet 

 
 

 
No GF 

 
No GF 

 
Y 

 
Sheephead 

 
Traps 

 
 

 
NA 

 
 

 
Y 

 
HMS 

 
Troll 
Longline 
Pole & Line 
Driftnet 
Purse Seine 
Harpoon 

 
 

 
Y 

 
Y 

 
Y 

 
Gillnet Complex (California 
Halibut, White Sea Bass, 
Sharks, White Croaker 

 
Drift Gillnet 

 
 

 
NA 

 
NA 

 
Y 

Note: “No gf” means groundfish may not be legally retained in this fishery. 
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 Exhibit F.4 
 Situation Summary 
 March 2002 
 
 
 GROUNDFISH STRATEGIC PLAN IMPLEMENTATION 
 
Situation:  There are several matters for Council consideration under this agendum.  The first are the 
recommendations of the Ad Hoc Groundfish Multi-year Management Committee (GMMC); the second is a 
progress report from the Trawl Permit Stacking Work Group; the third is a progress report from the Open 
Access Permitting Subcommittee; lastly, California Department of Fish And Game (CDFG) will provide a 
report on delegation of nearshore groundfish management authority. 
 

GMMC:  The Council appointed the GMMC to scope multi-year management approaches for the 
West Coast groundfish fishery and asked that the approaches developed by the GMMC be 
synchronized with a multi-year groundfish stock assessment schedule, as well as full accommodation 
of federal notice and comment requirements. 

 
Two public meetings of the GMMC were held – December 13-14, 2001 and January 31-February 1, 
2002.  At these meetings the committee discussed issues related to revising the groundfish 
management process.  The minutes of the first meeting are attached (Attachment 1).  A report 
based on the second meeting will be reviewed for the Council (Exhibit F.4.b).  This report outlines the 
suite of issues discussed by the GMMC, and provides specific recommendations for Council 
consideration. 

 
The primary recommendation is to schedule formal consideration of a groundfish FMP amendment for 
multi-year management at the April 2002 Council meeting. 

 
To accommodate the August 2001 Ninth Circuit Court decision on required federal notice and 
comment rulemaking procedures after a final Council decision, the GMMC also recommended 
shortening the adopted three-Council-meeting process for 2002 (June-September-November Council 
meetings) and accelerating the timing to a June-September Council meeting process. 

 
Trawl Permit Stacking:  The Council appointed the Trawl Permit Stacking Work Group in June 2001, 
however, this group did not meet in 2001 due to other groundfish workload.  The Work Group is 
scheduled to have had its first meeting prior to this Council meeting (February 26).  A full report on 
the Work Group meeting will be provided at the April 2002 Council meeting, when the Groundfish 
Advisory Subpanel will be present.  Depending on the outcome of the February 26 meeting, an 
interim report or request for guidance may be provided to the Council at this meeting. 

 
Open Access Permitting:  The Open Access Permitting Subcommittee met January 30-31, 2002 to 
continue laying conceptual groundwork for limiting entry to the open access fishery.  The committee 
developed preliminary goals and objectives and requested certain data on the open access fishery.  
The committee will meet next on March 26, 2002 via a conference call.  The subcommittee will 
provide a progress report to the Council (Exhibit F.4.d). 

 
Delegation of Nearshore Groundfish Management Authority:  CDFG will provide information to the 
Council about California’s Marine Life Management Act and Nearshore Fishery Management Plan 
(FMP).  The FMP’s goals and objectives, management regime, and species covered will be 
discussed in the context of implications and expectations to the Council groundfish FMP. 

 
Council Task: 
 
1. Discuss the recommendations of the GMMC; provide guidance to the committee and staff for 

further consideration of GMMC recommendations. 
2. As necessary, provide guidance to the Trawl Permit Stacking Work Group and Open Access 

Permitting Subcommittee. 
3. Discuss the information presented by CDFG regarding delegation of nearshore groundfish 

management authority and provide guidance in the consideration of this issue at the April or 
future Council meetings. 
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Reference Materials: 
 
1. Exhibit F.4, Attachment 1, GMMC Meeting Summary, December 13-14, 2001. 
2. Exhibit F.4.b, GMMC Report. 
3. Exhibit F.4.d, Open Access Permitting Committee Report. 
4. Exhibit F.4.e, Supplemental CDFG Proposal for Delegation of Nearshore Management Authority. 
 
 

 
 Groundfish Strategic Plan (GFSP) Consistency Analysis 
 
This agenda item is consistent with the implementation process detailed in the GFSP.  Issues covered 
under this item conform to the implementation priorities adopted by the Council in April 2001. 
 

 
Agenda Order: 
 
a. Agendum Overview Dan Waldeck 
b. Multi-Year Management Cycle Update Dan Waldeck 
c. Trawl Permit Stacking Update Jim Seger 
d. Open Access Update Jim Seger 
e. Delegation of Nearshore Groundfish Management Authority LB Boydstun 
f. Reports and Comments of Advisory Bodies 
g. Public Comment 
h. Council Discussion 
 
 
PFMC 
02/27/02 
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 Exhibit F.5 
 Situation Summary 
 March 2002 
 
 
GROUNDFISH FISHERY MANAGEMENT PLAN (FMP) ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIS) 
 
Situation: At the November Council meeting, the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) briefed the 
Council that the ongoing groundfish EIS would be segregated into two components:  a programmatic EIS 
to analyze groundfish management policy alternatives; and a groundfish essential fish habitat (EFH) EIS to 
satisfy the AOC v. Daley litigation settlement terms.  This agendum deals only with the programmatic EIS. 
 
The programmatic EIS will review the current status of the federal groundfish management program, 
condition of the groundfish resource, and the socioeconomic conditions of the fishery.  The Programmatic 
EIS will discuss a range of future policy  alternatives and implementation options, including provisions in 
the Council’s Groundfish Fishery Strategic Plan (GFSP).  At the September 2001 meeting, the Council 
established an ad hoc oversight committee with technical support from the Scientific and Statistical 
Committee, Groundfish Management Team, and Habitat Steering Group to provide focused participation in 
development of the Programmatic EIS.  Mr. Jim Glock, the NMFS Groundfish Programmatic EIS project 
manager, will summarize progress to date in Programmatic EIS development and will request activation of 
the Council's Ad Hoc EIS Oversight Committee.  
 
Council Task: 
 
1. Provide guidance to NMFS on developing the Groundfish Programmatic EIS. 
 
Reference Materials: 
 
1. Draft Proposed Alternatives for the Programmatic Groundfish EIS (Exhibit F.5, Supplemental 

Attachment 1). 
 
Agenda Order: 
 

a. NMFS Report Jim Glock 
b. Council Discussion and Guidance 

 
 
 GFSP Consistency Analysis 
 
The GFSP broadly supports effective public involvement during and beyond the transition to sustainable 
groundfish fishery management.  The GFSP also specifically seeks to update the goals and objectives 
in the current groundfish FMP to incorporate GFSP visions and goals (Sec. II.C.(d)3).  The 
Programmatic EIS will provide a public forum vehicle for assessing and incorporating GFSP visions and 
goals into the Groundfish FMP. 

 
 
PFMC 
02/25/02 
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