




























































Exhibit E.1.c 
Supplemental CDFG Report 

September 2002 
 
 

SUMMARY OF RECENT ACTIONS OF THE CALIFORNIA FISH AND GAME COMMISSION 
REGARDING FEDERAL GROUNDFISH REGULATIONS1/ 

 
Channel Islands - CFGC has decided to take final action on this issue in late October in the Santa Barbara 
area.  We are looking forward to the Council comments on this initiative, which, I understand, will be 
finalized tomorrow. 
 
I have brought with me background documents for most of the above items for your records. 
 
 
PFMC 
09/11/02 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
1/ Prepared by Mr. Robert Treanor for presentation to the Council on September 10, 2002. 





Exhibit E.1.c 
Supplemental GAP Report 

September 2002 
 
 

GROUNDFISH ADVISORY SUBPANEL STATEMENT ON 
MARINE RESERVE PROPOSALS FOR CHANNEL ISLANDS NATIONAL MARINE SANCTUARY 

 
The Groundfish Advisory Subpanel (GAP) received an update from Mr. Jim Seger of the Council staff on 
activities surrounding proposals for establishing marine reserves in the Channel Islands National Marine 
Sanctuary (CINMS).  Additional information was provided by GAP member Ms. Kathy Fosmark, who 
represented the GAP at recent CINMS meetings. 
 
The GAP continues to express its concern about the process and proposals involved in the CINMS marine 
reserve.  The GAP notes the Scientific and Statistical Committee (SSC) has expressed concern with the 
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) document, which was prepared to analyze reserve 
proposals, and recommends the Council closely consider the SSC’s comments. 
 
The GAP observes that there appears to be little information presented on current fishery levels and 
fishery impacts in the proposed reserve area, as well as levels and impacts that would result in areas 
outside the reserve if it were established.  It appears that little baseline analysis has been done; this 
should be a prerequisite for establishment of reserves.  The Council also needs to consider the impact of 
reserve designation on various optimum yield (OY) levels; such analysis has not been provided. 
 
Some GAP members questioned a statement that appeared in the draft Council letter included in the 
briefing material which appears to support pelagic recreational fishing in portions of the reserve, but not 
pelagic commercial fishing.  If pelagic fishing is considered compatible with the reserve, then it should 
make no difference whether such fishing is for private recreational, commercial recreational, or 
commercial sale reasons. 
 
Finally, the GAP notes, as it has in the past, that agreement amongst all constituent groups on a marine 
protected area comprising approximately 13% of CINMS was reached some time ago and that core area 
should be considered before expansion is contemplated. 
 
 
PFMC 
09/11/02 
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Exhibit E.1 
Situation Summary 

September 2002 
 
 
 MARINE RESERVE PROPOSALS FOR  
 CHANNEL ISLANDS NATIONAL MARINE SANCTUARY 
 
Situation:  At its June 2002 meeting, the Council approved Scientific and Statistical Committee (SSC) 
comments on technical aspects of the draft California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) analysis on the 
creation of no-take marine reserves in state waters of the Channel Islands National Marine Sanctuary 
(CINMS).  These comments were forwarded to California Department of Fish and Game (CDFG) for its 
consideration.  The Council also appointed an Ad Hoc Marine Reserves Policy Committee to develop a 
draft letter to the California Fish and Game Commission (CFGC) with Council comments on CINMS 
marine reserve alternatives being considered by the CFGC.  The ad hoc committee met in El Segundo, 
California on August 14 and 15, 2002 and : 
 

· developed a draft letter (Exhibit E.1.b, Draft Letter), 
· requested that the SSC develop a response to a letter from Leeworthy and Wiley (NOAA/National 

Ocean Service) (Exhibit E.1.a, Attachment 1; Exhibit E.1.c, Supplemental SSC Report). 
 
Representatives from each of the Council advisory panels and the SSC were invited to attend the meeting 
and provided comments to the ad hoc committee.  
 
The CEQA document analyzes eight alternatives pertaining to marine reserves for the CINMS, including a 
status quo alternative and an alternative that would defer action and take the issue up as part of the 
consideration of marine reserves under the state’s Marine Life Protection Act process.  The draft letter 
provides Council perspective on the effects of the alternatives, but does not recommend a specific 
alternative.  The draft letter offers two implementation options for consideration (see second and third to 
last paragraphs of the draft letter).  At or prior to the September 2002 Council meeting, each advisory 
panel will have an opportunity to review the draft letter and provide additional comments to the Council. 
 
Appended to the end of the draft letter is an additional paragraph proposed by an ad hoc committee 
member to reflect a portion of the discussion from the meeting that was not covered in the initial draft 
circulated to the committee after the El Segundo meeting.  There was not enough time prior to the briefing 
book deadline to solicit comment on the proposed paragraph from the ad hoc committee. 
 
The CFGC will be making a final decision on December 6, 2002.  
 

Council Action:   
 

1. Review the SSC response to Leeworthy and Wiley letter and determine whether or not to 
include it as an attachment to the draft letter to CFGC. 

2. Finalize the draft letter to CFGC with recommendations on marine reserves for the CINMS. 
 
Reference Materials: 
 
1. Letter from Vernon Leeworthy and Peter Wiley to SSC Marine Reserves Subcommittee (Exhibit E.1.a, 

Attachment 1). 

2. Draft letter from Council to CFGC (Exhibit E.1.b, Draft Letter).  Note:  The attachments referred to in 
the letter are not included, as they have already been reviewed by the Council or will be developed at 
the meeting.  Some copies are available in the Council Secretariat. 

 
 
 Groundfish Fishery Strategic Plan (GFSP) Consistency Analysis 
 
The GFSP calls for the Council to "use marine reserves as a fishery management tool that contributes 
to groundfish conservation and management goals, has measurable effects, and is integrated with 
other fishery management approaches." 
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Agenda Order: 
 
a. Agendum Overview Jim Seger 
b. Ad Hoc Marine Reserves Policy Committee Report   
c. Reports and Comments of Advisory Bodies 
d. Public Comment 

e. Council Action:  Develop Recommendations to the California Fish and Game Commission 
 
 
PFMC 
08/26/02 
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Exhibit E.2 
Situation Summary 

September 2002 
 
 

UPDATE ON OTHER MARINE RESERVES PROCESSES 
 

Situation:  State level processes for considering marine reserves in ocean areas are ongoing in Oregon 
and California.  The Oregon process is proceeding through Oregon’s Ocean Policy Advisory Council and 
the current phase will culminate with a set of recommendations to the Governor.  The California process 
is proceeding under California’s Marine Life Protection Act.  To date, processes in Washington have 
focused primarily on Puget Sound.  Alaska has also begun a marine protected area (MPA) planning 
process (Exhibit E.2.a, Attachment 1).  The National Marine Sanctuary Program is continuing its review of 
the sanctuary management plans for Cordell Bank, Gulf of the Farallones, and Monterey Bay National 
Marine Sanctuaries.  The Olympic Coast National Marine Sanctuary (OCNMS) intends to review its 
sanctuary management plan, however, the OCNMS staff indicates their review will lag the California 
sanctuary processes by a few years.  The National Marine Protected Areas Center (a NOAA interagency 
coordinating body created under the Executive Order 13158 on MPAs) is cosponsoring a Pacific MPA 
Clearing house [PacificMPA.org] and will be convening periodic meetings of federal, state, and tribal 
agency program staff engaged in MPA planning on the West Coast (Exhibit E.2.a, Attachment 2). 
 
Last year, the Council requested approximately $1.5 million per year over three years to support Council 
led consideration of marine reserves for the West Coast.  The Executive Director is continuing to pursue 
funding to support a more active role for the Council in processes for considering marine reserves and is 
in ongoing discussion with the NOAA National Ocean Service and NOAA Fisheries on this issue. 
 

Council Task:  
 

1. Discussion and direction to staff as appropriate. 
 
Reference Materials: 
 
1. Alaska Department of Fish and Game Marine Protected Area Program web page on their Marine 

Protected Area Task Force Report (Exhibit E.2.a, Attachment 1). 
2. E-mail message on Pacific MPA Clearing House from Charlie Wahle and George Leonard, June 25, 

2002 (Exhibit E.2.a, Attachment 2). 
3. Public Comment (Exhibit E.2.c, Public Comment)  
 
Agenda Order: 
 
a. Agendum Overview Jim Seger 
b. Reports and Comments of Advisory Bodies 
c. Public Comment 
d. Council Discussion 
 

 
 Groundfish Fishery Strategic Plan (GFSP) Consistency Analysis 
 
The GFSP calls for the Council to "use marine reserves as a fishery management tool that contributes 
to groundfish conservation and management goals, has measurable effects, and is integrated with 
other fishery management approaches." 
 

 
 
PFMC 
08/26/02 
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