












 

 1 

 Exhibit H.1 
 Situation Summary 
 March 2003 
 
 
 IMPROVEMENTS IN MEETING NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT (NEPA) 
 REQUIREMENTS FOR COUNCIL ACTION 
 
Situation:  After the Magnuson-Stevens Act, the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) has arguably 
became the most important federal mandate governing Council decision-making.  Enacted in 1970, 
NEPA requires federal agencies (and by extension, the Council) to evaluate the environmental effects of 
their activities.  The Act's mandate is procedural rather than substantiative, and one of its most important 
provisions directs agencies to consider public concerns in their decision-making.  By the same token, 
citizen suits have been an important mechanism forcing agencies to follow NEPA-mandated procedures.  
In recent years National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) and the Council have faced legal challenges to 
their decisions, which have included allegations that the NEPA-related analyses supporting these 
decisions have been inadequate.  Although the Council process accommodates substantial public 
participation, the success of plaintiffs in a series of these cases suggests that more could be done to 
improve these NEPA-related practices.  These improvements need not entail a substantial increase in 
administrative burden; indeed, they should stress efficiency.  After all, NEPA documents are meant to be 
“analytic not encyclopedic.”  Better analysis can be achieved by focusing on issues of concern to the 
public and thus narrowing the scope of the analysis.  This suggests that more attention be given to a key 
component in the NEPA process: scoping. 
 
Scoping is an “early and open process for determining the scope of issues to be addressed [in an 
environmental assessment or environmental impact statement] and for identifying the significant issues 
related to the proposed action” (40 CFR 1501.7).  At its core, the Council serves this function, since its 
processes are open to public comment; include input from state, tribal, and federal agencies; and Council 
decisions are  advisory to NMFS, the implementing agency.  However, the Council could better serve 
this function in a number of ways: a broader cross-section of the affected public could be consulted, 
issues raised through public participation could be better documented, and the range of issues thus 
documented could be better connected to the environmental analyses supporting Council decisions.  
Better scoping can streamline the environmental analysis process, and by extension allow more informed 
decision-making.  By eliminating issues that are not germane to the proposed action, the analysis can 
better evaluate potentially significant impacts.  If scoping is a well-documented public process, this 
narrowed scope is also defensible to subsequent challenges since an inclusive process have been used 
to identify issues of concern to the public.  In a similar way, a robust scoping process can ensure that 
reasonable range of alternatives has been identified for the analysis. 
 
Council staff have considered procedural improvements that would help to ensure well-documented 
scoping occurs in the early stages of proposal development.  The key feature of this procedural 
innovation would be the formation of “scoping teams,” who would be responsible for conducting and 
documenting scoping from the outset.  Scoping teams would not be used in all instances; they would be 
formed only for those actions sufficiently complex or controversial as to require an Environmental Impact 
Statement (EIS) or large Environmental Assessment (EA).  The process would begin by ensuring that 
proposals are formally identified at their earliest stage.  Once identified, a scoping team would be formed 
to conduct scoping for that proposal; such teams would draw their membership from Council and NMFS 
staff, advisory bodies, the Council, and other agencies as appropriate.  (Although seeking broad 
representation, these teams should be kept small to ensure their effectiveness; teams could be as small 
as two people and shouldn't be larger than five unless the issue warrants.)  Scoping teams would engage 
in the following tasks: 
 
· Prepare an scoping document describing the proposal and summarizing any issues and alternatives 

that have emerged from internal scoping.  The scoping document would help inform the public and 
facilitate subsequent scoping opportunities. 

 
· Conduct scoping meetings with agencies, during Council meetings, and with the public.  Individual 

team members would conduct meetings with different groups to maximize coverage. 
 
· Prepare a scoping summary listing the issues raised through scoping, any alternatives that have been 

put forward, and providing the rationale for the choice of issues analyzed in the subsequent EA or EIS. 
 This scoping summary would form the basis for the subsequent EA or EIS. 
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A project tracking page could be added to the Council website, showing what proposals are in 
development, their stage of development, and allowing the public to download informational material 
related to the proposal. 
 
In most cases the scoping team would hand off the results of its work, in the form of the scoping 
document, to Council or NMFS staff who will prepare the EA or EIS.  However, the possibility is left open 
that scoping teams could be involved in all stages of the process, including analysis and document 
preparation. 
 
Any new procedure, like the one outlined here, must have demonstrable benefits that outweigh any 
additional costs.  Wherever possible direct costs, such as meetings of scoping teams, would be 
minimized by, for example, holding them during Council meeting week.  Developing guidelines and 
materials to make scoping meetings effective, and providing training in meeting facilitation techniques to 
key staffers, would help ensure a better process; these represent another direct cost.  There will also be 
some new indirect costs, in terms of the staff time involved.  While this is a genuine concern, savings 
should be realized later in the process by explicitly linking issue identification to the analysis in the 
environmental document and, at any rate, the additional staff time costs would result in a higher-quality 
document.   
 
This scoping process, involving scoping teams, could be implemented in June of this year on a trial basis, 
and used for one or a few proposals.  Its efficacy would then be evaluated and, if appropriate, use of 
scoping teams would be expanded. 
 

Council Action: 
 

1. Discuss and comment on proposal to improve scoping. 
 
Reference Materials: 
 
1. Scoping Proposal (Exhibit H.1, Attachment 1). 
 
Agenda Order: 
 
a. Agendum Overview Kit Dahl 
b. Reports and Comments of Advisory Bodies 
c. Public Comment 
e. Council Discussion 
 
 
PFMC 
02/25/03 
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 Exhibit H.2 
 Situation Summary 
 March 2003 
 
 
 PLANNING SESSION ON IMPROVING COUNCIL MEETING EFFICIENCY 
 
Situation:   At the November Council meeting, the Council asked for a separate agendum on the March 
Council meeting agenda for the purpose of a discussion of ways to improve the efficiency of Council 
meetings.  Staff  will make a short presentation about such topics as opportunities to better manage the 
length of Council meetings, opportunities for additional Council member interaction with advisory bodies, 
and mechanisms for feedback to Council staff to continuously improve the efficiency of Council meetings.  
After hearing from advisory bodies and the public, the Council should discuss ways to improve the 
conduct and efficiency of Council meetings, and provide direction to staff as appropriate. 
 

Council Task: 
 

1. Discussion of ways to improve Council Meeting efficiency and provide direction to staff as 

appropriate. 
 
Reference Materials: 
 
1. None. 
 
Agenda Order: 
 
a. Agendum Overview Don McIsaac 
b. Reports and Comments of Advisory Bodies 
c. Public Comment 
d. Council Discussion 
 
 
PFMC 
02/24/03 
 
 





















Exhibit H.2.b 
Supplemental SSC Report 

March 2003 
 
 

SCIENTIFIC AND STATISTICAL COMMITTEE REPORT ON 
PLANNING SESSION ON IMPROVING COUNCIL MEETING EFFICIENCY 

 
The Scientific and Statistical Committee (SSC) requests the Council to consider incorporating the 
following into it’s Council Operating Procedures: 
 
The SSC requires good documentation and ample review time in order to provide the best possible 
advice to the Council.  Agencies and review document authors should be responsible for ensuring 
materials submitted to the SSC are technically sound, comprehensive, clearly documented, and identified 
by author. If there is any uncertainty on the part of authors regarding SSC expectations, authors should 
clarify assignments and expectations of deliverables with the meeting Chair.  In order that there be 
adequate time for careful review, documents and materials destined for review by the SSC or any of its 
subcommittees must be received at the Council office at least two weeks prior to the meeting at which 
they will be discussed and reviewed.  The Council will then provide copies to appropriate SSC members 
at least five working days prior to the meeting.  If this deadline cannot be met, it is the responsibility of the 
author to contact the meeting Chair prior to the two-week deadline, so appropriate arrangements, 
rescheduling, and cancellations can be made in a timely and cost-effective manner.  This deadline 
applies to all official SSC activities and meetings.  
 
 
PFMC 
03/12/03 
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 Exhibit H.3 
 Situation Summary 
 March 2003 
 
 
 LEGISLATIVE MATTERS 
 
Situation:  The Legislative Committee will meet March 10, 2003 to review several federal legislative 
issues.  These include: 
 

1. 2003 appropriations, including West Coast groundfish buyback program. 
2. National Marine Fisheries Service consideration to revise National Standard 1 guidelines. 
3. House Resolution 30 – concerning the San Diego long-range sportfishing fleet access to waters 

near Revillagigedo Islands, Mexico. 
4. Draft Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act reauthorization text. 

 
The Legislative Committee will provide a summary report to the Council, which might include 
recommendations for Council actions. 
 

Council Action: 
 

1. Consider recommendations of the Legislative Committee. 
 
Reference Materials: 
 
1. Exhibit H.3, Attachment 1 – Excerpt from H.J. Res 2 – 2003 Omnibus Appropriations. 
2. Exhibit H.3, Attachment 2 – Advanced Notice of Proposed Rulemaking. 
3. Exhibit H.3, Attachment 3 – House Resolution 30. 
 
Agenda Order: 
 
a. Agendum Overview Dan Waldeck 
b. Legislative Committee Report Dave Hanson 
c. Reports and Comments of Advisory Bodies 
d. Public Comment 

e. Council Action:  Consider Recommendations of the Legislative Committee 
 
 
PFMC 
02/21/03 
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 Exhibit H.3.b 
 Supplemental Legislative Committee Report 
 March 2003 
 
 
 LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE REPORT 
 
Chairman, Dr. David Hanson, called the Legislative Committee (Committee) to order at 10 a.m., Monday, 
March 10th.  The Committee discussed current legislation and related congressional activities. 
 
Language providing for a buyback program in the West Coast groundfish fishery was included in omnibus 
2003 appropriations legislation (Exhibit H.3, Attachment 1, Sec. 212, page 70).  The Legislative 
Committee continues to endorse the strong need for capacity reduction in the West Coast groundfish 
fishery.  A buyback program, as provided for in legislation, could be a useful capacity reduction tool.  The 
Legislative Committee requests information from National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) about the 
potential workload requirements on NMFS and the Pacific Fishery Management Council (Council) to 
develop and implement a buyback program.  The Committee also requests information on the anticipated 
schedule for development and implementation. 
 
The Legislative Committee reviewed Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act 
(Magnuson-Stevens Act) reauthorization bills.  Given congressional workload, it is unlikely that major 
reauthorization of the Magnuson-Stevens Act will occur in 2003.  Currently, there is no moratorium on 
development of individual fishing quota (IFQ) programs.  The Legislative Committee notes that this 
provides the opportunity to the West Coast groundfish industry to initiate an IFQ program.  Moreover, the 
Committee believes the Council should encourage the groundfish industry to initiate development of an 
IFQ program.  Specific to reauthorization bill S. 482 (Exhibit H.3, Supplemental Attachment 4), the 
Committee notes the need for equity in development of fee-based management.  That is, all sectors 
under a management system should be required to contribute fees to the system, not just those sectors 
under an IFQ program.  Also, under a fee-based program, the Committee notes the need for clarity 
concerning which program costs are to be funded through the fee system.  Finally, fees collected under a 
newly designed fee-based management system should be used to fund the new costs resulting from that 
program and not to cover existing management costs. 
 
The Legislative Committee was requested by representatives of the albacore troll fishery to consider 
supporting efforts for legislation needed to implement provisions of the revised U.S./Canada albacore 
treaty.  The Committee is generally supportive of legislative language included in a 2002 draft of 
Magnuson-Stevens Act reauthorization legislation developed by NMFS.  If requested by a member of 
Congress, the Legislative Committee recommends the Council consider endorsing efforts to develop 
implementing legislation. 
 
The Legislative Committee also discussed the NMFS announcement about their consideration of revising 
National Standard-1 guidelines (Exhibit H.3, Attachment 2).  The Committee recommends the Council 
direct the Executive Director to write a letter in response to the NMFS request for comment.  The draft 
comments developed by staff (attached) should be included in the response letter. 
 
Lastly, the Legislative Committee discussed efforts to revise the Capital Construction Fund (CCF).  
Legislation is anticipated on this matter, but has yet to be introduced by Congress.  Generally, the 
Legislative Committee endorses efforts to reduce capacity and over-capitalization in West Coast fisheries. 
 A revised CCF could provide a means to reduce capacity and capital.  The Committee will continue to 
monitor congressional activity on this issue. 
 
The Committee commends staff for their work and recommends the Council direct staff to continue to 
track fisheries-related legislation and provide input to congressional staff, as appropriate. 
 
 
PFMC 
03/13/02 
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Attachment 
 

 Draft Comments Regarding NMFS Consideration of Review of National Standard-1 Guidelines 
 
 
Generally, supportive of formal and inclusive consideration of whether National Standard-1 (NS-1) 
guidelines should be revised.  As with any policy, periodic review provides opportunity to respond to new 
information, changes in thinking, or unforeseen consequences since the policy was developed and 
implemented. 
 
NS-1 guidelines are not a perfect fit with many of the West Coast stocks declared overfished (e.g., 
darkblotched rockfish and bocaccio).  The Council is striving to fully comprehend and account for 
extremely low productivity of certain West Coast stocks and the affects of unfavorable oceanographic and 
other environmental variables on recruitment. 
 
It would be helpful to explore mechanisms for ensuring rebuilding plans are in accord with and adaptive to 
environmental and other variables.  Strive to ensure successful rebuilding.  Maintain emphasis on stock 
rebuilding, but factor in other considerations. 
 
Regional Councils are on the front line implementing NS-1.  Therefore, councils should be full and formal 
participants, especially tapping into the expertise of council Scientific and Statistical Committees (SSCs). 
 
Specific areas of focus – 
 

· Inclusion of adaptive management. 
 

· Review of maximum sustainable yield concept in general. 
 

· Uncertainty, risk, precaution – where and how are these concepts incorporated?  into stock size 
estimation, status determination?  into management process?  How should levels of precaution 
be tied to life span, productivity, and short/long-term environmental conditions. 

 
· Discontinuity of rebuilding time horizons – less than 10 years, 10 years, much greater than 10 

years.  Choices among these time horizons depend on very fine distinctions in current biomass, 
unfished biomass, etc.  Deriving point estimates of these values can be very difficult. 

 
· Under data poor situations, current guidance for determining stock status (e.g., Restrepo et al.) 

can result in very constraining (i.e., precautionary) management, which causes  significant 
economic impacts to the fishery.  Given limited scientific and economic information, how should 
precautionary management be balanced against economic impacts. 

 
· Will consult with our SSC and other advisory bodies for other specific NS-1 changes and 

concerns. 
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 Exhibit H.4 
 Situation Summary 
 March 2003 
 
 
 APPOINTMENTS TO ADVISORY BODIES, STANDING COMMITTEES, AND OTHER FORUMS 
 
Situation:  The issues for this agendum include guidance and action on appointments to advisory bodies 
as described below. 
 

1. Appointments to vacancies on the Groundfish Advisory Subpanel (GAP) for completion of the 

2001-2003 term - The following nominees were submitted for the advertised GAP vacancies: 
 

· California Charter Boat Operator - Mr. Daniel R. Strunk, Pierpoint Sportfishing, Redondo Beach, 
CA 

Nominated by Self 
 

· Fixed Gear At-large Fisher -  Mr. Gary Richter, Santa Barbara, CA 
Nominated by: Mr. Phil Shenk, Point Conception Groundfisherman’s Association and Tim Athens 

 
The nomination letters for these appointments are contained in Closed Session A, Attachment 1. 

 

2. Appointments to the Groundfish Management Team (GMT) - The following nominees were 
submitted for confirmation by the Council to National Marine Fishery Service (NMFS) vacancies on the 
GMT: 

 
· NMFS Northwest Region -     Ms. Becky Renko 

 
· NMFS Southwest Fishery Science Center - Dr. Xi He 

 
The nomination letters for these appointments are contained in Closed Session A, Attachment 2. 

 
At the current time, a vacancy continues to exist on the GMT for a second representative from the 
Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife. 

 

3. Appointment to the Highly Migratory Species Advisory Subpanel (HMSAS) - No nominations 
were received to fill the vacancy for the Northern Processor (north of Cape Mendocino) position on the 
HMSAS.  The Council may wish to reopen nominations for this position or consider other action in 
light of the lack of response. 

 

4. Appointment to the Scientific and Statistical Committee (SSC) - The Council staff has advertised 
for a social scientist to fill the at-large vacancy left by Dr. Brian Allee.  No nominations have been 
received.  Council Operating Procedure 4 calls for at least three social scientists on the SSC.  
Currently there are only two. 

 

5. Other Appointments or Advisory Body Issues or Information - The Council may wish to use this 
agendum to further consider the proposed Model Evaluation Workgroup and Ad Hoc Open Access 
Committee. 

 

Council Action: 

 

1. Consider Appointing nominees to the GAP and GMT positions. 

2. Direct Council staff with regard to those positions which do not have nominees confirmed (i.e., 

 the HMSAS and SSC). 
 
Reference Materials: 
 
1. Letters of Nomination to the GAP (Closed Session A, Attachment 1). 
2. Letters of Nomination to the GMT (Closed Session A, Attachment 2). 
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Agenda Order: 
 

a. Agendum Overview John Coon 
b. Appointments to Advisory Bodies (Groundfish Advisory Subpanel, 

Groundfish Management Team, Scientific and Statistical Committee, 
Highly Migratory Species Advisory Subpanel, Other) 

c. Reports and Comments of Advisory Bodies 
d. Public Comment 

e. Council Action:  Consider Appointing New Members and Addressing Other  
Membership Issues 

 
 
PFMC 
02/25/03 
 



 Exhibit H.5 
 Situation Summary 
 March 2003 
 
 
 FINANCIAL MATTERS 
 
Situation:  At the time of the last Budget Committee (BC) meeting in November 2002, Congress had not 
acted on the appropriations bill that includes the Council’s calendar year 2003 funding, and Council staff 
had not submitted a final budget.  The BC approved the staff’s general budget priorities and scheduled a 
special  BC meeting for the March Council meeting to receive information on final fiscal year 2003 
appropriations. 
 
At this time, Congress has passed an omnibus bill which provides a total of $14.5 million for all eight 
regional Council’s, and the President is expected to sign it.  This is up slightly from the $14.15 million 
provided in 2002.  The BC will review the budget information and provide a report to the Council at the 
March meeting. 
 

Council Action:  

 

1. Consider recommendations of the BC. 
 
Reference Materials: 
 
1. Supplemental Budget Committee Report (Exhibit H.5.a.). 
 
Agenda Order: 
 
a. Budget Committee Report Jim Harp 

b. Council Action: Consider Recommendations of the Budget Committee 
 
 
PFMC 
02/20/03 
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 Exhibit H.5.a 
 Supplemental Budget Committee Report 
 March 2003 
 
 
 REPORT OF THE BUDGET COMMITTEE 
 
The Budget Committee received an Executive Director Report by Dr. Donald McIsaac that included two 
items:  status of calendar year (CY) 2002 expenditures and funding for CY 2003. 
 
Total CY 2002 budget expenditures in the grant for Council operations are nearly completed and the grant 
has been spent as projected at the November meeting.  The small amount projected to be remaining will 
be placed in the unfunded leave account. 
 
The CY 2003 base level needs for the Council have been fully funded.  In addition to the Council’s base 
grant, the total CY 2003 funds include monies for highly migratory species and the continuing NEPA grant 
which includes funds from the NMFS regional and headquarters offices and the Northwest Science 
Center.  A preliminary draft of the CY 2003 operating budget indicates about $5,000 may be available for 
additional projects, such as funding the Salmon Model Evaluation Workgroup.  The Executive Director is 
still seeking additional funds to cover other expanding Council activities such as coastal pelagic species 
meetings, essential fish habitat Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), the Programmatic EIS, Open 
Access Committee, and marine reserves. 
 

Other Topics 
 
The Budget Committee members discussed the new travel agency and reported that the initial experience 
has been very positive.   
 
The Budget Committee will receive an update on the 2004 meeting locations at the June Council meeting. 
 
 
PFMC 
03/14/03 
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 Exhibit H.6 
 Situation Summary 
 March 2003 
 
 
 COUNCIL STAFF WORK LOAD PRIORITIES 
 
Situation:   
 
At the November Council Meeting, the Council discussed Council staff workload priorities for the period 
November 4, 2002 through April 11, 2003.  This was done out of recognition that the March and April 
Council meetings are only three weeks apart, that the March Council meeting would not have groundfish 
management matters on the agenda, and that workload management through the winter time period 
would focus on achieving priorities for the expected aggregate agenda of the March and April Council 
meetings. 
 
Exhibit H.6.a shows the workload priorities for the November 4, 2002 through April 11, 2003 period.  The 
Executive Director will discuss progress made on items shown on Exhibit H.6.a. 
 
At the April 2003 Council Meeting, the Council will review Council staff workload priorities for the period 
between the April and June Council meetings. 
 

Council Task: 
 

1. Discussion of Council staff workload priorities. 
 
Reference Materials: 
 
1.  Council Staff Workload Priorities for November 4, 2002 through April 11, 2003 (Exhibit H.6.a) 
 
Agenda Order: 
 
a. Agendum Overview Don McIsaac 
b. Council Discussion and Guidance 
 
 
PFMC 
02/25/03 
 
 



 2/25/2003

SAFE Doc:  Annual Review Complete Final 2003 Mgmt Specs EIS Ann. Mgmt Specs - sardine FMP: Admin Necessities 

Preseason Rpts Emergency Reg EA (Jan-Feb 2003) Final Processing (Briefing Book, minutes,

Annual Specs and EA SAFE Doc Vol 2, 2002 Advisory Body coord, etc.)

Public Hearings - Options Limited Role to complete A-17 HMSPDT meeting

Amendment 16 - proc & stndrds options Pln & Coor. 2003 STAR review Legislative Com follow-up

SSC methodology review Amendment 16 - Species Rebldg Plns

Pacific Halibut Mgmt Darkblotched rockfish Status of Stocks Rpt

Pacific Ocean Perch Marine Reserve coord

Cowcod Current Litigation response

Lingcod

Widow Rockfish

Canary Rockfish

Yelloweye Rockfish

Programmatic & EFH EISs

Current Litigation Response

Plan and Coord. 2003 STAR

Ad Hoc VMS Committee Research & Data Needs

Model Eval Work Group COP on A-17 red-green thresholds Regulatory Amendment:

Add  Pollack to FMP list     Sardine Allocation

Amendment: Amendment 16 - Species Rebldg Plns Attend Trinat'l Sardine Forum

Central Valley Chinook Bocaccio Rockfish & Whiting

Whiting Update FMP w/ Amendment 9

Update FMP w/A-14 SSC Bycatch Workshop Update FMP w/ Amendment 10

Open Access Committee

Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ)

Update FMP through Amendment 14

Current Litigation response Permit Stacking Implementation:

Amendments: Fixed-Gear (owner on board; 6 permits)

S Falcon coho allocation Trawl Committeee

OCN matrix Ad Hoc EFP Process & Stds Committee

SSC B0 & MSY Workshop

Amendment - CA nearshore delegation

Full retention pilot program

Amendment 15 - AFA

A
C

T
IV

E
C

O
N

T
IN

G
E

N
T

D
E

L
A

Y
E

D

E
x
h

ib
it H

.6
.a

S
ta

ff W
o

rk
lo

a
d

 P
rio

ritie
s

M
a

rc
h

 2
0

0
3

            COUNCIL STAFF WORKLOAD PRIORITIES FOR NOVEMBER 4, 2002 THROUGH APRIL 11, 2003
(Bolded tasks represent a Core Program Responsibility)

OtherSalmon Groundfish CPS HMS

Ex_H6_Wrkld_mr.xls



 2/25/2003

Ex_H6_Wrkld_mr.xls



 
Z:\!PFMC\MEETING\1996-2011\2003\MARCH\ADMIN\EXH7_SITSUM.WPD 1 

 Exhibit H.7 
 Situation Summary 
 March 2003 
 
 
 APRIL 2003 COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA 
 
Situation:  Because of the short time between the March and April Council meetings, the Council must 
approve the final April Council meeting agenda at the March meeting.  The proposed draft agenda for 
Council review is attached (Exhibit H.7, Draft April Agenda), and the overall draft layout of the meeting is 
displayed below. 
 
 

 

DRAFT APRIL COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA SUMMARY 

  
Monday, 
April 7 

 
Tuesday, 

April 8 

 
Wednesday, 

April 9 

 
Thursday, 
April 10 

 
Friday, 
April 11 

 
 

 
Closed Executive 

Session 

 
Groundfish 

Management 
 

 
Groundfish 

Management 

 
Groundfish 

Management 

 
Salmon 

Management 

 
Pacific Halibut 
Management  

Highly Migratory 
Species 

Management  
Habitat Issues 

 
Coastal Pelagic 

Species 
Management 

 
Salmon 

Management 
 (If Necessary) 

 
Marine Reserves  

4 p.m. Public Comment 
Period (for items not on 

the agenda) 

 
Salmon 

Management 

 
Salmon 

Management 
 

Administration  
Ancillary meetings for advisory subpanels, technical teams, subcommittees, etc. begin Sunday 

(see last page of detailed Council agenda for daily schedule). 

 
 

Council Action: 

 

1. Adopt final April Council meeting agenda. 
 
Reference Materials: 
 
1. Draft April Agenda (Exhibit H.7.a). 
 
Agenda Order: 
 
a. Consider Agenda Options 
b. Identify Priorities for Advisory Body Consideration 

c. Council Action:  Adopt Final Agenda for the April 2003 Meeting 
 
 
PFMC 
02/26/03 
 



5:14 PM; 8/26/2013 Exhibit H.7.a
Draft April Agenda

March 2003

Copy of ExH7a_Draft April Agenda.xls 1

AG COUNCIL
# E TASK SSC HC Other or *Not at Mtg1/

Monday, April 7
Ancillary Meetings - see Ancillary Schedule

Tuesday, April 8
1.0 Closed Session: Personnel & Litigation - 8 am Info/Discussion

Appointments - SSC, STT, HMSAS & other?
Litigation Status (E. Cooney)

A. 0.4 Call to Order: Opening, Roll Call, ED Rpt, Agenda, Minutes - 9:00 am
Approve Agenda Action
Approve Minutes - None Action

B. Salmon Management
1 0.7 NMFS Report Info SAS, STT

Mitchell Act Funding:  Update
Progress Rpt on Developing Goals & Obj for Mitchell Act Funding

2 0.5 Identify Stocks Not Meeting Escapement Goals for 3 Consecutive Years Action X SAS, STT
3 0.5 Methodology Review Process for 2003 Action X SAS, STT
4 2.5 Tentative Adoption of 2003 Ocean Salmon Mgmt Measures for Analysis Action EC, SAS, STT

C. Habitat Issues
1 0.5 Essential Fish Habitat (EFH) Issues - HC Rpt Action X GAP, SAS

D. Marine Reserves
1 0.5 Update on MR Activities Info X X GAP, SAS, HMSAS*, CPSAS
2 1.0  Planning for Federal Waters Portion of CINMS Info/Action? X X GAP, SAS, HMSAS*, CPSAS

0.5 4 pm Public Comment Period Info
8.1

Wednesday, April 9
E. Groundfish Mgmt - 8 am

1 0.5 NMFS Rpt Info GAP, GMT
2 1.5 Report on the Bycatch Workshop Info X GAP, GMT
3 1.0 Status of Fisheries and Consideration of Inseason Adjustments Action EC, GAP, GMT
4 0.5 Review of the Process for setting  2004 GF Specs (3 vs. 2 mtg process) Action GAP, GMT
5 2.5 Prelim Draft A-16 (Rebuilding Plans) Action X GAP, GMT

Process & Stdrds; & 4 plans--Darkblotched, POP, Lingcod, Canary
6 1.0 Update on VMS Process Info EC, GAP, GMT
7 1.0 Update on Near Shore Mgmt -  OR & CA (Deferral in June for CA?) Info GAP, GMT

B. Salmon Mgmt (Continued )
5 0.5 Clarify Council Direction on 2003 Management Measures (If Necessary) SAS, STT

8.5

Thursday, April 10
E. Groundfish Mgmt (continued) - 8 am

8 0.8 Criteria & Standards for Approving EFPs Action X GAP, GMT
9 0.5 Final Action on Inseason Mgmt Action EC, GAP, GMT

F. Pacific Halibut
3 0.6 Action EC, SAS, GAP, GMT

G. Highly Migratory Species Management
1 0.3 NMFS RPT Info HMSAS*, HMSPDT*

H. Coastal Pelagic Species Mgmt
1 0.3 NMFS Rpt Info CPSAS, CPSMT
2 3.0 Approve Final Reg. Amendment and Analysis for Changes to Sardine Allocation Action X CPSAS, CPSMT

B. Salmon Mgmt Continued
6 2.5 Final Action on 2003 Salmon Management Measures Action SAS, STT

8.0

Adopt final 2003 Incidental Catch Regs for Salmon Troll & Fixed-Gear Sablefish 
Fisheries

AGENDA TOPICS/COMMENTS
REVIEW PRIORITY

PRELIMINARY DRAFT COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA, APRIL 7-11, 2003, VANCOUVER, WA



5:14 PM; 8/26/2013 Exhibit H.7.a
Draft April Agenda

March 2003

Copy of ExH7a_Draft April Agenda.xls 2

AG COUNCIL
# E TASK SSC HC Other or *Not at Mtg1/AGENDA TOPICS/COMMENTS

REVIEW PRIORITY

PRELIMINARY DRAFT COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA, APRIL 7-11, 2003, VANCOUVER, WA

Friday, April 11
E. Groundfish Management (continued) - 8 am

6 1.0 Status of the Programmatic Groundfish FMP EFH EIS Info X GAP, GMT
7 0.5 U.S. - Canada Whiting Agreement Info GAP, GMT
8 1.0 Groundfish Strategic Pln Implementation Info GAP, GMT

Fleet Reduction; Permit Stacking; Open Access Limitation

B. Salmon Mgmt (continued)
7 0.5 Clarification of Final Action on Salmon Management Measures (If Necessary) Action SAS, STT

I. Administration
1 0.5 Annual Coast Guard Report Info ALL
2 0.8 Legislative Matters - Rpt of the Legislative Committee (rpt on buyback, etc.) Action
3 0.3 Appointments to Advisory Bodies, Standing Com., & Other Forums Action

GMT, HMSAS, SSC, STT, & Other Replacements or Additions?
4 0.5 Workload Planning and Results of Staff Strategic Goals Workshop Info
5 0.5 Draft June Agenda Action

5.6
1/  Anticipates each advisory subpanel will review agenda items for its particular FMP.

Informational Reports (available in Briefing Book, but no time scheduled on Agenda):
1
2

Other Possible Agenda Items:
Status of the Programmatic Groundfish FMP EIS
Development of COP on Red/Green Thresholds for Multi-Year Mgmt
MRFSS Update

Due Dates:
Invitation Memo: 3/4
FR Notice: 3/14
Meeting Notice Mailed: 3/17
Final day to submit draft BB items for supervisory review: COB 3/19
Final day to receive public comments for placement in BB: COB 3/21
Cover memos for Ancillary Meetings: Noon 3/24
Briefing Book Mailing: COB 3/27
Final Day to receive public comments for distribution to Council on first day of mtg: COB 4/1



3

Day Group Start Time Staffing
Sunday:

A. GMT 1:00 PM Thur. JDD/MDB
KFMC 1:00 PM Fri.

Monday:
B. GAP 8:00 AM Thur. JDD/MDB
C. SAS 8:00 AM Fri. CAT
D. STT 8:00 AM Fri. CAT
E. SSC 8:00 AM Tue DAW
F. HC 10:00 AM Mon. JDG
G. Legislative 10:00 AM Mon. DM/DAW

Chair's Briefing 3:30 PM Mon. DM/JC

Tuesday:
H. EC 5:30 PM Thur. JLS

Wednesday:
I. CPSAS 8:00 AM Thur.- noon DAW
J. CPSMT 8:00 AM Thur.- noon DAW

Thursday:
   Continuation of CPSAS, CPSMT, EC, SAS, and STT

Friday:
   Continuation of EC, SAS, and STT

Through

ANCILLARY MEETINGS AT APRIL COUNCIL MEETING
Continuing





Exhibit H.7.b. 
Supplemental GMT Report 

March 2003 
 
 

GROUNDFISH MANAGEMENT TEAM (GMT) COMMENTS ON 
APRIL 2003 COUNCIL MEETING AGENDA 

 
The Groundfish Management Team (GMT) plans to begin its meeting in April on either Saturday evening 
or Sunday morning.  The GMT respectfully requests that the Council not take up groundfish management 
issues until Wednesday, April 9, in order to give the GMT and the Groundfish Advisory Subpanel sufficient 
time for discussion. 
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