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Biological Opinions

* In 2012 NMFS and US Fish and Wildlife Service
completed biological opinions on the Groundfish
Fishery.

e NMFS BiOp covered:

e Southern green sturgeon, eulachon, marine mammals,
and leatherback sea turtles.

 USFWS BiOp covered:

e Short-tailed albatross, marbled murrelet, California least
tern, southern sea otter, and bull trout.



The Workgroup — Who We Are

e The Workgroup consist of representatives from:
e West Coast Groundfish Observer Program
* NMFS West Coast Region
e USFWS
e State management agencies
e Tribal representative

e 4 Taxa Experts (marine mammals, sea turtles, eulachon,
seabirds)



Workgroup Meeting

* The Workgroup met over 3 days and received 6
reports.
e Southern green sturgeon
e Eulachon
e Humpback whales
Short-tailed albatross
Effort
Night setting



Overall of Recommendations

* Implement logbooks for all Federal fisheries to
improve documentation of fishery activities.

* Examine statistical methods being used in the drift
gillnet fishery to address rare events with protected
species to see if they are applicable to the
Groundfish fishery.



Effort Report

* Required by the BiOp — done biennially

e Examine changes in fishing effort by gear type that may
result from the implementation of the IFQ fishery.

* Take home messages
e |FQ - Trawl and fixed gear, have shifted northward.
e Tow hours for bottom trawl have decreased.

* No Workgroup recommendations.



Humpback Whales

 There were no documented takes of humpback
whales from 2010-2013.

 |ITS - 5 year average of 1 whale per year, and up to 3
whales per year in a single year.

e ITS has not been exceeded.

* One take in 2014, outside of reporting period, will
be addressed through next reporting cycle.



Humpback Whales
Recommendations

e Address potential future problems of interaction
with stored or derelict gear:

* |nvestigate whether storing gear at sea is of a magnitude
to warrant regulatory changes (e.g. surveying
fishermen).

* Promote voluntary use of gear-finder technology.



Leatherback Sea Turtles

e There were no documented takes of leatherback
sea turtles from 2010-2013.

 |ITS - 5-year average of 0.38 turtles per year and up
to 1 turtle in a single year.

e ITS has not been exceeded.



Leatherback Sea Turtle
Recommendations

* Address potential future problems by increasing
documentation of turtle interactions.

* Add to observer training a requirement to take pictures
of any sea turtles that are brought onboard, if feasible.

 Modify observer coverage plan to increase the
coverage rate in the open access fishery.

e The Workgroup notes that moderate increases in observer
coverage does not lead to a more realistic estimate for those
species where fishery interactions are rare. Also, in fisheries
with moderate interactions with particularly critical species,
increasing observer coverage will result in tighter confidence
estimates.



Fulachon

e Take in 2011 was 1,624 fish, with 1,271 fish caught
in the catcher processor sector.

e Take in 2013 was 5,115 fish, with 4,139 fish caught
in shoreside whiting fishery.

e ITS— 1,004 fish per year.
e The ITS has been exceeded.



Fulachon Recommendations

e Reinitiation or a modification to the ITS on
eulachon. This should include an estimate that
accounts for the variation in eulachon abundance,
and includes the shorebased hake fishery, as well as
bottom trawl and at-sea sectors.



Green Sturgeon

e 4.4 fish in 2010, 20.9 fish in 2011, 12.1 fish in 2012, and
5.5 fish in 2013, all from the IFQ bottom trawl| and at-
sea sectors.

* ITS —

* Non-lethal bycatch handling - 28 fish per year, and up to 86
fish per year in no more than 2 years within a period of 9
consecutive year

e Lethal bycatch — 2 fish per year, and up to 7 fish per year in no
more than 2 year within a period of 9 consecutive years

* ITS has not been exceeded.
e No recommendations at this time.



Short-tailed albatross

e 2012-2013 average short-tailed albatross take,
using expanded annual estimates of black-footed
albatross (BFAL) as a proxy ranged from 1.35 to
3.4/STAL per year, using a lower short-tailed
albatross global population estimate to 1.45 to 3.75

STAL per year, using a higher global population
estimate.

 ITS —yearly average of one STAL, and not to exceed
an average of 2 over a 2 year period.

e The ITS has been exceeded



Short-tailed albatross
recommendations

e Reinitiate consultation -

e Develop an ITS that adapts to population estimates; population estimate
could be based on yearly population growth, averages over several
years, etc.

e Update the ITS estimate to include new information, (e.g., the 25%
increase in the short-tailed albatross population since the 2011 take
estimate was calculated, improved estimates in relative abundance and
distribution of short-tailed albatross to black-footed albatross).

* Incorporate new fishing gear modifications and potential future
changes.

e Redo the Risk Assessment



Night Setting

e Recommendation

e Consider delaying implementation of the night setting
exemption.

e Further analysis should include an examination of
implementing streamer lines for boats smaller than 55
ft, floating gear, night setting, differences in encounter
rates based on area and depth, and sector, and a
comparison of the effectiveness at reducing seabird
bycatch between streamer lines and night setting.



Biennial Reporting Process

Winter Even Year/ Early in Odd Year — Biennial
Fleetwide Expanded Bycach reports are drafted

Spring in Odd Year — WkGrp meeting to discuss
biennial bycatch reports

June Odd Year Council Meeting — Workgroup
recommendations are presented to Council

Fall in Odd Year — Workgroup Recommendations
forwarded from the Council




Annual Reports

Summer in Every Year —annual
observed bycatch tables are
distributed to Workgroup

Fall/Winter Every Year —
Workgroup meets to discuss
annual reports, if necessary.




Council Action

e Recommendations — Council Action



Overall

Workgroup recommendations:

1. Implement logbooks for all Federal fisheries to improve documentation of fishery
activities.

2. Examine statistical methods being used in the drift gillnet fishery to address rare events
with protected species to see if they are applicable to the Groundfish fishery.

Humpback Whales

Workgroup recommendations:

1. Because there were no takes during the time period, there is no overage to address.
2. Address potential future problems of interaction with stored or derelict gear:
a. Investigate whether storing gear at sea is of a magnitude to warrant regulatory
changes (e.g. surveying fishermen).
b. Promote voluntary use of gear-finder technology.

Leatherback Sea turtles

Workgroup recommendations:

1. Because there were no takes during the time period, there is no overage to address.

2. Address potential future problems by increasing documentation of turtle interactions:

3. Add to observer training a requirement to take pictures of any sea turtles that are
brought onboard, if feasible.

4. Modify observer coverage plan to increase the coverage rate in the open access
fishery.

a. The Workgroup notes that moderate increases in observer coverage does not
lead to a more realistic estimate for those species where fishery interactions
are rare. Also, in fisheries with moderate interactions with particularly critical
species, increasing observer coverage will result in tighter confidence
estimates.

Eulachon

Workgroup recommendations:

1. Intwo years during the current reporting period, there is an overage of take that is
possibly attributable to population fluctuations.

2. Reinitiation or a modification to the ITS on eulachon. This should include an estimate
that accounts for the variation in eulachon abundance, and includes the shorebased hake
fishery, as well as bottom trawl and at-sea sectors.



Green Sturgeon
Workgroup recommendations:

1. Because the takes were fewer than projected, there is no overage to address.

2. The Workgroup did not have any recommendations at this time. When better estimates
are available, the Workgroup would consider the new information and make any
recommendations, which may include reinitiation or modification of the ITS, as
appropriate.

Short-tailed albatross
Workgroup Recommendations:

1. Because the take exceeded the ITS, there is an overage to address by reinitiating
consultation -

a. Develop an ITS that adapts to population estimates; population estimate could be
based on yearly population growth, averages over several years, etc.

b. Update the ITS estimate to include new information, (e.g., the 25% increase in the
short-tailed albatross population since the 2011 take estimate was calculated,
improved estimates in relative abundance and distribution of short-tailed albatross
to black-footed albatross).

c. Incorporate new fishing gear modifications and potential future changes.

d. Details would be addressed in consultation between NMFS and USFWS.

Night setting exemption
Workgroup Recommendations:

1. Recommend that the Council consider recommending NMFS delay implementing a night
setting exemption to the streamer line requirement and wait for further vetting through
the Council and its advisory bodies. The Workgroup believes the priority is to finalize
the current streamer regulation (without further delay) and make modifications in the near
future. This recommendation was not supported by some on the Workgroup who believe
the exemption is appropriate for implementation.

2. Recommend the Council request NMFS redo the risk assessment as part of the
reinitiation.

3. Further analysis and consideration of management measures should include an
examination of implementing streamer lines for boats smaller than 55 ft, floating gear,
night setting, differences in encounter rates based on area and depth, and sector, and a
comparison of the effectiveness at reducing seabird bycatch between streamer lines and
night setting.
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Good afternoon, my name is Sarah Williams from NMFS, I am here representing the Groundfish Endangered Species Workgroup, and will be giving you the report of the Workgroups meeting and their recommendations.

Before I get to that I’d like to give you some background on how we got here

Who the workgroup is and what it does

Then I’ll move into the meat and tell you about the bycatch of the listed species covered under the NMFS and Fish and Wildlife Biops

I’ll Present a few overall recommendations, as well as species specific recommendations

Talk about a night setting exemption to the seabird streamer lines requirement.

And finally talk about the reporting cycle for the bycatch and workgroup reports.

1



Biological Opinions

In 2012 NMFS and US Fish and Wildlife Service completed biological opinions on the Groundfish Fishery.

NMFS BiOp covered:

Southern green sturgeon, eulachon, marine mammals, and leatherback sea turtles.

USFWS BiOp covered:

Short-tailed albatross, marbled murrelet, California least tern, southern sea otter, and bull trout. 





Because this is the 1st time the Council is hearing from the Workgroup I wanted to give you some background of how we got here.

In 2012, 2 biological opinions were completed on the Groundfish fishery.

In December 2012, NMFS completed a biological opinion (BiOp) that consulted on the continuing operation of the Pacific Coast groundfish fishery and its effects on eulachon, green sturgeon, humpback whales, Steller sea lions, and leatherback sea turtles.

In November 2012, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) completed a BiOp that consulted on the continuing operation of the fishery and its effects on short-tailed albatross, marbled murrelet, California least tern, southern sea otter, and bull trout.  

The NMFS BiOp concluded that the ongoing operation of the Groundfish fishery was likely to adversely affect eulachon, green sturgeon, humpback whales, Steller sea lions, and leatherback sea turtles or their critical habitat, but was not likely to jeopardize those species.

Since the NMFS BiOp was completed, Steller sea lions have been delisted.  Therefore, the Workgroup will not be addressing Steller sea lions and no bycatch report was drafted.  

The USFWS BiOp concluded that the ongoing operation of the Groundfish fishery would not jeopardize the continued existence of short-tailed albatross, and concurred with the NMFS Biological Assessment which concluded that the fishery is not likely to adversely affect marbled murrelet, California least tern, southern sea otter, bull trout, and not effect bull trout critical habitat.
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The Workgroup – Who We Are

The Workgroup consist of representatives from:

West Coast Groundfish Observer Program

NMFS West Coast Region

USFWS

State management agencies

Tribal representative

4 Taxa Experts (marine mammals, sea turtles, eulachon, seabirds)







In addition to the regular biop provisions, such as incidental take statements, the NMFS biop specified that NMFS should “develop a Pacific Coast Groundfish and Endangered Species Workgroup.” and the Council formed the Workgroup as and the Terms of Reference were drafted.

The Workgroup consist of representatives from the West Coast Groundfish Observer Program, NMFS West Coast Region, USFWS, representatives of State management agencies, a tribal representative, and 4 taxa experts.



In general the Workgroup’s objectives and duties are to recommend new analyses to improve bycatch estimates, consider if the Incidental Take Statement (ITS) amounts are appropriate, consider if new information reveals effects not considered in the biological opinion, and propose for Council consideration, conservation and management measures to minimize bycatch of listed species in the Groundfish fishery 

3



Workgroup Meeting

The Workgroup met over 3 days and received 6 reports.

Southern green sturgeon

Eulachon 

Humpback whales

Short-tailed albatross

Effort

Night setting





To fulfill our objectives, bycatch reports were drafted and the Workgroup met to review those reports.

The Workgroup met over 3 days and received bycatch reports from the Northwest and Southwest science Centers and from WCGOP, on green sturgeon, eulachon, humpback whales, short-tailed albatross, fishing effort, and finally a report on the effect on seabird bycatch when setting gear at night.

Next I’ll give you a summary of each report and the Workgroup’s recommendations.
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Overall of Recommendations

Implement logbooks for all Federal fisheries to improve documentation of fishery activities.

Examine statistical methods being used in the drift gillnet fishery to address rare events with protected species to see if they are applicable to the Groundfish fishery.







In addition to species specific recommendations the Workgroup has some overall recommendations that address common themes from our meeting.



As you can imagine one of the limitations of addressing listed species bycatch is that they are rarely encountered.  Therefore the Workgroup discussed various ways to increase information regarding the take of listed species.  We also discussed how different stastical methods could be used in estimating bycatch.



Therefore, the Workgroup has 2 overall recommendations.

First, for the Council and NMFS to implement logbooks for all Federal fisheries.

The Workgroup believes this would reduce some of the uncertainty in bycatch estimates for fisheries that are not monitored at optimal coverage rates.  Further, if logbooks were to be implemented, input from various stakeholders would be useful to help examine the trade-offs in deciding what information to require in the logbook.

Second, the workgroup was made aware of the work being done in the DGN fishery examining rare event bycatch estimation.  Therefore, the Workgroup will be examining the statistical methods being used in the DGN fishery to see if they are applicable to the Groundfish fishery. 
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Effort Report

Required by the BiOp – done biennially

Examine changes in fishing effort by gear type that may result from the implementation of the IFQ fishery.

Take home messages

IFQ - Trawl and fixed gear, have shifted northward.

Tow hours for bottom trawl have decreased.

No Workgroup recommendations.





 The first report was an effort report from Dr. Kayleigh Somers.

This reports was required in the BiOp.



There are 2 take home message from this report:

In the IFQ fleet - both with trawl and fixed gear – effort has shifted northward, relative to pre-IFQ bottom trawl.  At this time no conclusions have been made about the significance of this change.  But it is a change in fishing behavior.  

Second, is that since the implementation of IFQ, tow hours for bottom trawl and fixed gear have decreased close to the low end of the historical range.  However, the amount of retained Groundfish has not decreased as dramatically.

At this time the Workgroup did not have any recommendations on this report. 
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Humpback Whales

There were no documented takes of humpback whales from 2010-2013.

ITS - 5 year average of 1 whale per year, and up to 3 whales per year in a single year. 

ITS has not been exceeded.

One take in 2014, outside of reporting period, will be addressed through next reporting cycle.







Humpback whales

The workgroup received a report from Dr Brad Hanson on the take of humpback whales in the Groundfish fishery.

There were no documented takes of humpback whales from 2010-2013, the most recent reporting period.

The incidental take statement allows for a 5 year average of 1 whale per year, and up to 3 whales per year in a single year.

Therefore at this time take has not exceeded the ITS.

Dr. Hanson reported that a humpback whale was entangled in 2014 in the limited entry sablefish fishery, and that more information would be included in the next biennial report.

Finally, the status of humpback whales is being updated, this information may also be addressed in the next biennial reporting cycle.
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Humpback Whales Recommendations

Address potential future problems of interaction with stored or derelict gear:

Investigate whether storing gear at sea is of a magnitude to warrant regulatory changes (e.g. surveying fishermen).

Promote voluntary use of gear-finder technology.





Relative to humpback whales the Workgroup discussed issues surrounding gear, and how to mark that gear.

Several conservation recommendations in the bycatch report centered around gear and the Workgroup had a productive discussion surrounding those issues.

One issue we wanted to highlight was the interaction with stored or derelict gear.

Because the Workgroup did not know the magnitude of these issues we recommend that further investigation be done to see whether storing gear at sea is of a magnitude to warrant regulatory changes, which may be done by surveying fishermen

And also that the voluntary use of gear finder technology be promoted. This would aid fishermen in finding lost or derelict gear that might interact with whales.
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Leatherback Sea Turtles

There were no documented takes of leatherback sea turtles from 2010-2013.

ITS - 5-year average of 0.38 turtles per year and up to 1 turtle in a single year.

ITS has not been exceeded.







The Workgroup received a report from Dr. Tomo Eguchi on the bycatch of leatherback sea turtles.

There has only been one leatherback sea turtle take, in the open access pot fishery in 2008. 

The incidental take amount is a 5 year average of 0.38 turtles, and up to 1 turtle in any single year.

Therefore, we have not exceeded the ITS amount.
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Leatherback Sea Turtle Recommendations

Address potential future problems by increasing documentation of turtle interactions.

Add to observer training a requirement to take pictures of any sea turtles that are brought onboard, if feasible.

Modify observer coverage plan to increase the coverage rate in the open access fishery.  

The Workgroup notes that moderate increases in observer coverage does not lead to a more realistic estimate for those species where fishery interactions are rare.  Also, in fisheries with moderate interactions with particularly critical species, increasing observer coverage will result in tighter confidence estimates.







Similar to other rare event species leatherback sea turtle estimates are challenging.  For leatherbacks in the Groundfish fishery it is especially challenging since we are using the take of one turtle to make fleetwide bycatch estimates. 

Therefore, the Workgroup makes the following recommendations

Overall the Workgroup discussed ways to address potential future interactions, by increasing documentation of turtle interactions.

The Workgroup does note that leatherbacks sightings are reported by the Observer program.

Therefore, one way to address increasing the documentation would be to add to Observer training a requirement to take pictures of turtles brought onboard, if possible.

Another way to increase documentation of interactions is to increase Observer coverage.

The Workgroup had a long discussion regarding observer coverage, relative to all species covered in the biop.  The one take of a leatherback sea turtle was in the OA pot fishery, which has a less than optimal observer coverage rate.



Therefore the Workgroup recommends that Observer coverage could be modified to increase coverage on a rotating basis , for example focusing more heavily on one fishery in a given year.

While the Workgroup makes this recommendation we understand that moderate increases in Observer coverage does not lead to more realistic estimates for such rare species, but felt as though in fisheries with moderate interactions with listed species increasing observer coverage may result in a higher confidene of bycatch estimates. 

This recommendation would obviously increase the confidence in estimates regarding the bycatch of the other listed species, not just sea turtles.
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Eulachon

Take in 2011 was 1,624 fish, with 1,271 fish caught in the catcher processor sector.

Take in 2013 was 5,115 fish, with 4,139 fish caught in shoreside whiting fishery.

ITS – 1,004 fish per year.

The ITS has been exceeded.





The Workgroup received a report from Dr. Rick Gustafson on the bycatch of eulachon in the groudfish fishery.  

Take in the various Groundfish fisheries has exceeded the ITS amount of 1,004 fish per year.

In 2011 the take of 1,624 fish, with the majority come from the CP sector.

In 2013 the take was 5,115 fish, with the majority coming from the shoreside whiting fishery.
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Eulachon Recommendations

Reinitiation or a modification to the ITS on eulachon.  This should include an estimate that accounts for the variation in eulachon abundance, and includes the shorebased hake fishery, as well as bottom trawl and at-sea sectors.







It was noted at the meeting that the ITS amount was based on years of low eulachon abundance and may no longer be appropriate.

Adding this, to the exceedances of the ITS, the Workgroup recommends either reinitiation of consultation or a modification of the ITS.

Further, any reinitiation or modification should include a take estimate that accounts for the variability in this species abundance and should cover take in the bottom trawl and at-sea sectors.

Building ITS amounts that are more adaptable to variability was a topic of discussion, and you’ll see the Workgroup recommendations reflect those discussion.  

The Workgroup also discussed the state managed pink shrimp fishery, and while not part of the biop, we did want to note that the recent voluntary use of lighted gear is showing great promise in reducing eulachon bycatch in the pink shrimp fishery.
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Green Sturgeon

4.4 fish in 2010, 20.9 fish in 2011, 12.1 fish in 2012, and 5.5 fish in 2013, all from the IFQ bottom trawl and at-sea sectors.  

ITS –  

Non-lethal bycatch handling - 28 fish per year, and up to 86 fish per year in no more than 2 years within a period of 9 consecutive year

Lethal bycatch – 2 fish per year, and up to 7 fish per year in no more than 2 year within a period of 9 consecutive years

ITS has not been exceeded.

No recommendations at this time.





The Workgroup received a report from Dr. Yong-Woo Lee on the bycatch of green sturgeon in the groundfish fishery.  Green sturgeon encounters have only been documented in LE bottom trawl (prior to 2012) and IFQ bottom trawl, and at-sea sectors

Because only the Southern Distinct Population segment (DPS) of green sturgeon is listed under the ESA, a ratio of southern to northern DPS fish was applied to take estimates from the groundfish fishery. This ratio, derived from genetic work done by the SWFSC estimates the proportion of green sturgeon take to each DPS.

Therefore, take estimates from Washington and Oregon are allocated 55% to the Southern DPS

And take estimates from California are allocated 90% to the Southern DPS.

Therefore that take was 4.4 fish in 2010, 20.9 fish in 2011, 12.1 fish 2012, and 5.5 fish in 2013.

Therefore the ITS has not been exceeded.

The Workgroup did not have any recommendations at this time.  When better estimates are available, and more genetic work is done, the Workgroup would consider the new information and make any recommendations, which may include reinitiation or modification of the ITS, as appropriate.  
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Short-tailed albatross

2012-2013 average short-tailed albatross take, using expanded annual estimates of black-footed albatross (BFAL) as a proxy ranged from 1.35 to 3.4/STAL per year, using a lower short-tailed albatross global population estimate to 1.45 to 3.75 STAL per year, using a higher global population estimate. 

ITS – yearly average of one STAL, and not to exceed an average of 2 over a 2 year period.

The ITS has been exceeded





With seabird we have 2 separate issues

The first is take of seabirds relative to the ITS the second is the night setting exemption.  I will walk through those separately, but you’ll see some of the recommendations go back and forth.



So on the take

The Workgroup received a report from Dr. Tom Good on the bycatch of short-tailed albatross (STAL) in the groundfish fishery.  Only one short-tailed albatross has been caught in a West Coast Groundfish fishery, and that was in the sablefish longline fishery in 2011.  

However, recall that Because short-tailed albatross takes have been too rare to accurately quantify fleet-wide bycatch levels, we are using black-footed albatross as a surrogate or proxy species to estimate the annual mortality rate of short-tailed albatross.  So, the use of BFAL bycatch rate as a surrogate for STAL bycatch rate is not based on their observed numbers, it's based on mortality as a proportion of both species' global population.

The most recent (2012-2013) average short-tailed albatross take, using expanded annual estimates of black-footed albatross (BFAL) as a proxy ranged from 1.35 to 3.4/STAL per year, using a lower short-tailed albatross global population estimate to 1.45 to 3.75 STAL per year, using a higher global population estimate. 

Therefore, take has exceeded the ITS.
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Short-tailed albatross recommendations

Reinitiate consultation - 

Develop an ITS that adapts to population estimates; population estimate could be based on yearly population growth, averages over several years, etc.

Update the ITS estimate to include new information, (e.g., the 25% increase in the short-tailed albatross population since the 2011 take estimate was calculated, improved estimates in relative abundance and distribution of short-tailed albatross to black-footed albatross).

Incorporate new fishing gear modifications and potential future changes.

Redo the Risk Assessment





Because the take has been exceeded on short-tailed albatross, the Workgroup recommends that consultation be reinitiated.

The workgroup also recommends that in the reinitiation several issues be addressed

We had a lengthy discussion around setting an ITS that would adapt to population changes

We also recommend that the ITS include the new information we received from Dr. Good.

Finally, the use of floating gear has been identified since the biop was completed and this should be included along with potential changes to fishing areas and gear changes.



So that is the last species we need to cover relative to bycatch and ITS amount.



7th inning stretch, here we are.
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Night Setting

Recommendation

Consider delaying implementation of the night setting exemption.

Further analysis should include an examination of implementing streamer lines for boats smaller than 55 ft, floating gear, night setting, differences in encounter rates based on area and depth, and sector, and a comparison of the effectiveness at reducing seabird bycatch between streamer lines and night setting.





I’m going to switch gears now from the biological opinion and bycatch to talking about the possible night setting exemption in the streamer lines rule.

You heard about research that was completed on this issue, among others, in April from Ed Melvin.  Because you heard the analysis in April I won’t go into too much detail here but will focus on the Workgroups discussion and recommendations.

The Workgroup discussed the trade-offs between including the exemption in the NMFS final rule on streamer lines versus delaying  the night setting exemption and instead including it with other issues such as the use of floating gear, in a subsequent Council action.  Floating gear and night setting were identified after the proposed rule was published.  Both of these issues could be addressed through reinitiation with USFWS.  

Along those lines, the Workgroup discussed the benefit of the night setting exemption being reviewed through the Council process including input from the Council’s GMT, GAP, and EC.

Finally, some Workgroup members believed the night setting exemption was appropriate for implementation through the NMFS final rule on streamer lines.

Therefore, while the Workgroup recommends delaying the implementation of the night setting exemption, as I said before, there were some who thought it was ready for implementation.
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Biennial Reporting Process





And what governmental body report would be complete without discussing process.



The BiOp requires annual and biennial reports from the bycatch teams.  The annual reports will be available after data from the previous year has gone through agency QA/QC

The biennial reports will feed into the biennial Workgroup evaluation of the reports and methods, and these reports would be used by the Worgroup to make any recommendations for the following spex cycle.

So starting from the left.

In the Winter of the Even year or early in the odd year, biennial fleetwide expanded bycatch reports are drafted.

Then in the spring of the odd year, Workgroup would meet to discuss the iennial reports

Same as this year, we could come to the June council meeting with any recommendations.

Then in the fall the workgroup recommendations, if any were appropriate for the spex, would be added to that process.

One last side note is that the Workgroup may also make recommendations regarding sampling, coverage, and other items that would not be addressed through the harvest specifications.  Rather, recommendations from the Workgroup not addressed through the groundfish spex could be considered and addressed by NMFS through a separate process. 
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Winter Even Year/ Early in Odd Year – Biennial Fleetwide Expanded Bycach reports are drafted





Spring in Odd Year – WkGrp meeting to discuss biennial bycatch reports





June Odd Year Council Meeting – Workgroup recommendations are presented to Council





Fall in Odd Year – Workgroup Recommendations forwarded from the Council





























Annual Reports





Second reports are the annual reports.

And the biggest difference here is that the annual reports are not expanded fleetwide bycatch esimates, rather they are annual observed bycatch, so very different.

Then in the fall/winter of every year, the workgroup would meet to discuss any issues that have popped up, and this meeting would only be held if necessary.

Workgroup will report results of any meeting at November Council meeting
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Summer in Every Year – annual observed bycatch tables are distributed to Workgroup





Fall/Winter Every Year – Workgroup meets to discuss annual reports, if necessary.















Council Action

Recommendations – Council Action





We gave you a lot of recommendations to consider today. Some of them are Council action and some are for NMFS, and finally some will be addressed through the Reinitiation or are simply items that workgroup will be looking into.



Therefore, I gave Sandra a list that is simply the Workgroup recommendations pulled out of the Workgroup report, so if you you’d find that helpful we have that available.
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Questions
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