
Trawl Gear Modifications EFP 
Chinook Bycatch Management

Supplemental NMFS Report, Agenda Item I.3
PFMC Meeting, Vancouver, WA

March 12, 2017

1

Agenda Item I.3.a
Supplemental NMFS PPT (Hooper)

March 2017



Introduction

• The EFP needs to include measures to ensure that impacts remain 
within scope of current ESA coverage

• NMFS proposed an adaptive management approach, but EFP 
participants and Council members expressed desire for greater 
certainty

• A cap would provide:
• Certainty for EFP participants to plan operations
• Certainty that EFP participants will be accountable for salmon 

bycatch
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Midwater rockfish 
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3,547 Chinook
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May-Dec
Remainder

EFP Non-EFP
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NMFS baseline bycatch rate proposal

Total GF MT Total # Chinook Bycatch rate
68,536 1,727 0.025
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NMFS baseline bycatch rate proposal

Concerns:
(1) Regional bycatch rates include slope trips, but EFP only shoreward of RCA (0-100 fathoms)
(2) Bycatch rates based on selective flatfish trawl, whereas EFP would allowed hooded nets

(could be underestimate if SFFT has lesser bycatch rates of stonger swimming salmon)
(3) Bycatch rates based on total groundfish landings, whereas EFP expected to be mainly rockfish
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Total GF MT Total # Chinook Bycatch rate
68,536 1,727 0.025



Better to use NMFS report mid-water non-whiting bycatch rates? 

• Resolves issues from Table 24 (recent B trawl) if filter if only select 0-100 fathom data
• But only contains 2014 data, an atypically high bycatch rate year

Comparison in 0-100 fathoms:
2011-2014 selective flatfish   = 0.0536 chinook per MT
2014 mid-water trawl = 0.9606      

2014 mid-water trawl 17.9 x higher
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Even better to use the GMT rates from Nov EFP?

Since based on data filtered specifically to where and how EFP will be fished,
and bycatch rates based on rockfish landings

EDCP = BTM trawl from 1995-1999

WCGOP = MWT from 2011-2015
(so many more years than NMFS)
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Comparison

Added more relatable rate:
• If catch fewer MT of GF per 

Chinook, then would be 
exceeding the bycatch rate 
limit

Take home:
• GMT expects EFP catch

to be ~3-4.5 MT per Chinook
• 9-17 times lower than Table 

24 base NMFS proposal

Conclusion:
For the EFP to be functional, may want to consider higher bycatch rates such as those of GMT options 
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NMFS has indicated may want regional bycatch rates due to concerns with individual 
Chinook salmon stocks

As earlier, using Table 24 bycatch rates which are lower than expected could hinder functionality of EFP

Sheer 
off S42 
for now
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Map of regions

Focus on N42 for now.
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Regional bycatch rates as requested:

• Based on GMT pooled EDCP and WCGOP
(of the stringently filtered hauls to match EFP)

• Pooling done due to low sample sizes
• And most importantly since similar bycatch 

ratesNote: there was at least 1 haul in Blanco to CA, so showing total does not 
violate confidentiality since CA to Mendocino is not the total – north of falcon –
blanco to falcon
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Lighting strikes drive impacts throughout coast
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(1) Drive up bycatch rates used for the 
3,547 projection

(2) Co-op style rules could be helpful to 
prevent lightning strikes

(3) If able to avoid, then less than 3,547 
would be expected even if catch full IFQ 
allocations of rockfish



Take Home
• Total harvest guideline:  3,547 Chinook   (EFP + non-EFP)
• EFP vs. non-EFP harvest guidelines

• Industry input on appropriate split preferable to speculative 
projections by the GMT or NMFS

• Area-specific bycatch rates to track distribution of bycatch
• March – May harvest guideline:  800 Chinook   
• Regular check-ins with participants

• Weekly monitoring reports
• Bi-monthly meetings – May, July/August, October/November

• If a harvest guideline is approached or exceeded, triggers review
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