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Cost Recovery in the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act (MSA)
•

16 U.S.C. 1853a MSA § 303A
(e) COST RECOVERY. – In establishing a limited access privilege program, a Council shall—

Develop a methodology and the means to identify and assess the management, data collection
and analysis, and enforcement programs that are directly related to and in support of the
program; and
provide, under section 304(d)(2), for a program of fees paid by limited access privilege holders
that will cover the costs of management, data collection and analysis, and enforcement
activities:

•

304(d)(2):
–

Secretary of Commerce is authorized to collect a fee to recover the actual costs directly related to
the management, data collection, and enforcement of any limited access privilege program (LAPP).

–

Such fees may not exceed 3% of the ex-vessel value of the fish harvested under the LAPP.

–

Shall be collected:
• At time of landing
• Filing of landing report
• Sale of fish during the fishing season; or
• In the last quarter of the calendar year in which the fish is harvested

–

Fees collected are
• in addition to any other fees charged under the MSA; and
• deposited in the Limited Access System Administration Fund (LASAF)
• Available, without appropriation or fiscal year limitation, only to the Secretary for the
purpose of administering and implementing the MSA in the fishery in which the fees were
collected

The MSA provides a framework for developing the CRP, and we have identified several
key questions that must be discussed:
1.

Could one CRP applicable to both the trawl and sablefish fisheries be created for
implementation in 2012?

2.

How should fee collection be structured? For each sector:
a. Who is responsible for paying the fee?
b. Who is responsible for collecting the fee?
c. How often is the fee assessed and collected?
d. How is the fee assessed?
e. How is fee collection enforced?

3.

How are costs associated with running the catch share program identified and
calculated?

4.

How is the value of the fishery calculated?

5.

Where do the collected fees go, how are they reallocated, and to whom are they
reallocated?

6.

Can collection/ reallocation of fees be done in coordination with the states?

Other regions’ CRPs provide us with examples or options for how we may proceed.

1) Could one CRP applicable to both the trawl and sablefish
fisheries be created for implementation in 2012?

2.1) How should fee collection be structured for the Shorebased IFQ
sector?

* There is not an easy
or obvious way of
assessing the fee such
that the privilege
holder is held directly
accountable for
paying the fee
without creating
excessive
administrative costs.
There is a tradeoff
between ease of use
for industry and cost
for NMFS, although
increased NMFS costs
could result in an
increased fee for
industry. (i.e. It is
potentially less work
for NMFS to collect
annually from the 1st
receiver because it
streamlines payment,
and improves ease of
collection of fees. This
method may not be
easier for 1st
receivers.)*

2.2) How should fee collection be structured for catcher-processor
and mothership sectors?

3) How are costs associated with running the catch share program
identified and calculated?

4) How is the value of the fishery calculated?

5) Where do the collected fees go, how are they reallocated, and to
whom are they reallocated?

6) Can collection/ reallocation of fees be done in coordination with
the states?

