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MINUTES 

GULF OF MEXICO FISHERY MANAGEMENT COUNCIL 

ONE HUNDRED AND NINETY-FIRST MEETING 

BATON ROUGE, LOUISIANA 

SEPTEMBER 10,2003 

The 19 1 st meeting of the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council (Council) was called to 
order by Chairman- Jim Fensom at 8:30 a.m., Wednesday, September 10,2003 Council members 
in attendance were: 

VOTING MEMBERS 
Irby Basco .............................................................................................................................. Texas 
Karen Bell ............................................................................................................................ Florida 
Maumus Claverie ............................................................................................................. Louisiana 

............................................................................................ Roy Crabtree NOAA Fisheries, SERO 
James Fensom ...................................................................................................................... Florida 

.................................................................................................................. Myron Fischer Louisiana 
....................................................................... Karen Foote (designee for James Jenkins) Louisiana 

Joe Hendrix ............................................................................................................................. Texas 
Vernon Minton .................................................................................................................. Alabama 
Julie Morris .......................................................................................................................... Florida 
William Perret (designee for William Walker) ............................................................. Mississippi 
Robin Riechers (designee for Hal Osburn) ............................................................................ Texas 
David Saucier ................................................................................................................ Mississippi 

............................................................................................................ Walter Thomassie Louisiana 
Bobbi Walker .................................................................................................................... Alabama 
Kay Williams ................................................................................................................ Mississippi 
Roy Williams (designee for Ken Haddad) ........................................................................... Florida 

NON-VOTING MEMBERS 

Columbus Brown (designee for Sam Hamilton) ... U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Atlanta, Georgia 
RADM Robert Duncan ........................................................ 8th CG Dist, New Orleans, Louisiana 
LCDR John Sherlock(Designee for RADM Robert Duncan)8th CG Dist, New Orleans, Louisiana 
Larry Simpson ................ Gulf States Marine Fisheries Commission, Ocean Springs, Mississippi 



STAFF 

Steve Atran ................................................................................. Population Dynamics Statistician 
Kathy Conlon ............................................................................................ Transcription Specialist 
Lorna Evans ............................................................................................. Transcription Specialist 
Shepherd Grimes ..................................................................................... NOAA General Counsel 
Trish Kennedy .......................................................................................... Administrative Assistant 
Richard Leard ............................................................................................ Senior Fishery Biologist 
Cathy Readinger .......................................................................................... Administrative Officer 
Wayne Swingle ................................................................................................. Executive Director 

OTHER PARTICIPANTS 
Pam Baker ............................................................. Environmental Defense, Corpus Christi, Texas 
Jim Cowan ................................................... Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge, Louisiana 
David Cupka ............................................................ South Atlantic Fishery Management Council 
Sallie Davis ................................................... Gulf Restoration Network, New Orleans, Louisiana 
Ronald Dearmin ................................................................................ NMFS, Carriere, Mississippi 
John Gold ....................................................................................... Texas A&M University, Texas 
LT Mark Gordon ................................................................................. 7th CG Dist, Miami, Florida 
Peter Hood ......................................................................... NMFS, SERO, St. Petersburg, Florida 
LT Don Montoro .................................................................. 8th CG Dist, New Orleans, Louisiana 
Thomas McIlwain ........................................................................ NMFS, Pascagoula, Mississippi 
Dave McKinney .......................................................................................... NMFS, Austin, Texas 
Russell Nelson ............................................................................................ Oakland Park, Florida 
Scott Nichols ................................................................................ NMFS, Pascagoula, Mississippi 
David Nieland ........................................ Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge, Louisiana 
William Patterson .......................................... Dauphin Island Sea Lab, Dauphin Island, Alabama 
Phil Steele ........................................................................... NMFSISERO, St. Petersburg, Florida 

............................................................ Nadeira Sukhraj ReefKeeper International, Miami, Florida 
Russell Underwood ........................................................................................ Lynn Haven, Florida 
Donny Waters .................................................................................................... Pensacola, Florida 
Jim Weaver (designee for Roy Crabtree) ...................... National Marine Fisheries Service, SERO 
Wayne Werner ................................................................................................. Galliano, Louisiana 
Charles Wilson ............................................. Louisiana State University, Baton Rouge, Louisiana 
Larry Yarbrough .................................................................................. 71h CG Dist, Miami, Florida 
Bob Zales, I1 ..................... Panama City Boatmen's Association (PCBA), Panama City, Florida 

Chairman Jim Fensom read the opening statement and requested voice identification. Mr. Fensom 
presented Dr. James Weaver, National Marine Fisheries Service, a plaque to commemorate his 
service to the Council since 1998. 

Dr. Roy Crabtree swore in the appointed and re-appointed Council members: Walter Thomassie, 
Karen Bell, Myron Fischer, Bobbi Walker, and Kay Williams. 



. . Ado~t ion  of the Agenda 

The agenda was adopted with the following revisions: Mr. Fischer asked that his Gulf Safety 
Committee Report be given under Other Business. Ms. Williams asked that "Administrative 
Policy in Closed Session" be put under Other Business. 

A~prova l  of Minutes 

The minutes of the July 16,2003 Council Meeting held at the Naples Beach Resort in Naples, 
Florida were adopted with the following changes: On page 19, Mr. Grimes related that the Sth 
paragraph down, first line, "flush should be "flesh"; on page 23, 4th paragraph from the bottom 
of the page, second line from the top, "you can giving" should be "you can, given" and 
"available" should be inserted after "information"; On page 35, 6th paragraph from the top of 
the page, second line, "designated E F H  should be "designating EFH"; on page 55, 7th 
paragraph from the bottom of the page, second line, "submitting it to the Council" should be 
"submitting it to the agency". LT Montoro stated that on page 7, 3rd paragraph from the top of 
the page, second sentence, after "Lt. Montoro replied that any" add "commercial 65 foot". 

Address bv RADM Robert Duncan 

LCDR Sherlock introduced RADM Robert Duncan. He reported that RADM Duncan is 
presently serving as Commander of the Sth Coast Guard District and Commander of the Maritime 
Defense Command 8 with headquarters in New Orleans, Louisiana. RADM Duncan is 
responsible for U.S. Coast Guard operations covering 26 states, over 1,200 miles of coastline 
and over 10,000 miles of inland waterways from Florida to Mexico, including the entire 
navigable lengths of the Mississippi, Ohio, Missouri, Illinois, and Tennessee river systems. 
RADM Duncan is a 1972 graduate of the Coast Guard Academy. Some of the highlights of 
RADM Duncan's career include group commander of Coast Guard Group Charleston when 
Hurricane Hugo hit. He was instrumental in the clean up once the storm passed. He also served 
as commander of Coast Guard Group Woods Hole, Massachusetts in New England and Chief 
of Staff for the District Commander of the First Coast Guard District. He then served as the 
Assistant Superintendent of the Coast Guard Academy in Connecticut and in Operation Desert 
Storm. 

RADM Duncan expressed his pleasure addressing the Council and assured the members that 
the Coast Guard was committed to the conservation of the living marine resources and 
recognized these resources as a vital part of national security. He reported that the Coast Guard 
shared the Council's concern with regard to the many challenges facing managers as they 
continued their quest to ensure that future generations would enjoy a thriving ocean legacy. He 
related that the ocean and coastal zones were complex yet fragile environments vulnerable to 
the dynamic demands of an ever-increasing population. He added that it was critical that 
managers make the difficult decisions that would successfully benefit the long-term 
sustainability of these resources. RADM Duncan stated that he was very optimistic about the 
future of living marine resources in the Gulf of Mexico, and noted that since he took command 
in May, his designee, LCDR Sherlock, has informed him of the Council's unfaltering 



commitment to address important conservation issues. He was confident that the Council would 
continue to make the right decisions that were vital to keeping the resources stable. He opined 
that another critical component to successful management was cooperation between 
shareholders. A thriving partnership between the Council, the Coast Guard, NOAA, state and 
local agencies, and the public was essential in meeting resource objectives. He related that at 
the Council's May meeting in Panama City members of the 7th and Sth Coast Guard Districts had 
a listening session. The session was to seek input from sectors of the fishing industry and law 
enforcement. There was constructive feedback at the listening sessions from Council members, 
staff, members of the recreational and commercial fishing sectors, managers, conservationists, 
and enforcement partners to update the strategic plan specifically as it related to current fishery 
trends and future challenges. Effective management is essential to the continued success of the 
27 billion dollar commercial fishing industry and the 30 billion dollar recreational fishing 
industry. Ensuring the sustainability of marine resources can only be accomplished through 
clear, concise, and enforceable regulations. He encouraged that the Council continue to develop 
management plans that eliminated resource intensive enforcement efforts and considered 
creative mechanisms for monitoring and enforcement. The most effective regulations are based 
on effort control by trip limits, assisted by technology, i.e., VMS, and supported by appropriate 
penalties. He stated that he and his staff were committed to the Council process and the 
management philosophy. His focus was to meet the new challenges brought on by 911 1 and 
national security needs. He pointed out that the Coast Guard was making great strides in 
developing the necessary tools to meet the security needs of the nation. He reported that the 
Coast Guard took their role as guardians of homeland security very seriously and vowed to 
maintain the enforcement presence to give affect to the laws and nation through the management 
process setting the standard for maintaining the fisheries and the resources. He assured that the 
Coast Guard's focus was not only on security but on the protection of living marine resources. 
He shared an instance of safety at work by relating a story about a vessel, Waterworld, that had 
been cited for safety violations the previous year. Then, as it was trying to come into Sabine 
Pass to beat Hurricane Claudette it sank but, because of the safety training the crew had received 
from the Coast Guard, the crew was able to put out a mayday call and the Coast Guard was able 
to rescue them before the hurricane made a rescue impossible. He thanked the Council for their 
time. 

Mr. Fensom thanked the Coast Guard for their exemplary cooperation with the Council. 

Presentations of MARFIN Reuorts on Red Snauuer 

Dr. Dave Nieland presented a report on the stock structure of red snapper in the Northern Gulf 
of Mexico: "Is Their Management as a Single Stock Justified Based on Spatial and Temporal 
Patterns of Growth Rates and Reproduction? and Age, Size, and Mortality of Red Snapper 
Regulatory Discards." (Attachment 1) 

Dr. Will Patterson presented a report on the stock structure of red snapper in the Northern Gulf 
of Mexico: "Is Their Management as a Single Stock Justified Based on Spatial and Temporal 
Patterns of Otolith Microchemistry." (Attachment 2) 



Dr. John Gold presented a report on the stock structure of red snapper in the Northern Gulf of 
Mexico: "Is Their Management as a Single Stock Justified Based on Spatial and Temporal 
Patterns of Genetic Variation." (Attachment 3) 

Dr. Charles Wilson presented an overview and summary of the stock structure of red snapper 
in the Northern Gulf of Mexico. (Attachment 4) 

Mr. Perret asked Dr. Gold if there was any information obtained from the samples taken from 
the hypoxic zone in Louisiana. Dr. Gold responded that the samples were taken randomly and 
were intended to give an idea of the spatial distribution. Dr. Nieland added that the red 
snappers did not migrate away from the dead zone they just went higher in the water column to 
get away from the anoxic water, so these fish could be there year-round. 

Dr. Cowan related that an extensive diet analysis of the red snapper had been done and it was 
shown that the red snapper derived almost none of their nutrition from reef-associated fauna, 
they fed almost exclusively in the benthos. This hypoxia precluded the snappers from using the 
bottom for feeding, which could have an impact. 

Mr. Perret then asked if there was information that Texas was contributing fish to the North 
Central Gulf. Dr. Patterson responded that the net movement of fish was from the northwestern 
Gulf, off Louisiana down to the southwestern Gulf. He pointed out that when this research was 
done the bottom waters were not hypoxic. 

Dr. Cowan added that because there was no historical information available prior to the 
existence of the hypoxic zone, there was no way of knowing if this pattern of movement of the 
red snapper was a result of the hypoxic water. 

Mr. Williams asked if the population size of red snappers off Louisiana was a fishing effect. 
Dr. Wilson related that the population size could be a result of the low relief habitat. Dr. 
Cowan added that the ratio of yield to effective population size was considerably lower in 
Louisiana. He related that the population collapsed back to its original historic center of 
abundance which had always been the case in the northwestern region. He stated that the 
population sizes may have always been larger, relative to the yield being extracted, in Louisiana 
more than any other place. He continued that the population size may be a result of a lack of 
fishing effort relative to other locations where the population size may be lower. 

Mr. Fischer asked for clarification on whether the research was conducted to determine the 
populations in the hypoxic areas. Dr. Cowan responded that the research was not focused in 
any way on the hypoxic zone and its effect. 

Ms. Williams questioned Dr. Nieland if, in his presentation, he indicated that most of the bandit 
fishermen normally used about 20 hooks. Dr. Nieland agreed. 

Ms. Williams asked what size were the fish that the fishermen had to throw back. Dr. Nieland 
responded that most of the fish thrown back were under 10 pounds. Dr. Cowan added that the 
average discard rate was about 20 fish per fishing spot. 



Mr. Minton was concerned that the sampling off Alabama only used 1 individual. Dr. Cowan 
f 

related that more than 1 individual was used. 

Mr. Basco asked if this research had determined that the discard mortality rate was different 
than it was first believed to be. Dr. Wilson reported that it varied with depth but he had found 
that in depths of 100 to 300 feet the discard mortality rate in the commercial fishery was 70 
percent. Dr. Cowan related that the biological implications were more important than the 
discard mortality rate. 

Mr. Simpson asked if the current estimate in the stock assessment was correct or was there new 
information on the recreational discard mortality rate. Dr. Patterson believed that the research 
he had done in the recreational fishery was consistent with the information contained in the stock 
assessment. He added that he had heard of an experiment with a pressure chamber where it had 
been discovered that some of the fish that had initially swam away after being released, had 
ended up dying about 2 weeks later due to internal injuries. 

Mr. Simpson supported the 13" minimum size limit and felt this was the basis for the recovery. 
Dr. Cowan stated that with the 16" minimum size limit, 85 percent of the red snapper were 
being released. He added that in the commercial sector the discard mortality rate may be high 
but the discard rate was low and in the recreational sector the discard mortality rate may be low 
but he believed the discard rate was quite high. 

Ms. Morris asked if the Louisiana demographic unit had more of a reproductive capacity than 
the other areas. Dr. Wilson responded that the Louisiana stock had a more successful 
reproduction, i.e., more adults contributing to the population. 

Ms. Morris questioned if the more successful reproduction in Louisiana meant that the fishing 
harvest pressure should be decreased in the other areas while increasing the fishing harvest 
pressure in the Louisiana area. She asked if reproductive capacity would then decline in 
Louisiana. Dr. Wilson replied that if more of the maturing fish were removed then the 
reproductive capacity could be decreased in Louisiana and if fishing pressure were reduced in 
Alabama and Texas and more fish lived to reproduce then there would be an increase in effective 
population size. 

Ms. Morris then asked if the Mississippi Delta acted as a physical barrier between the 
demographic units. Dr. Wilson responded that it did partially. Dr. Cowan added that the stocks 
mixed in several different ways, one of them being at the planktonic larval stage, and another 
was at the adult stage through oceanographic features. 

Ms. Morris asked if there was stock mixing with other species of fish. Dr. Wilson responded 
that it was inherent in any fishery. Dr. Cowan related that the more site attached a fish was the 
more susceptible it was to the local effects of overfishing, i.e., gray triggerfish. 

Ms. Walker asked if the size limit were reduced would the smaller, more aggressive fish be 
caught first. Dr. Cowan responded that as long as fishing effort was high that problem would 
never be eliminated. 



Ms. Walker then asked if it were true that the females matured earlier and had a higher 
fecundity rate off Alabama and if the larger fish were generally caught off Louisiana. Dr. 
Cowan replied that the long-term fecundity of the population was not as high compared to the 
relative contribution of small fish to old fish. In Alabama the relative fecundity contribution of 
small fish to old fish was high but it took 8 small fish to make 1 larger fish. Dr. Patterson 
pointed out that for some fish the young fish had egg quality issues that the older fish did not 
have. He added that this had not been determined for the red snapper but it had been alluded to 
in the literature for other fish. 

Mr. Minton disagreed that the older fish produced a higher quality egg than the younger fish. 
Dr. Wilson related that this could be a condition issue. 

Ms. Morris asked if the red snapper were more susceptible to a negative reaction from escapes 
from aquaculture fish. Dr. Gold responded that if the fish in the cage were representative of a 
local demographic unit, there should not be any affect. If, for some reason, the fish in the cage 
had a higher probability of reaching reproductive age than the fish in the ocean, potentially there 
could be an affect. 

Mr. Minton asked why there was such an abundance of red grouper off the coast of Alabama 
recently. Dr. Patterson related that there was anecdotal and circumstantial evidence that storms 
can move fish east and west. 

Mr. Fensom asked if there would be a higher number of age classes if this species were not 
fished. Dr. Cowan responded that there was always more young fish than big fish. 

Habitat Protection Committee Report 

Ms. Morris presented the Habitat Protection Committee Report (Tab J). 

The Habitat Protection Committee (HPC) met on Tuesday afternoon to discuss the items 
under Tab J. The first item was a presentation by Dr. Susan Rees of the Army Corps of 
Engineers (Corps), Mobile District on the Pascagoula River dredged material 
management plan. Dr. Rees stated that the Corps is required to develop a dredged 
material management plan for at least the next 30 years. The Corps examined several 
alternatives for disposing of the more than 45 million cubic yards of dredged material 
that would be produced over the life of the project. The preferred plan proposes the 
construction of a 1,700-acre semi-confined open-water dredged material disposal site on 
the west side of the Pascagoula River channel, continuing use of existing open-water 
disposal areas, and where feasible using beneficial use sites. The plan also calls for 
planting marsh vegetation in 150 acres of the semi-confined disposal site. The 1,700- 
acre semi-confined area would use geotubes filled with dredged material. The geotubes 
would act as wave breaks and the remaining dredged material would be deposited in an 
unconfined area on the west side of the geotubes. The "modified horseshoe" was 
designed to protect Singing River Island, which is a dredged spoil island that was built 
in the 1960s and is now home to a naval station. The material that will be placed behind 



the modified horseshoe is mainly silt and clay that has been tested for contaminants and 
is suitable for open water disposal. The Corps has committed to creating 150 acres of 
marsh behind the geotubes over the course of three to four dredging cycles that would 
take approximately 15 years to complete. 

HPC members had several concerns about the project and its impacts on essential fish 
habitat in Mississippi Sound. The main concerns were the settling rates of the silt and 
clay materials and their associated impacts on turbidity, water quality, and seagrasses. 
Since 1969, Mississippi Sound has experienced an 85% decrease in seagrass coverage. 
NOAA Fisheries commented on the preferred plan and expressed concerns about its 
impacts on EFH. Their EFH conservation recommendations were that 1) any 
maintenance dredged material placed within Mississippi Sound shall be specifically used 
for marsh restoratiodcreation in a manner that has proven successful and does not 
adversely impact adjacent estuarine habitats and 2) all maintenance dredged material not 
specifically used for marsh restoratiodcreation shall be placed in the Pascagoula Ocean 
Dredged Material Disposal Site. 

On behalf of the committee Ms. Morris moved that the Council send a letter to the Corps 
expressing concerns about the preferred plan and supporting the NOAA Fisheries' letter 
that expressed concerns about the preferred plan. 

Mr. Perret related that the Mississippi Department of Marine Resources supported this project. 
He added that there was concern with regards to sediment drifting to the West but the Corps. of 
Engineers had revised the proposal to alleviate this problem. 

Motion carried. 

Ms. Morris continued her report. 

The next item on the agenda was a presentation by Mr. Jody Symons of Florida Offshore 
Aquaculture, Inc. on his company's application for an exempted fishing permit (EFP). 
The EFP would authorize, over a two-year period, placing four to eight cages at a site 
located 33 miles WSW of Johns Pass, Florida. The cages would hold up to 165,000 
pounds of fish each. The company would like to raise cobia, greater amberjack, Florida 
pompano, red snapper, mahi mahi, and cubera snapper. No wild fish would be used and 
only Gulf brood stock fish would be raised. An environmental assessment found the 
project would not have a significant impact on the environment. NOAA Fisheries was 
soliciting comments on the permit from the Council. HPC members expressed several 
concerns about the project. These concerns included: locations of nearby licensed 
aquaculture dealers, which boat would be used by the company for transporting feed and 
fish to and from the cages, who would be conducting the DNA fingerprinting that would 
allow tracking of the aquaculture fish throughout their sale, possible escapement and its 
impact on wild stocks, the type of food used for feeding, possible transfer of diseases to 
wild fish, timing of cage placement offshore, timing of acquiring fingerlings, the 
expertise and ability of the present group to undertake this endeavor, associated penalties 



for violating the EFP, who is responsible for any environmental damage, staff expertise 
on treating disease, how disease outbreaks would be treated, liability insurance, possible 
conflicts or impacts on or with other fishing activities, possible interactions of wild fish 
or organisms with the cages, response to storm events, why a smaller number of cages 
will not be used if this is an experiment, and the range of species selected for possible 
stocking. 

On behalf of the committee Ms. Morris moved that the Council send a letter to NOAA 
Fisheries stating these concerns about the EFP. 

Dr. Claverie offered an amendment to the motion to include the following additional 
concerns: paper trail through the marketing chain, environmental insurance. 

Amendment carried by consensus. 

Mr. Minton offered an amendment to the motion: That the letter state that the Council 
strongly recommends disapproval of the exempted fishing permit. 

Dr. Claverie suggested that the Council just send the letter containing their concerns. 

Mr. Grimes pointed out that if the Council were opposed to this project they should state that 
fact at this time. 

Mr. Perret felt that the Council was making a statement opposing aquaculture. 

Mr. Riechers agreed that the Council should wait until further research was done on this issue 
and should not include the Council's opposition to the project in the letter. 

Mr. Minton suggested that this project proposal be approved through the Council's mariculture 
amendment. 

Mr. Grimes cited 50 CFR 600.745(b) which contained the regulations for the permits and stated 
grounds for denial of an EFP. These included, but were not limited to, activities conducted 
under the EFP being inconsistent with the intent of this section, the management objectives of 
the FMP, or other applicable law. He suggested that if the Council was opposed to this project, 
that this be stated along with the concerns listed in the letter. 

Ms. Williams agreed that the Council should address this issue under the mariculture 
amendment. 

Mr. Williams proposed that Florida Offshore Aquaculture, Inc. should solve the concerns raised 
by the Council and re-submit its request for a permit at a later date. 

Mr. Brown felt that much of the information in the application was misleading and incomplete. 



Mr. Basco agreed that if Florida Offshore Aquaculture, Inc. addressed the concerns and re- 
submitted the application he would more likely vote for it. 

Mr. Fensom asked if this permit could be re-submitted. Mr. Grimes responded yes. 

Amendment carried by a vote of 8 to 7, with 1 abstention (NMFS) That the letter state that 
the Council strongly recommends disapproval of the exempted fishing permit. 

Motion as amended: that the Council send a letter to NOAA Fisheries stating the concerns 
about the EFP including paper trail through the marketing chain and environmental 
insurance. That the letter state that the Council strongly recommends disapproval of the 
exempted fishing permit. 

Motion as amended carried by voice vote with 1 abstention (NMFS). 

Reef Fish Mana~ement Committee Report 

Mr. Minton presented the Reef Fish Committee Report (Tab B). 

The agenda was adopted as written. Upon review of the minutes of the previous 
meeting, Ms. Williams asked that, where the minutes state that a Council member 
supported or opposed a motion, the minutes actually state what the person said (e.g., 
pages 4-5). This information was necessary for the administrative record for persons 
preparing a minority report. The minutes were adopted with additional editorial 
revisions on pages 2,8,  and 9. 

UPDATE ON AMENDMENT 22 

Mr. Hood gave a Powerpoint presentation of the current status of the red snapper 
rebuilding program, including alternatives for selection of spawner-recruit steepness 
level and low vs. high recruitment. The presentation illustrated that reductions in shrimp 
trawl bycatch mortality had a much greater impact on the rebuilding plan than reducing 
the red snapper TAC. Mr. Hood asked the Committee to select a preferred alternative 
for steepnesslrecruitment level. Committee members questioned why the steepness 
alternatives that were analyzed only ran from 0.90 to 0.95, and why the RFSAP 
recommended 0.90. Mr. Hood responded that RFSAP members Dr. Cowan and Dr. 
Rose had done a lot of work on steepness levels. Based on their experience, they felt 
that 0.90 was the closest level to reality. 

On behalf ofthe Committee Mr. Minton moved that the preferred alternative be Alternative 
2 (steepness = 0.90, low recruitment). 
Motion carried with no objection that the preferred alternative be Alternative 2 (steepness 
= 0.90, low recruitment). 



Mr. Minton continued his report. 

VERMILION SNAPPER OPTIONS PAPER 

Mr. Hood reviewed the alternatives in the vermilion snapper options paper. 

7.1.2 MSY Alternatives 

Dr. Crabtree noted that the RFSAP had used the Pella-Tomlinson surplus production 
model (on which Alternative 1 was based) to examine stock status. Ms. Morris indicated 
that Alternative 1 used an MSY estimate based on actual data, whereas Alternative 2 
was based on a proxy. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Minton moved that the preferred alternative be Alternative 
1: Maximum Sustainable Yield (MSY) for vermilion snapper is the yield associated with 
FMsy when the stock is at equilibrium. Based on the Pella-Tomlinson surplus production 
model used in the most recent assessment (Porch and Cass-Calay 2001), MSY is estimated 
to be between 3.18 and 4.03 mp. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Minton continued his report. 

7.1.3 OY Alternatives 

Ms. Morris moved to recommend Alternative 2 (F,,=0.75*FM,,). 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Minton moved that the preferred alternative be Alternative 
2: OY for vermilion snapper is the yield corresponding to a fishing rate (I?,,) defined as: 
Foy=0.75*FMsy or FMsy proxy from Section 7.12 when the stock is at equilibrium. OY is 
estimated to be approximately 94 percent of MSY. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Minton continued his report. 

7.1.4 Overfishing Threshold Alternatives (MFMT) 

Ms. Morris noted that Alternative 2 was consistent with the preferred alternative for 
Section 7.1.2 (MSY Alternatives). 

On behalf ofthe Committee Mr. Minton moved that the preferred alternative be Alternative 
2: Set MFMT = FMsy. Based on the most recent stock assessment, FMsy is estimated to be 
0.32 (RFSAP 2001). The vermilion snapper stock would be considered undergoing 
overfishing if the F ,,,,,,, is larger than F,,,. 



Motion carried with no objection that the preferred alternative be Alternative 2: Set 
MFMT = FMsy. Based on the most recent stock assessment, FMsy is estimated to be 0.32 
(RFSAP 2001). The vermilion snapper stock would be considered undergoing overfishing 
if the FCurrent is larger than FMsy. 

Mr. Minton continued his report. 

7.1.5 Overfished Threshold Alternatives (MSST) 

Mr. Atran suggested replacing Alternative 3 (MSST = 0.65*BM,,) with an alternative 
that would set MSST = BMsy in order to provide a full range of alternatives. Dr. Crabtree 
noted that the specific values used in the alternatives have a lot of uncertainty, but will 
be used until better estimates are available. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Minton moved that the preferred alternative be Alternative 
1: Set the minimum stock size threshold (MSST) to (1-M)* BMsy or a BMsy proxy. Due to 
uncertainty in the most recent stock assessment, existing estimates of BMsy are considered 
unreliable. 

Dr. Leard suggested that the Council consider putting a probability percentage around the 
estimates, i.e., 50%. 

Without objection, the Council agreed to add this 50% probability percentage to the 
estimates of FcuRRENT and Bc,RRENT. 

Motion carried that the preferred alternative be Alternative 1: Set the minimum stock size 
threshold (MSST) to (1-M)* BMsy or a BMsy proxy. The vermilion snapper stock would be 
considered overfished if the probability that BCurre,, is less than MSST, or is greater than 
50 percent. Due to uncertainty in the most recent stock assessment, existing estimates of 
BMsy are considered unreliable. 

Mr. Minton continued his report. 

At this point, the Committee suspended consideration of the options paper alternatives 
in order to review the SEDAR Vermilion Snapper Workshop (summarized by Mr. 
Kennedy) and the comments received at the vermilion snapper scoping meetings 
(summarized by Mr. Swingle). Ms. Baker was invited to review the written comments 
that she submitted on behalf of Environmental Defense. 

Ms. Williams disagreed with the SEDAR statement that landings were declining. She 
quoted landings number that she received from NMFS indicating that commercial 
landings increased from 2000 to 2001 and again in 2002. Mr. Kennedy responded that 
the SEDAR data was only through 200 1, and relative to 1999, the recent landings were 
lower. Ms. Walker disagreed with the SEDAR report that Dr. Cowan had observed no 
vermilion snapper in red snapper stomach contents. She stated that she has seen 
thousands of vermilion snapper regurgitated by red snapper. Mr. Minton suggested that 



Dr. Cowan had collected his red snapper in an area where there are not many vermilion 
snapper. 

Following the SEDAR Data Workshop and public comment reviews, the Committee 
returned to reviewing alternatives for management action in the vermilion snapper 
options paper. Committee members were concerned that the existing alternatives would 
increase discard mortality. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Minton moved that alternatives be added for a hard TAC 
for both commercial and recreational fisheries. 

Mr. Swingle asked how the hard TAC for the recreational sector could be monitored. Dr. 
Crabtree related that it would be a projected closure date based on previous years. 

Dr. Claverie was opposed to the motion. 

Motion carried by voice vote that alternatives be added for a hard TAC for both 
commercial and recreational fisheries. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Minton moved that alternatives be added for closed 
seasons. 

Motion carried by voice vote. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Minton moved that an alternative be added to allow fishing 
for vermilion snapper only when the season for red snapper is open, for both commercial 
and recreational fisheries. 

LCDR Sherlock encouraged not creating a derby fishery for vermilion snapper. 

Mr. Hendrix pointed out that this motion would have a negative impact on the price of 
vermilion snapper at the market. 

Ms. Williams was opposed to the motion. 

Ms. Morris explained that because the vermilion snapper were caught in the same time during 
the red snapper season, this seemed the only way to restrict harvest of this species. 

Dr. Crabtree did not believe there was enough basis in the data to allow the Council to 
determine how many vermilion snapper are caught during the 10-day seasons. He agreed this 
would exacerbate market prices. He was opposed to the motion. 

Mr. Minton added that this may be an alternative, at a later date, if the Council had to reduce 
harvest or catch in the red snapper fishery. 



Motion failed by a vote of 7 to 8 with 1 abstention that an alternative be added to allow 
fishing for vermilion snapper only when the season for red snapper is open, for both 
commercial and recreational fisheries. 

Mr. Minton continued his report. 

7.2.2 Recreational Bag Limit Alternatives and 
7.2.3 Recreational Size Limit Alternatives 

Ms. Morris suggested that the Committee look at a combination of a 2-fish bag limit and 
an 1 1-inch recreational minimum size limit. However, the Committee did not select 
preferred alternatives. 

7.2.4 Commercial Size Limit Alternatives and 
7.2.5 Commercial Trip Limits 

Ms. Morris suggested that the Committee look at a combination of a 1,500 pound trip 
limit and an 1 1-inch commercial minimum size limit. However, Ms. Walker felt that 
there needed to be a yield-per-recruit analyses in order to analyze the impact of size limit 
alternatives. Mr. Atran noted that none of the vermilion snapper assessments contained 
a yield-per-recruit analyses. Dr. Crabtree suggested that, because of the uncertainty over 
release mortality, management alternatives should be selected that are less sensitive to 
changes in release mortality. The Committee did not select preferred alternatives. 

SEDAR PROCESS 

Mr. Swingle reviewed the proposed SEDAR process and modifications to the framework 
procedure for setting TAC. Dr. Crabtree stated that, until the framework procedure is 
modified, it should be noted that the SEDAR process is a Council process, and the 
SEDAR groups are advisory groups to the Council, appointed by the Council. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Minton moved that the Council proceed forward with 
modifying the SEDAR process to create a SEDAR pool, consisting of the current finfish 
SAPS (reef fish, mackerel, and red drum). Council staff, in consultation with the SEDAR 
pool chair, will select members of the pool to attend the SEDAR meetings. The SEDAR 
pool chair will be appointed by the Council. 

Motion carried by voice vote (during the AP appointments this motion was subsequently 
modified to include appointing a vice-chairman as well). 

Mr. Minton continued his report. 

Mr. Williams noted that SEDAR summary noted that Dr. Cowan recommended that a 
separate member of the SSC attend each of the SEDAR meetings, and that Council staff 
thought that a member of the SEP and/or AP should also be included. 



On behalf of the Committee Mr. Minton moved that the SEDAR meetings include a member 
from the SSC, the SEP, and the AP. 

Motion carried with no objection that the SEDAR meetings include a member from the 
SSC, the SEP, and the AP. 

Mr. Minton continued his report. 

Mr. Williams stated that, whoever participates for the SSC would be expected to report 
back to the SSC. 

AMENDMENT 18 OPTIONS PAPER 

Ms. Williams noted that the projected timeline on page 3 referred to preparing an EA, 
and asked if Amendment 18 would need to have an EA or an EIS. Mr. Atran responded 
that he had indicated an EA because recent EISs (i.e., EFH SEIS) already addressed most 
of the impacts to reef fish, but either one could be incorporated into the amendment. If 
an EIS were to be done for Amendment 18, it would probably add 1 or 2 Council 
meetings to the projected timeline on page 3. 

5.1.1 Shallow-Water Grouper Endorsement 

Mr. Atran noted that, for alternatives 2 and 3, a full range of 228 criteria combinations 
were analyzed in Appendix A, Tables 10 and 1 1. However, combinations included as 
sub-options in the alternatives will require additional detailed analyses. The Committee 
decided to simplify the alternatives and analyses by eliminating sub-options that were 
unlikely to be considered. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Minton moved that all of the 3-out-of-3 year sub-options 
be removed from both Alternative 2 and Alternative 3, and all of the 1,500 pound criteria 
sub-options from Alternative 3. (This will eliminate sub-options a, d, g, and j from 
Alternative 2, and will eliminate sub-options a, b, c, d, g, and j from Alternative 3.) 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Minton continued his report. 

Mr. Grimes noted that these alternatives would establish a limited access program, and 
limited access programs need to show how they relate to achieving optimum yield. 



5.1.2 Endorsement for Use of Longlinemrift Buoy Gear 
5.1.3 Transferability of Endorsements 
5.1.4 Appeals Process for Initial Issuance of Endorsements 

Alternatives for the above sections were unchanged from the previous time these 
sections had been in Amendment 18, and the Committee had no comments on them. 

5.2.1 Dormant Commercial and Charter Vessel Reef Fish Permits 

Ms. Bell suggested adding an alternative to have a 2-for- 1 transfer provision. Mr. Atran 
noted that the idea had come up with the SSC, but SSC members opposed it because of 
the potential that a fisherman might buy one permit, be unable to buy a second permit, 
and therefore be stuck with one unusable permit. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Minton moved that an alternative be added to Section 5.2.1 
(Dormant Commercial and Charter Vessel Reef Fish Permits) to require 2-for-1 
endorsement transfers, i.e., that two endorsements be turned in for one endorsement to be 
reissued via transfer. 

Dr. Crabtree suggested that the Council consider doing a fractional percentage of a license to 
consolidate the licenses. 

Mr. Swingle related that Dr. Leard had used that approach in Shrimp Amendment 14. He 
questioned if the SAFMC used a fractional procedure in their snapperlgrouper fisheries. 

Mr. Cupka responded yes and stated that there was a 2 for 1 permit requirement that worked 
quite well. This method was used to reduce overcapacity and latent capacity in the fisheries. 

Mr. Fensom asked if there were problems with corporate mergers. Mr. Cupka responded yes. 
Dr. Crabtree added that OY had to be determined before the appropriate number of vessels 
could be determined. 

Motion carried with no objection that an alternative be added to Section 5.2.1 (Dormant 
Commercial and Charter Vessel Reef Fish Permits) to require 2-for-1 endorsement 
transfers, i.e., that two endorsements be turned in for one endorsement to be reissued via 
transfer. 

Mr. Minton continued his report. 

5.2.2 Simultaneous Commercial and Charter Vessels Permits on a Vessel 

Dr. Claverie stated that he would like to see alternatives added to allow or disallow 
vessels from having both a non-longline shallow-water grouper endorsement and a 
longline shallow-water grouper endorsement. 



On behalf of the Committee Mr. Minton moved that alternatives be added to allow or 
disallow vessels from having both a non-longline shallow-water grouper endorsement and 
a longline shallow-water grouper endorsement. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Minton continued his report. 

5.3.1 Use of Reef Fish for Bait 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Minton moved the Preferred Alternative and sub-option 
for Section 5.3.1 (Use of Reef Fish for Bait) be Alternative 2, sub-option c: Prohibit the use 
of all species in the reef fish management unit or parts thereof, except for sand perch and 
dwarf sand perch, with any gear for bait. This condition applies to (c) both commercial 
and recreational fishing. 

LCDR Sherlock pointed out that it was impossible to determine the species of fish once it was 
cut bait. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Minton continued his report. 

Mr. Atran noted that there was another preferred alternative in this section, Alternative 
4, which exempts crab and lobster trap fisheries from the prohibition on use of reef fish 
parts and carcasses for bait. That was a preferred alternative because reef fish parts are 
a traditional bait for those fisheries. 

5.3.2 Vessel Monitoring System 

Mr. Atran noted that the alternatives are unchanged, but the discussion has been updated 
to reflect the current approved VMS units and pricing. 

5.4.1 Longline and Buoy Gear Phase-out 

Ms. Morris asked if there was any evidence of bycatch of seabirds in longlines in the 
Gulf of Mexico, as had been reported off of Alaska and included in the discussion. Ms. 
Williams responded that there was not a problem with bird bycatch in the Gulf of 
Mexico. 

Alternatives for this section were unchanged from the previous time, and the Committee 
had no comments on them. 



5.4.2 Closed Areas 

Mr. Atran noted that there were no changes in the alternatives from the previous time. 
Mr. Minton felt that this section did not belong in Amendment 18. He felt that if closed 
areas are going to be considered, they should be in a separate amendment as was done 
with Amendment 2 1. Ms. Williams agreed that closed areas should be considered in a 
marine reserves document rather than Amendment 18. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Minton moved that Section 5.4.2 (Closed Areas) be moved 
to the Considered but Rejected section. 
Motion carried by hand vote (with 11 members in favor) that Section 5.4.2 (Closed Areas) 
be moved to the Considered but Rejected section. 

Ms. Morris moved to add a section to Amendment 18 considering options for seasonally 
closed areas to protect grouper spawning aggregation sites. 

Motion carried unanimously. 

Mr. Minton continued his report. 

5.5.1 Changes to'the Reef Fish Management Unit 

Mr. Atran suggested changing the Preferred Alternative from Alternative 2 to the new 
Alternative 3, since the species to be added and some other species were minor species 
and were in the amendment primarily for data purposes. Dr. Crabtree responded that 
NMFS was developing SFA parameters for all of the grouper species by aggregating 
species groups and using indicator species, so whether species were in the management 
unit or in the management unit for data collection purposes only was trivial. 

5.5.2 Modifications to the TAC Framework Procedure 

Mr. Atran noted that this section now contained the proposed modifications fi-om Mr. 
Swingle's summary of the SEDAR process. He noted that, based on a memo that had 
been circulated to Council staff asking that NMFS be referred to as NOAA Fisheries, he 
had made that change throughout the amendment. However, Mr. Grimes responded that, 
until Congress changed the name, it should still be referred to as NMFS. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Minton moved that the preferred alternative for Section 
5.5.2 (Modifications to the TAC Framework Procedure) be Alternative 4: Adopt the minor 
rewording changes and the changes to incorporate the SEDAR process to the framework 
procedure for setting TAC. 

Motion carried with no objection. 



Mr. Minton continued his report. 

5.6.1 Status Determination Criteria for Groupers and Amberjacks 
5.6.2 Goliath Grouper Rebuilding Plan 
5.6.3 Nassau Grouper Rebuilding Plan 

Mr. Atran noted that Council and NMFS staff are still working on these sections, and 
they are in the process of being rewritten. 

5.6.4 Reduce Bycatch and Bycatch Mortality 

Mr. Atran noted that alternatives to monitor bycatch, including electronic logbook 
reporting, were being addressed in Amendment 22 and were therefore not included here. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Minton moved that Alternative 5 (require longline vessels 
to be equipped with bird-scaring lines) be removed from Section 5.6.4. 

Dr. Claverie asked if the longline vessels had any interaction with birds. Mr. Swingle replied 
that Mr. Bob Spaeth had told him that bottom longlines had no interaction but pelagic longlines 
did have interaction with birds trying to get bait. He added that the Council only managed the 
bottom longline vessels. 

Dr. Crabtree reported that NMFS had done some research on this issue and had found no 
evidence that this was a major problem. 

Mr. Brown added that the Fish & Wildlife Service was also doing research on this issue. 

Ms. Williams related that she had read several different documents that had related there was 
no problem of bycatch with birds in the commercial industry. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Minton stated that due to lack of time, the remaining agenda items were deferred to full 
Council. 

SELECTION OF WHICH ADVISORY PANEL TO USE FOR IFQ DEVELOPMENT 

Mr. Swingle clarified that the Council should choose which Red Snapper AP, the one that 
already existed or the new ad hoc one, to review the IFQ amendment. 

Ms. Morris moved to use the current Ad Hoc Red Snapper Advisory Panel that 
developed the IFQ profile. 



Mr. Williams asked how many persons on the Ad Hoc Red Snapper AP were Class 1 and 
Class 2 holders. Mr. Swingle responded that 3 of the members held a Class 2 license and 
9 members held a Class 1 license. 

Mr. Williams then asked who were voting members. Mr. Swingle replied that all Class 1 
and Class 2 license holders voted. 

Motion carried unanimously. 

EMERGENCY ACTION REQUEST TO EXTEND MADISON-SWANSON AND 
STEAMBOAT LUMPS RESERVES 

Dr. Crabtree moved to table discussion on an emergency action request to extend the 
Madison-Swanson and Steamboat Lumps reserves. 

Motion carried unanimously. 

Mackerel Mana~ement Committee Report 

Mr. Fischer presented the Mackerel Management Committee Report (Tab C). 

The agenda was adopted with the addition of a discussion of an influx of Florida vessels 
fishing off Louisiana on the Western Zone quota. The minutes of the July 16, 2003 
meeting were approved with a minor editorial change. 

Review of Scoping; Document for Amendment 15: 
Dr. Leard reviewed the Scoping Document for Amendment 15 noting that for Action 1 
the alternatives were the same as previously discussed and related to potentially adding 
species either to the management unit for management purposes or for data collection 
purposes or not at all. For Action 2, Dr. Leard noted that this was a recommended 
alternative to change the season for Atlantic group king and Spanish mackerel. For 
Action 3, he stated that options "d" and "e" were suggested by the SAFMC. 

On behalf of the committee, Mr. Fischer moved to direct staff to add under "a" after "fish" 
"caught under a bag limit". 

Motion carried with no objection. 

On behalf of the committee, Mr. Fischer moved to request that Mr. Jim Pranks be invited 
to the November 2003 Council meeting to present the results of his research in this regard. 

Motion carried with no objection. 



Mr. Fischer continued his report. 

With regard to Action 5, Dr. Leard reiterated the previous meetings discussions of 
impacts to the cobia stock from reductions in the bag limit noting that there would be 
an insignificant reduction of 2% reduction from reducing the bag limit to 1 fish. The 
Committee discussed including this action as a rejected alternative; however, no motion 
was made. The Committee noted that Actions 6 and 7 pertained to changes to the bag 
limits and trip limits for Atlantic group king and Spanish mackerel. For Action 8, Dr. 
Leard stated that future options for a standardized bycatch reporting methodology would 
likely be similar to those developed for reef fish due to the likeness of the data. Mr. 
Grimes noted that a practicability analysis should also be included in this action. 
After a brief discussion of Action 9, Mr. Fischer noted that this action relates to the other 
business items, and the Committee agreed to discuss it further following completion of 
the review of the other actions. Dr. Leard stated that Action 10 was a follow-up to the 
action taken in the recent regulatory amendment that suggests cobia are separate 
migratory groups in the Atlantic and Gulf. He noted that the options were considering 
where the boundary should be drawn. The Committee noted that Action 11 would 
establish a single CMP commercial vessel permit with endorsements for each of the 
managed species, and the language should be crafted to reflect this wording change. 

The Committee discussed Action 12 noting that the current plan discussed during the 
Reef Fish Management Committee meeting and the Budget Committee meeting was to 
develop a separate joint Reef FishICMP amendment to consider license limitation 
systems to replace the moratoriums on vessel permits in these fisheries that are 
scheduled to expire in late 2005. 

On behalf ofthe Committee, Mr. Fischer moved that Action 12 be removed from the options 
paper. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Fischer continued his report. 

Following a discussion of Action 13 which proposed to consider alternatives for 
moratoriums on Gulf and Atlantic group Spanish mackerel, Mr. Fischer, On behalf of 
the Committee moved that Action 13 be removed from the options paper. The 
committee believed that these stocks were being under-harvested with biomass levels in 
excess of B,,,. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Fischer continued his report. 

Dr. Leard reviewed Action 14 noting that it included changes to incorporate the new 
SEDAR process for developing and reviewing stock assessments as well as the ability 



to modify zones, boundaries, and allocations through the framework process. Mr. 
Grimes stated that option "h" would have to be reviewed carefully and may not be 
feasible at least in some instances. The Committee reviewed Action 15 to develop 
separate CMP FMPs for the Atlantic and Gulf but was skeptical as to its feasibility. 

Other Business 
Dr. Leard presented letters and other information regarding fleet movement from the 
Eastern Zone to the Western Zone this year that has resulted in over.87% of the Western 
Zone quota being taken by the end of August 2003; whereas this portion of the fishery 
in recent years has extended into late October. The Committee discussed the problems 
that this movement has caused and may continue in the future. Dr. Leard explained that 
there were potential remedies in modifying the zones as suggested in Action 9 as well 
as possible actions that could be taken through the framework procedure. Following 
discussion, the Committee directed Dr. Leard to work with Mr. Minton and Mr. Perret 
as well as others to develop options for Action 9 and a potential regulatory amendment 
to alleviate fleet movement problems in the Gulf group king mackerel fishery. Dr. Leard 
would also gather historical catch data by statistical subzones and the Council's 
management zones along with trip data from the state of Louisiana. 

Mr. Fischer moved to remove Action 5 - Reduce the bag and possession limit for cobia, and 
place it in the considered but rejected section. 

Mr. Swingle questioned whether the minimum size limit had a benefit by assuring that a greater 
number of cobia were sexually mature. Mr. Fischer responded that he did not want bag limit 
and possession limit together. 

Mr. Perret pointed out that in a previous motion the Council had chosen to have Mr. Franks 
give a presentation on cobia. He felt that the Council should withhold any decision until after 
hearing Mr. Franks' presentation. Mr. Fischer related that Mr. Franks had stated that bag limit 
reduction would not help the fishery. 

Mr. Saucier agreed that Mr. Franks had stated that there was no benefit from a reduced bag 
limit but there was a benefit from an increase in the minimum size limit. He suggested that the 
Council not make any decisions until it had heard Mr. Franks presentation. 

Mr. Williams asked what was the present status of cobia. Dr. Leard responded that the last 
stock assessment indicated that F is greater than MFMT was about 20 to 30 percent. 

Mr. Fischer pointed out that cobia was neither overfished or undergoing overfishing. 

Ms. Morris encouraged that the Council keep this option in the amendment. 

Motion carried by hand vote. 



Ms. Williams moved to prepare a scoping document to require operator permits for 
commercial and for-hire sectors in all fisheries. 

Mr. Williams moved to table this motion to Other Business. 

Motion was tabled to Other Business. 

Shrimp Management Committee Report 

Mr. Perret presented the Shrimp Management Committee Report (Tab D). 

The agenda was adopted, and the minutes were approved with the addition of Mr. 
Minton to the list of attendees. 

Options Paper for Amendment 13: 
Dr. Leard stated that the Options Paper for Amendment 13 contained options for status 
criteria and benchmarks for shrimp and improvements in effort data and the standardized 
bycatch reporting methodology. He noted that additional revisions had been made since 
the last draft. With regard to royal red shrimp, Dr. Leard presented the previous 
alternatives for requiring either a separate royal red permit or an endorsement to the 
existing shrimp vessel permit along with the status quo option. 

Dr. Leard presented the options for MSY (Action 9), OY (Action lo), overfishing 
definitions (Action 1 I), and the overfished condition (Action 12). The Committee made 
no recommendations for additions or deletions to these actions/options. Dr. Leard then 
presented the MSY alternatives under Action 13, the OY alternatives under Action 14, 
the overfishing alternatives under Action 15, the overfished condition options under 
Action 16. He further noted that Action 17 was an alternative control rule to any of the 
options under Actions 15 and 16 because it was a combined definition of overfishing and 
the overfished condition. The Committee discussed the appropriateness of alternatives 
utilizing SPR or SSBR for shrimp because it was an annual crop and these parameters 
have not and possibly cannot be effectively estimated. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Perret moved to remove Alternatives 13.B, 14.B, and 15.G 
from the options paper and place them in an appendix as alternatives considered but 
rejected. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Perret continued his report. 

The Committee also discussed the utility of using the Shaefer surplus production model 
or any surplus production model outcomes as proxy definitions for MSY, OY, 
overfishing and overfished. Because the original FMP discussed the reasons for the use 
of the Shaefer surplus production model in estimating MSY and the limitations/problems 



with its use, the Committee agreed to retain Alternative 13.C (status quo) in the options 
paper so that it could be evaluated in relation to other options. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Perret moved to remove Alternatives 14.C, 15.C, and 16.B 
from the options paper and place them in an appendix as alternatives considered but 
rejected. The Committee also recommended removal of Alternative 13.6 because it was 
redundant to Alternative 13.C. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Perret continued his report. 

The Committee also instructed Dr. Leard to edit Alternative 15.B by inserting "than" 
after "species." Furthermore, to modify Alternative 18.A to add an option "e" "area 
fished for each set," to clarify the language in Alternative 18.B, and to identify the 
meaning of "failure" with regard to reporting. . 

Options Paper for Amendment 14 
Dr. Leard stated that Action 1 contained options for requiring VMS throughout the Gulf 
on all vessels at all times or to restrict the requirement to areas of the west Coast of 
Florida and Texas that contain closed areas in the EEZ. He further reviewed alternatives 
under Action 2 that would further reduce bycatch through additional closed areas, closed 
seasons, gear restrictions, and trip limitations. Under Action 3, Dr. Leard reviewed 
alternatives to cap effort through a moratorium, and to reduce effort through the use of 
fractional licensing, trip limitations, and buy-back programs. 

Under Action 4, Dr. Leard reviewed a number of alternatives for the establishment of a 
bycatch quota for the penaeid shrimp fisheries and under Action 5 he reviewed 
alternatives to monitor such bycatch quotas. In discussion, the Committee felt that 
bycatch quotas were not appropriate for the penaeid shrimp fishery due to the fact that 
the monitoring process that would account for bycatch in a given year could not be 
projected to a subsequent year due to the variations in recruitment, environmental factors 
that affect the abundance of other annual species in the bycatch component, and other 
factors. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Perret moved to remove Actions 4 and 5 from the options 
paper and place in an appendix as alternatives considered but rejected. 

Ms. Morris was opposed to the motion. 

Motion carried by voice vote. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Perret moved that Alternatives 3.B and 3.C be merged 
because they both provide for the same fractionalization under a limited access system. 



Motion carried by voice vote with 2 opposed that Alternatives 3.B and 3.C be merged 
because they both provide for the same fractionalization under a limited access system. 

Mr. Perret continued his report 

The Committee also discussed the Business Plan for the Shrimp Fishery currently being 
prepared by the NMFS. Dr. Crabtree noted that the plan should be completed in the next 
2 weeks. 

The Committee recommended that the Business Plan be presented at the November 2003 
meeting if it is available at that time. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Lopo - Committee Report 

Mr. Basco presented the logos reviewed by the Logo Committee (Tab N). The Council chose 
a logo. 

Budpet Committee Report 

Mr. Saucier presented the Budget Committee Report (Tab F). 

The agenda and minutes of the previous meeting were adopted as written. 

Mr. Swingle reviewed the proposed activities as indicated in Tab F, No. 3, CY 2004 
Budget. Mr. Minton pointed out an error in the number of salaried Council members 
attending Council meetings, and staff related this would be corrected. 

Ms. Readinger reviewed the proposed administrative costs as indicated in Tab F, No. 3. 
It was noted that the House mark for Council funding is $15,000,000, resulting in the 
Gulf Council's allocation being $1,942,500 thus necessitating a reduction of $263,500 
in the proposed budget. Although the Senate mark was not available at the time of the 
committee session, staff subsequently determined that the Senate mark is $15,547,000, 
resulting in the Gulf Council's allocation being $2,013,337 and necessitating a reduction 
of $192,664 in the proposed budget. The Council's allocation will be somewhere 
between the two numbers. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Saucier moved to approve the budget as specified in Tab 
F, No. 3, as corrected, with the provision that staff be allowed to make the necessary 
adjustments once the Council's CY 2004 allocation is finalized. 

Motion carried unanimously. 



Mi~ratorv Species Mana~ement Committee Re~or t  - 

Mr. Basco presented the Migratory Species Management Committee Report (Tab H). 

The agenda and minutes of the previous meeting were adopted as written. 

SHARK BYCATCH IN THE MENHADEN PURSE SEINE FISHERY 

Steven Atran reviewed the NMFS HMS Powerpoint presentation on shark bycatch in the 
menhaden purse seine fishery, and Larry Simpson summarized the letter written by 
GSMFC. Some of the committee members continued to have questions about the level 
of release mortality of sharks in the menhaden fishery, particularly delayed mortality, 
mortality from being caught in the pumping gear, or mortality from oxygen depletion 
while in the purse seine. The committee also received a handout of an LSU article 
concerning studies by Associate Professor Richard Condrey and former graduate student 
Kevin Barry on the impact of harvesting menhaden on sharks. The article quoted Dr. 
Condrey as saying he would like to see regulations in the commercial menhaden industry 
that would protect sharks, dolphins and other important species that are often caught in 
menhaden nets. 

Because of ongoing concerns about bycatch mortality in the menhaden fishery, and the 
comments by Dr. Condrey in the LSU article, David Saucier made a motion to request 
that Dr. Condrey address the Council on this subject at the next Council meeting. Myron 
Fischer questioned making such a request, since the comment period on HMS 
Amendment 1 will have closed by then. However, David Saucier responded that he 
would like to know more about bycatch in the menhaden industry, even if it was not 
necessary for the HMS public comment. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Basco moved that the Council request that Richard 
Condrey address the Council at its November meeting in Biloxi on the subject of 
bycatch in the menhaden fishery, particularly with reference to sharks. 

Mr. Perret was opposed to having Dr. Condrey attend the Council meeting without input 
from an industry representative. 

Mr. Pischer pointed out that the Council did not manage menhaden; therefore, a 
presentation would just be a waste of Council time. 

Mr. Saucier stated that menhaden were not the only bycatch and he felt it was important to 
have the presentation. 

Mr. Hendrix offered an amendment to the motion: to invite a menhaden industry 
representative to make a presentation at the November Council meeting. 

Amendment carried. 



Motion as amended: that the Council request that Richard Condrey address the 
Council at  its November meeting in Biloxi on the subject of bycatch in the menhaden 
fishery, particularly with reference to sharks. Also, to invite a menhaden industry 
representative to make a presentation at the November Council meeting. 

Mr. Williams pointed out that the Council did not manage menhaden or sharks. 

Mr. Grimes agreed and stated that the bycatch problem had to exist in the federal waters 
because the Council could only prevent federal fishing activities. 

Mr. Basco commented that since menhaden had an affect on fisheries that the Council did 
manage he felt it was important to have the presentation. 

Motion as amended failed by a vote of 5 to 9. 

Mr. Basco continued his report. 

HMS AMENDMENT 1 

Mr.. Atran reviewed the alternatives in HMS Amendment 1, and the HMS AP's 
recommendations. The committee proceeded with the understanding that no action 
indicated agreement with the AP's position. 

A. Shark Classification 

There were no AP or Committee recommendations. 

B. Quota Administration - Commercial 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Basco moved that the Council support the HMS AP's 
recommendation to support the Preferred Alternative B4 - trimester seasons. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Basco continued his report. 

C. Quota Basis - Commercial 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Basco moved that the Council support the HMS AP's 
recommendation to support the Preferred Alternative C2 - quota based upon percentage 
of maximum sustainable yield. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Basco continued his report. 



D. Minimum Size - Commercial 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Basco moved that the Council support the HMS AP's 
recommendation to support the Preferred Alternative D2 - no minimum sue (commercial). 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Basco continued his report. 

E. Retention Limits - Recreational 

In addition to relaxing the limit for bonnethead shark, Mr. Fischer suggested that, if 
blacktip sharks are fully recovered the bag limit for blacktip also be relaxed. However, 
he did not feel that a specific bag limit could be recommended, as the Council did not 
have the data to make a specific recommendation. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Basco moved that, in addition to the Preferred Alternative 
E2 - existing catch limits plus the addition of one bonnethead shark per person per trip, 
NMFS HMS Division consider relaxing the blacktip shark retention limit if blacktip shark 
are fully recovered. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Basco continued his report. 

F. Minimum Sue - Recreational 

The Committee agreed with Mr. Marval's rationale for recommending no shark 
minimum size limits rather than the HMS Division's preferred.alternative to eliminate 
size limits only for bonnethead shark. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Basco moved that the Council support the HMS AP's 
recommendation to support Alternative F6 - no minimum size limits for any sharks 
(recreational). 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Basco continued his report. 

G. Authorized Gear - Recreational 

Dr. Claverie felt that spearfishing had been left off of the NMFS list of allowable gear 
for the shark fishery in error, and that it should be added to the list. 



On behalf of the Committee Mr. Basco moved that the Council support the HMS AP's 
recommendation that hand gear (defined as handline, harpoon, rod and reel, and bandit 
gear) and spearfishing be allowable gear in the recreational shark fishery. 

Mr. Fischer offered an amendment to the motion: to recommend the removal of bandit gear 
from the definition of allowable recreational gear. 

Amendment carried by consensus. 

Motion as amended carried with no objection that the Council support the HMS AP's 
recommendation that hand gear (defined as handline, harpoon, and rod and reel) and 
spearfishing be allowable gear in the recreational shark fishery. 

Mr. Basco continued his report. 

H. Deepwater and Other Sharks 

There were no AP or Committee recommendations. 

I. Prohibited Species 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Basco moved that the Council support the HMS AP's 
recommendation to support the Preferred Alternative I6 - retain the established prohibited 
species group and establish criteria for the addition and removal of species tolfrom the 
prohibited species group. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Basco continued his report. 

J. Gear Restrictions - Gillnet and Bottom Longline Gear Only 

The AP felt that the Preferred Alternative 53, which addressed the shark gillnet fishery 
off Georgia, was not a Gulf of Mexico issue and had no comments. Although some 
individual AP members had comments on the HMS Division's preferred alternatives J4 
and J5, the AP as a group had no recommendations. The Committee also had no 
recommendations. However Dr. Claverie pointed out that some of the bycatch reduction 
measures will affect vessels that are also in the reef fish fishery. 

K. TimeIArea Closures 

Mr. Fischer felt that it was a misnomer to call the Preferred Alternative K2 proposed 
closure off of the Carolinas a winter fishery closure, since it extended from January 
through July. The AP had no recommendations since they felt this issue was outside of 
the Gulf of Mexico. The Committee also had no recommendations. 



L. Essential Fish Habitat 

There were no AP recommendations. However, Dr. Claverie expressed concern over the 
phrase in Preferred Alternative L4 to identify EFH "based on special needs". The term 
special needs is not in the Magnuson-Stevens Act and is undefined. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Basco moved that the NMFS HMS Division be asked to 
develop a legal definition. of the term, special needs. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Basco continued his report. 

M. Exempted Fishing Permits 

There were no AP recommendations. However, Dr. Claverie expressed concern that 
developing a separate display permitting system could lead to NMFS managing the 
aquarium business in areas such as water quality, etc. In addition, if the display 
permitting system becomes too burdensome, some aquariamay choose to stop displaying 
sharks, which would reduce the educational value of aquaria to the public which might 
not otherwise have an opportunity to see a shark. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Basco moved that the NMFS HMS Division be asked 
not to make a display permitting system so administratively burdensome that aquaria 
stop displaying sharks. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Basco continued his report 

Following review if the AP's recommendations, Dr. Claverie suggested that the AP's 
comments as well as the Council's be forwarded to the HMS Division. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Basco moved that the HMS AP's comments on HMS 
Amendment 1 be forwarded to the NMFS HMS Division along with the Council's 
comments. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Basco continued his report 

HMS SCOPING FOR EIS FOR HMS AMENDMENT 2 AND BILLFISH 
AMENDMENT 2 

Mr. Atran reviewed the Joint HMS and Billfish AP comments on potential scoping 
issues for HMS Amendment 2 and Billfish Amendment 2. 



With respect to exempted fishing permits and scientific research permits, Dr. Claverie 
suggested that the Council note in a letter to the HMS Division that the NMFSISEFSC 
Miami laboratory has been asking to be allowed a scientific take of billfish which 
amounts to more than the U.S. recreational allocation of 250 billfish. This is a very 
delicate political issue in ICCAT and elsewhere and NMFS needs to be very careful 
about proceeding with this request. 

With respect to streamlining limited access, Mr. Fischer questioned the remark from Mr. 
Horst that tuna lump fishermen are having to obtain a longline permit. He recalled that 
bandit gear is an allowable gear for tuna. If the gear used for tuna lump fishing is not 
an allowable gear, he recommended that it be made allowable, but he felt it already was 
allowed. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Basco moved that the Joint HMS and Billfish AP's 
comments on scoping issues for HMS Amendment 2 and Billfish Amendment 2 be 
forwarded to the NMPS HMS Division along with the Council's comments. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Mr. Basco continued his report 

HMS AND BILLFISH AP OTHER BUSINESS REQUESTS 

With respect to the HMS and Billfish AP request that they be reconvened at a future time 
as appropriate to make additional recommendations, Mr. Basco stated that he didn't 
know if the Council had the money to do it, so he suggested that the request be put on 
the back burner for now. 

With respect to the HMS and Billfish AP request that persons from the APs be appointed 
to the delegation to attend the ICCAT meeting in Dublin in ~ o v e m b e r  2003, or that they 
be authorized to attend as observers with the Council paying the application fees, Irby 
Basco stated that this again was a budget matter, and he suggested that the Council do 
nothing. 

ICCAT ISSUES 

Dr. Claverie summarized the issues with the draft recommendations from the ICCAT 
Working Group (Tab H, No. 5). He felt that some of the ICCAT monitoring 
recommendations would be onerous on U. S . vessels and recreational vessels in 
particular. 

The ICCAT recommendations call for all vessels fishing or ICCAT species in the 
convention area (to the shore) be licensed. All 5 Gulf states have saltwater license 
requirements. In the past, the issue has been raised that a federal license that supercedes 
the state licences would take away a source of income for the states. Dr. Claverie 



suggested that the Council comment to NMFS that NMFS needs to be careful, if a 
federal recreational license is established, not to create a situation where a vessel needs 
both a federal and a state license to fish in the same spot. 

The ICCAT recommendations call for all recreational vessels to be required to carry a 
bound logbook. This is inappropriate for smaller vessels. In addition, NMFS is opposed 
to the recommendation because it is contrary to NMFS' plans, which are more efficient. 
NMFS is looking into electronic logbook reporting and is currently using a survey 
systems for the recreational fishery. Dr. Claverie recommended that the Council support 
NMFSYs position and comment favorably on it. 

On behalf of the Committee Mr. Basco moved that the Council write a letter to NMFS 
relative to the ICCAT draft recommendations covering the licensing and logbook issues, 
stating that: if a federal recreational license resulting from an ICCAT recommendation is 
established, that state issued licenses be recognized as complying with the ICCAT 
recommendation; and that the Council supports NMFS' objections to the ICCAT draft 
recommendations regarding recreational data. 

Motion as modified carried with no objection. 

Enforcement Reports 

LCDR Sherlock read the Enforcement Report for the 8th CG Dist, New Orleans, Louisiana 
(Attachment 5). 

LT Gordon reported that there were no major violations for the 7Ih CG Dist, Miami, Florida. 
He introduced his new boss, LCDR Scott Rogers. 

Mr. McKinney reported that the amount of NOVAS and assessments issued from General 
Counsel exceeded the previous quarter in the number of violations for the Gulf of Mexico. 
There were a handful that came out of the Florida Keys Marine Sanctuary, several from the 
SAFMC, and the vast majority (98%) were initiated in the Gulf of Mexico. The violations 
ranged from TEDs violations, closed fishing violations, landing violations, and dealer permits 
violations. He felt it was significant to see the effort given to the Coast Guard, NMFS 
Enforcement and the States. He related that a lot of credit went to the states through the Joint 
Enforcement Agreements in providing a better dockside enforcement presence which, in itself, 
was raising the level of compliance. 

NMFS Re~ional Administrator's R e ~ o r t  

Dr. Crabtree presented the NMFS Regional Administrator's Report: He stated that with regard 
to the red snapper IFQ referendum, NOAA Fisheries was developing a proposed rule to establish 
referendum procedures and a vote-weighting formula for the IFQ program. The proposed rule 
should be published in the Federal Register in early October and a final rule published in late 
October. The first referendum ballot was scheduled to be mailed in early November and the 
results of the first referendum would be available to the Council at the January, 2004 meeting. 



Regarding the CharterboatIHeadboat Permit Moratorium there have been 1,536 coastal 
migratory pelagic permits issued, 1,465 reef fish permits, and 169 historical captains 
applications received. Of the approximate 962 permit holders who were qualified to obtain a 
charter vessel permit under the revised criteria that were established under the corrected 
amendment, only 104 of those people had applied for the permit. There had been 2,761 
(subsequently revised to 2,361) shrimp permits issued as of September 5,2003. Dr. Crabtree 
thanked Dr. Weaver for an excellent job and reported that he would continue to be involved with 
the Councils. He related that Virginia Faye would take over as the Assistant Regional 
Administrator for Sustainable Fisheries and would be at the November Council meeting. 

Mr. Williams reported that at the public hearings held on the IFQ program, there was an 
abundance of questions and it was obvious that the fishermen were interested and needed much 
more information than they had. Dr. Crabtree responded that the proposed rule that was 
published would go into great detail describing who would vote and how the votes would be 
weighted. He added that a newsletter would be sent to the fishermen as well. 

Mr. Cupka asked if the IFQ program would be specific to red snapper or a generic process. Dr. 
Crabtree replied that the IFQ program was specific to the red snapper fishery. He added that 
the weighting of votes and the determination of.who would be qualified to vote in no way set 
a precedence or have any bearing of what the Council may or may not do in terms of who 
qualifies for IFQ shares. 

Dr. Claverie asked if the same shareholders would be voting in the second referendum as had 
voted in the first referendum. Dr. Crabtree stated that the Proposed Rule would outline the 
procedure for voting and the qualification criteria and weighting of voting that would apply to 
both referenda. 

Director's Re~orts  

Mississippi 

Mr. Perret reported that there had been 7 recent new recreational angling records, one being 
a 15 pound, 8 ounce arnberjack. He reported that Colonel Bakker retired this year. Oyster 
season opened September 10,2003. He related that there was a concern about the number of 
shrimp fishermen getting into the oyster fishery which could cause the possibility that smaller 
bag limits may have to be implemented. He related that his agency would receive a $90,000 
grant to be utilized for planting cultch for oyster and recreational fishing reefs. 

Mr. Williams reported that the Commission met last week and as of January 1,2004, Florida 
would increase the minimum size limit on pompano from 10" to 11" and lower the bag limit 
from 10 fish to 6 fish. There would be modifications in the commercial trip limit as well. There 
was an assessment from the Florida Marine Research Institute which reported that the pompano 
were slightly overfished and harvest needed to be reduced by at least 10 percent so the 



Commission chose to take this action. He related that there was a controversy within the 
recreational tarpon fishery in the Boca Grande Pass area between the traditional live-bait 
fishermen and the new upstart jig fishermen. 

Alabama 

Mr. Minton reported that the Roads to Reef Project which involved use of concrete culverts had 
completed 13 inshore reefs. Also there were 9 new inshore reefs using similar material. This 
year the snapper hatching project had produced over 2,000 tagable snapper. Yesterday, the first 
400 red snapper were released on specific sites with tetracycline tags and an elastomer injected 
in the eye. He was pleased to announce that bids had been received to build a pipeline which 
would run from the Gulf of Mexico, at the Gulf State Park Pier directly to the Mariculature 
Center, and would allow for utilization of full strength sea water to enhance the ability to 
produce large numbers of fish. 

Louisiana 

Ms. Foote reported that the Commission had kicked off a derelict crab trap removal program 
with winter and spring components. She added that there were 6,000 recipients of the shrimp 
disaster program fund. 

Dr. Claverie reported that a record 1,152 pound blue fin tuna, the largest known fish caught 
under recreational IGFA rules in the Gulf and a 958 pound 10 ounce blue marlin, second in the 
Louisiana state record system. 

U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service 

Mr. Brown reported that as of August 10,2003,8,288 Kemps Ridley sea turtle nests had been 
counted at Rancho Nuevo in Mexico. This was the highest number of nests documented in 
Mexico since the effort between Mexico and the United States had been established in 1978 to 
prevent the extinction of the Kemps Ridley Turtle. By comparison a total of 6,436 nests were 
documented in 2002, 5,442 in 2001 and 6,277 in 2000. (Attachment 6). 

Gulf States Marine Fisheries Commission 

Mr. Simpson reported that procedures had been changed so mistakes would not happen in the 
future regarding the MRFSS red snapper data. The October commission meeting will be in 
Corpus Christi, Texas where consideration of the bycatch of sharks in the menhaden fishery 
would be discussed. The otolith manual produced by the Gulf States Marine Fisheries 
Commission standardized all the mechanisms and protocols for aging fish and was available on 
CD or downloaded from their website. 



Texas 

Mr. Riechers reported that the 1 l th Annual Fisheries & Wildlife Expo was coming the first 
week of October. He expected checks to go out for the shrimp disaster relief recipients. He 
added that Hal Osburn was given a grand farewell and presented with the Council's plaque. 

Mr. Perret asked if the state of Texas used income requirements for the shrimp fishermen to 
receive funding from the shrimp disaster fund. Mr. Riechers responded no. 

Gulf Safely Committee Report 

Mr. Fischer presented the Gulf Safety Committee Report. On August 19,2003 the Gulf Safety 
Committee Meeting was held in Metairie, Louisiana. He felt this was the most important 
meeting to date and the speaker was Captain Dave Scott from Headquarters in Washington. He 
had stated that the Coast Guard did not intend to stop fishing at any of the rigs unless conditions 
in the Country were elevated to a code red. He related that the Coast Guard had until July 1, 
2004 to get all security measures in place across the entire Gulf of Mexico. To do this the 
Administrative Procedures Act was waived. There were over 10,000 vessels that needed 
security plans, 5,000 facilities and numerous outer continental shelf facilities. This was covered 
under the Outer Continental Shelf Land Act where the Coast Guard can enact safety zones. 
There are about 40 outer continental shelf facilities to be named safety zones. These safety 
zones applied only to vessels over 100 feet. 

Mr. Livingston gave an enforcement report (Attachment 7). 

Other Business 

Ms. Williams asked that the Administrative Policy Committee meet again in November to 
review the changes that had been made during the closed session at the July Council meeting. 
She then asked that the Personnel Committee meet during a brief closed session to clarify 
personnel issues. 

Mr. Fensom agreed. 

Ms. Williams moved to prepare a scoping document to require operator permits for 
commercial and for-hire sectors in all fisheries. 

Ms. Morris questioned if this would put a burden on NMFS permit department. Dr. Crabtree 
felt the permits were important and would check with the permit department to see if this would 
cause a burden. 

Motion carried unanimously. 

Mr. Minton questioned why the permits were free to the fishermen in the Pacific Northwest. 
Dr. Claverie reported that the law required that the charge could not be more than the 
administrative cost and that the money went to the U.S. Treasury not NMFS. 



Mr. Perret asked if the Council needed to make further decisions on Tab K, No. 1. Mr. 
Swingle related that unless the Council felt differently from the motion made by Mr. Perret at 
the July meeting, 4 Council members including Chair and Vice Chair, no action was necessary. 
Each salaried Council member would cost approximately $2,500 and $1,100 per state director 
to attend the meeting. 

Ms. Williams moved that any Council member wishing to attend the November Joint 
Council meeting be authorized to attend. 

Motion failed. 

Nominations for Chair and Vice-Chair of the Gulf Council 

Mr. Minton moved to nominate Ms. Bobbi Walker as Chair. 

Ms. Bell moved to nominate Ms. Kay Williams as Chair. 

Ms. Williams withdrew her name from consideration for Chair. 

Motion carried by acclimation to elect Ms. Bobbi Walker as Chair. 

Mr. Basco moved to nominate Mr. Joe Hendrix. 

Ms. Williams moved to nominate Mr. Corky Perret. 

Mr. Williams moved to nominate Ms. Julie Morris. 

Motion carried to elect Ms. Julie Morris as Vice Chair. 

APISSC Selection Committee Report 

A closed session was held to review the APISSC Selection committee report. After the closed 
session, the Council then re-opened the meeting and announced the following motions were 
acted upon. 

Motion: that staff work with N O M  Enforcement to develop a form to accurately identify 
individuals as well as corporations, partnerships, LLCs, or other legal entities owning or 
operating individual vessels. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

Motion: that checks for fishery violations (utilizing these forms and state records) be 
conducted annually. 

Motion carried. 



Motion: to appoint Dr. Jim Cowan as Chairman and Dr. Sandra Diamond as Vice 
Chairman of the SEDAR stock assessment pool. 

Motion carried with no objection. 

There being no further business THE MEETING ADJOURNED AT 5:30 p.m. (CST) 

APPROVED DATE 


