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State Management 
Program for Recreational 
Red Snapper

• Must be approved first.

2 Actions:
• Components to include in 

state management

• Allocating the 
recreational red snapper 
ACL among the states

Management for 
Recreational 
Red Snapper

Louisiana
Alabama

Mississippi
Florida
Texas

1 Amendment: 5 Amendments:

• Council may approve one, 
several, or all amendments.

2 Actions:
• Delegation or Conservation 

Equivalency

• Post-season AMs





Components of the Recreational Sector to include in State 
Management Programs

Alternative 1:  No Action.  

For a state with an approved state management program:
Alternative 2: The state will manage its private angling component 
only. 

Alternative 3: The state will manage both its private angling component 
and federal for-hire components. 

Preferred Alternative 4: The state will choose whether to manage its 
private angling component only, or to manage both its private angling 
and federal for-hire components.  



All Alternatives:  
• For states without an approved state management program, a 

private angling/federal for-hire fishing season will be estimated 
using the remainder of the respective component ACLs, reduced 
by the established buffer.  

Annual Catch Limit (ACL)
The amount of fish that can be
harvested from the stock each year.

Annual Catch Target (ACT)
A harvest level set lower than the ACL to
create a buffer so that overharvest does
not occur.

Under an approved state management program, the state must estimate the 
fishing season length toward the ACT.  The state must constrain landings to not 
exceed the ACL.
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Action 1, Alt. 2:  Private Angling only



Action 1, Alt. 3:  Both Private Angling and Federal For-hire
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Action 1, Alt. 4:  Both Private Angling and Federal For-hire, 
or Private Angling only
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(Example:  State C manages its private angling component only.)



Apportioning the Recreational ACL (Quota) among States

Alternative 1: No Action 

Allocate the recreational sector ACL among the states based on the average of 
historical landings for the years:

Alternative 2:
Option 2a:  1986-2015. 
Option 2b:  1996-2015.
Option 2c:  2006-2015.
Option 2d:  50% of average landings
for 1986-2015 and 50% of average 
landings for 2006-2015.

Alternative 4: In calculating state apportionments under Alternative 2 or 3, 
exclude from the selected time series, as appropriate:

Option 4a:  2006 landings.  Option 4c:  2014 landings.
Option 4b:  2010 landings. Option 4d:  2015 landings.

Alternative 3:
Option 3a:  1986-2009. 
Option 3b:  1996-2009.
Option 3c:  2006-2009.
Option 3d:  50% of average 
landings for 1986-2009 and 50% of 
average landings for 2006-2009.



Apportioning the Recreational ACL (Quota) among 
States

Alternative 5: Allocate the recreational sector ACL among the states 
based on each state’s average of the best 10 years of historical landings 
for the years 1986-2015.

Alternative 6: Allocate the recreational sector ACL among the states 
based on spatial abundance of red snapper biomass and recreational trips
using:

Option 6a:  25% biomass, 75% trips.
Option 6b:  50% biomass, 50% trips.
Option 6c:  75% biomass, 25% trips.



Authority Structure for State Management

Alternative 1: No Action. 

Alternative 2: Establish a management program that delegates some management 
authority in federal waters to a state.  The state must establish the red snapper season 
structure and bag limit for the harvest of its assigned portion of the recreational sector 
annual catch limit (ACL).  Louisiana’s Preferred Alternative

Alternative 3: Establish a management program that delegates management 
authority in federal waters to a state.  The scope of authority to include in the 
delegation to the state must be defined. 

Note:  Delegation requires a ¾ majority vote of voting Council members to be 
selected as preferred. 



Authority Structure for State Management

Alternative 4: Establish a management program in which Florida submits a plan to the 
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) describing the conservation equivalency
measures Florida will adopt for the management of its portion of the recreational sector 
ACL in federal waters. 

Alternative 5: Establish a management program in which Florida submits a plan to a 
technical review committee describing the conservation equivalency measures Florida 
will adopt for the management of its portion of the recreational sector ACL in federal 
waters. 

Note: For conservation equivalency, the state’s plan must specify the red snapper season 
and bag limit, and must be reasonably expected to limit the red snapper harvest to 
Florida’s assigned portion of the recreational sector ACL. 

All Alternatives:  If a state’s plan is determined to be inconsistent with the requirements of 
delegation or conservation equivalency, then the recreational harvest of red snapper in
the federal waters adjacent to that state would be subject to the default federal 
regulations for red snapper.



Post-Season Accountability Measures (AMs)

Alternative 1: No Action

Alternative 2: While red snapper is overfished (based on the most recent Status of U.S. 
Fisheries Report to Congress), if the combined state recreational landings exceed that 
state’s recreational ACL, then in the following year reduce the total recreational quota and 
the state’s ACL by the amount of the ACL overage in the prior fishing year, unless the best 
scientific information available determines that a greater, lesser, or no overage adjustment 
is necessary.  The state’s recreational ACT (or component ACTs) will be adjusted to reflect 
the previously established percent buffer.   Louisiana Preferred Alternative

If the state has both a private-angling ACL and a federal for-hire ACL, the reduction will be 
applied:

Option 2a: to the component(s) that exceeded the applicable ACL. 
Louisiana Preferred Option
Option 2b: equally to both components.



Photo: Troy Frady

To learn more about potential allocations of the recreational 
red snapper ACL, see:
http://portal.gulfcouncil.org/RedSnapperDecisionSupportTool/


