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The Reef Fish Management Committee ofth e Gul fof Mexico Fishery
Management C ounci | convened at the Omi Hotel in Corpus Christi,
Texas on Monday afternoon, August 22, 2022, and was calle d to
ord er by Vice Chair man Chris Schi ebl e.

ADCPTION OF A GENDA
APPROVAL OF MINUTES
ACTI ON GUIDE AND NEXT STEPS

VICE CHAIRVAN CHRI'S SCHI EBLE: At this time, | would like to
call the Reef Fish Committee to order. This is a committee - of -
t he-whole, and so 16m not going to go through everybodyds nane
that is on the list, and ités all of us that are in here, and
sone of those people are present virtually today as well, and
just to note that. The first item on the list is Adoption of
the Agenda, which is Tab B, Nunber 1, and can | have a notion?
M. GII.

MR. BOB G LL: Thank you, M. Chairman. | would lIike to add an
itemto Ot her Business, the title of which is El ephants.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Sorry. | coul dnrhéar. Wat was it?
MR G LL: The title of which is Elephants.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: |s there one in the roon®

MR. G LL: There m ght be.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Al l right. Andy.

MR. ANDY STRELCHECK: Dale already alluded to it, but | wanted
to specify, with the agenda, that Richard Cody is scheduled to
talk about calibration, and he wonét be able to speak until
t onmor r ow nor ni ng.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: So the agenda is going to go a little
bit out of the order that you see it, and | @n going to explain
here in a second, after we get through the first two things.
The next item on the agenda is Approval of the June 2022
M nut es. Does anyone have any changes or edits or comments to
the mnutes fromthat neeting? If not, I will ask for a notion
to approve the mnutes fromthe June 2022 neeti ng.

MR d LL: So noved, M. Chairman.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Do we have a second? Billy Broussard
seconds. Then wedl|l nove on to the Action Guide and Next Steps,
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which is Tab B, Nunber 3. M. R ndone, can you please take us
through it?

MR. RYAN RI NDONE: If you would like, | can just go bit-by-bit,
as we nove through everything.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: So webre going to start with ItemV, |
believe, which is Recommendations of the Southeastern U. S.
Yel | omt ai | Snapper.

GULF AND SQUTH ATLANTI C SSC REVI EW AND RECOMVENDATI ONS FOR
SOQUTHEASTERN U. S. YELLOWAI L SNAPPER

MR. RINDONE: Al right, and so Dr. Nance is here with us today,
and heds the SSC Chair, and hebs going to talk to you guys about
the joint SSC review of the SEDAR 64 interim analysis for
sout heastern U.S. yellowtail snapper.

The SSC has reviewed the updated information and continues to
find yellowail snapper to be healthy and not experiencing
overfishing , and they nmade sone catch limt recomendations for
you guys and the South Atlantic Council to consider. We share
this stock with the South Atlantic Council , and, currently, 25
percent of it is apportioned to the @ulf, and 75 percent to the
South Atlantic, based on biomass and where the | andi ngs occur.

The interim analysis continues to use the Marine Recreational

I nf or mati on Pr ogr ands Fi shi ng Effort Sur vey adj ust ed
recreational | andi ngs data, and so, Dr. Nance, with that, take
it away.

DR, JI' M NANCE: Thank you. It 6 snice to be able to be here,

and, from all the SSC nmenbers, Dr. Shipp, we wanted to w sh you
a happy birthday today. W appreciate all the science that
youdve given in the Gulf of Mexico.

As Ryan nmentioned, this was a joint neeting between the @ulf and
the South Atlantic SSCs. W followed the South Atlantic rules
in our neeting, and so, instead of notions and things |ike that,
it was consensus, and so youbdll see those consensus statenents
in this presenta tion

The Florida Fish and WIldlife Conservation Conm ssion presented
t hi s interim anal ysis, and itds important to remenber that this
was an interim analysis, and the only thing that was updated
were landings and discard data, and those were updated through
2020. W used -- In this analysis, they used the SSC approved
base nobdel that was put together for SEDAR 64 for the stock
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assessment .

For this interim analysis, no updates were made from the SEDAR

64 nodel, and no nodel f eat ures, such as age, length
conposition, reproduction, and other indices were updated. As
Ryan mentioned , the SEDAR 64 nopdel uses the MRIP-FES data to
i nform t he recreational catch and effort statistics.

During our neeting, the base nodel configuration was reviewed,

and it was updated w th recruitment devi ations through 2020, as
I ment i oned, and updated bias adjustnents. The nodel

convergence criteria and their structure remai ned unchanged from
SEDAR 64, and the nodel fits to landings and discards were
observed to be reasonable, in our estimation, and wthin the
nodel error estimation.

Model diagnostic s were conpleted to evaluate nodel stability,
and we | ooked at the nodel and felt that it perforned well for
the analysis, and the overall goodness of fit increased over
time in the nodel towards present-day data. The ratio of
spawni ng stock biomass conpared to the spawning stock biomass at
the proxy, which is current F 30 percent SPR has renmained
consistent and increased with tine across stock assessnents,
i ndi cating that we havea healthy stock.

The FWC reviewed the yield projections, limted to 2021 to 2030,
including consistent catch and consistent F scenari os.
Recruitnment was fixed, simlar to the average recruitment for
the stock over the recruitnent tine series. Using the South
Atl antic SSCOs Acceptable Biological Catch Control Rule, a P* of
0.375 is applied to the projections, and that was done follow ng

SEDAR 64. Projections for a three-year and five-year average,
constant catch, and equilibrium catch were also provided for our
revi ew.

Qur first consensus statenent is the SSC determ ned that the
2022 SEDAR 64 interim analysis satisfies the prescribed terns of
reference. Consensus Statenent Nunber 2 is the SSC did not find
any outstanding issues with the analysis that would prevent it
from being used to informcatch | evel recommendations. The next
statement is the SSC finds the 2022 interim analysis, using the
SEDAR 64 base nodel, as being consistent wth the best
scientific information available

W had discussions after these presentations, and the SSC
recommended using a P* value of 0.375 to produce the ABCs, and
this is consistent to what we did last tine. Wth this nodel
being an interim analysis, we felt it prudent to keep the sane
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P* value, and thatds what we recomrended, and, as we nobve away
from when SEDAR 64 was done, as we just add landing s and discard
data, we nove further and further away from the nodel, and so
the council s could consider adjusting the annual catch limt,
the ACL, or the annual catch target for managenent uncertainty

Qur next consensus statenent is the SSC recommends that the next
stock assessment for southeastern U S. yellowail snapper be
performed during the next three to five years and including
updating all the indices of relative abundance. The next
assessment should also further explore uncertainty in natural
and discard nortality, and in the projections, and, also, the
MRI P-FES CPUE interpretation as catch per trip, instead of catch
per angler, and research reconmendati ons from SEDAR 64 shoul d be
consi der ed.

Qur next last consensus statenent is the SSC reconmends catch
| evel s conmensurate with F 30 percent SPR for the overfishin g
limt and P* of 0.375 for the ABC, using annual vyields, as
outlined in the table bel ow

In the next slide, there is the table, and so it has OFL, our
recommended ABC, and, also, if the council w shed to change to a
different ACL, or ACT, 90 percent of F 30 percent SPR and 75
percent F 30 percent SPR are also provided in this table. M.
Chair, thatds the end of ny presentation

VI CE CHAl RVAN SCHI EBLE: Thank you, Dr. Nance. M. Chair.

VMR. DALE DI AZ: Thank you, Dr. Nance. | read the SSC report,
and | agree with everything that the SSC did, and | think you
all did a thorough job. In the report, it tal ks about the year

2017, and there was a geonetric mean used for a couple of years
before 2017, and after 2017, and can you talk about that a
little bit, and just maybe explain to nme and the council maybe
the issue with 2017 and sone of the other factors that you all
di scussed, pl ease?

DR. NANCE: Ryan, remnd ne, and is 2017 -- Go ahead.

MR. RINDONE: 2017 was the year where the landings got a little
bit interesting, and the landings in 2015 and 2016 and 2018 and
2019 were all within what we woul d have expected to see and were
not dissimlar from one another in their nagnitude, but the
| andi ngs for 2017 were an order of nagnitude higher than the
| andi ngs in surroundi ng years.

In looking at the intercept information , there di dn Gppear to
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be anything obvious, fromthe way that the intercepts that were
done and the nunber of intercepts, that anything was done
incorrectly, but it was just that the intercepts that were
conducted happened to interact with anglers who had clainmed to
have caught |arge nunbers of fish, and a couple of intercepts
had included weights, included larger fish, and so, as webve
seen happen in the past, especially with FES, that expanded out
quite substantially, to result in landings that were in the
300, 000- pound range for the recreational sector, that normally
only | ands anywhere between 50,000 and 100, 000 pounds, and so it
was quite an increase , conpared to what weOve seen in the
surroundi ng years.

It di dnodhave an overwhelmng effect on where the node
ultimately ended up, and so |ike the termnal year,
determ nation of stock status and yield and everything, it was
very close to what the nodel was estimating, if you left 2017 in
as collected, if you di dn d@eo any of the snoothing, and so the
decision by the analyst was to go ahead and just |eave 2017 in
t here.

Wen it cones further down the road, for things |ike season
proj ections, the council m ght consider doing sonething to try
to snooth 2017 out, since itds not typical of the surrounding
years, based on the |andings data that we have, but leaving it
in there, as-is, could have an effect on season projections and
what we think we mght experience with yellowail fishing in the
aul f.

DR.  NANCE: Thank you, Ryan, and, Dale, as we saw in gag
grouper, for exanple, and we had that spike in 1983 and those
types of things, and so sonetines, when we extrapolate up, we
have those spikes. Wiile we saw that spike in 2017, as Ryan
mentioned, we discussed that, and we left it in, instead of
snoothing it out, and wedbll have to take a |look at that at other
times though, but it di dn oaffect the output, the analysis,
from the nodel.

MR Dl AZ: | appreciate you all having these discussions, and
webve tal ked about this sone around the table, and | agree with
everything you all did, but | Ilike that you all are talKking
about sonme of these spikes, because | think sonetinmes we just
have to |look at things, when things that are show up that are
not plausible, or possible, and I think sonetines that m ght not
necessarily be for an entire year, and it mght be for a wave
for one state, and, anyway, | appreciate that you all are having
t hose di scussi ons.
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DR, NANCE: Thank you, and | think that itds importa nt, if we
see those spikes, that we | ook back at the data. Sonetines itos
caused from one trip, and that certainly is an anomaly, but, if
youbve got many trips in there, you have to take consideration
of were those -- | nean, those are active trips, and so you have
to take maybe a little different stance on sonme of those other
things that we | ook at, but taking a look at the data | think is
t he important  part.

MR. DI AZ: | wholeheartedly agree, and | encourage you all to
keep investigating, whenever sone of these spikes happen, and
see if thereds better ways, or if theydére being dealt wth
appropriately , and so | would very nuch strongly encourage you
all to keep doing that. Thank you, Dr. Nance.

DR. NANCE: Thank you.
VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Kevi n, go ahead.

MR. KEVIN ANSON. Thank you, and I d o n 6know, and it m ght be a
guestion for Ryan, but, Dr. Nance, on one of your slides, it
tal ks about, for the consensus statement, for the future
assessment , is to evaluate the MIP-FES CPUE interpretation as
catch per trip, instead of catch per angler, and there was just
a couple of sentences in the SSC report, and can you explain
what th at neans, or what those differences --

DR, NANCE: From ny recollection, right now the data for
yellowail snapper is CPUE from catch per trip, instead of catch
per angler, and so thatdés how the data is incorporated , and so |

think the other ones are used by catch per angler, ar en &hey,
in the MRIP-FES, and Ryan may be better to answer that one.

MR.  RI NDONE: The differentiation between catch per angler and
catch per trip did result in sone differences in trend, but,
based on the jitter analysis, the diagnostic run, or the
diagnostic nmet hod, thatdés used to test the nodel 6s sensitivity
t o certain changes, by varying paraneters up to 10 percent, that
-- Characterizing CPUE by the angler, and not by the trip,
di dn dave a pronounced effect on the nodel.

It was visually noticeable , and it nay have a greater effect as
additional years are added, and sonetines we add nore data in,
and sonetinmes a couple of years can skew things, and so one of
the things that the SSCs wanted to see done was to have that
characterization of CPUE be done as ités done for other reef
fish species, which is by trip and not by the individual angler,
and so that was one of the comments that they had nade.

10



O©ooO~NOOOUITr,WNE

It wasnoat dramatic difference, that was going to result in
like a change in result, but it was visually noticeable , and so
they wanted to see that brought in line with how everything el se
is done.

DR. NANCE: Thank you, Ryan.
VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Okay. Andy, you had your hand up?

MR. STRELCHECK: Dr. Nance, thanks for being here, and thanks
for your work on the SSC |dm not sure if this is a question
for you or Ryan, but | &n trying to wap ny head around
yellowtail catch |limts that are currently in place, and, given
this assessnment, and what was on the board just now is show ng

kind of ABC recommendations and OFLs from the SSC, | dn
interpreting this as actually a net decrease, in terns of what
woul d be allowed , because of the incorporation of FES, and that

our current catch levels are comensurate with whatés kind of
bei ng recomended now, but theyére not in the FES units, and so
am| correct on that, Ryan?

DR. NANCE: Bernie, go ahead and put that |ast slide up, please.

MR. Rl NDONE: So itdés not just that, but itds better precision

about the wunderstanding of the virgin biomass and how that
affects where we are at this point in tine. That was revised
from the SEDAR 27 assessnent to this one, and so, basically, the
stock i sndéthought to have been as large as we previously
thought it was, and so that brought things down a little bit,

and then, with FES as a -- You candt really directly conpare it,
because |ike the nodel that was used for SEDAR 27 and the nodel
that was used for SEDAR 64 are different, in a lot of ways,

including the estinmate of wvirgin biomass, the way that the
recrui tnent devi ations are done, and the npdel itself.

We used ASAP last tinme, and we used SS this tine, and the
recreational catch and effort is now different, and therebfs a

ot that has changed, and so ités not as -- W won6t have the
luxury of saying, oh, well, this is this in CHTS, and this is
this in FES, because the currencies would be only part of the
story. | actually d on 6know how we woul d conpare them and so

we m ght just not.

Typic ally though, as far as the fisheries are concerned in the

Qlf, it tends to be domnated by -- @lf yellowail |[Iandings
tend to be domnated by the commercial sector, but the
r ecreational sector has been landing nore fish, especially as

11
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webre starting to see nore fish northward toward Tanmpa Bay. In
the South Atlanticds jurisdiction, |andings are dom nated by the
recreational sector, as are discards, and so considerations
t here.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: M. GI1I.

MR, d LL: Thank you, M. Chairman, and thank you, Dr. Nance,
for your presentation, and | want to express ny disappointment
at the output of the SSC, and therebés a nunber of reasons for
that, and | would |Iike to enumerate those.

For one, the scientific wuncertainty, as nmneasured by the
difference between the OFL and the ABC, in 2023 is less than 1
per cent . There is nothing we do in fisheries science that is
that certa in, nothing. Ités 35,000 pounds in a little under
four-mllion, but it gets worse. As you noted, the further away
you get from the assessment, the nore uncertain it is, but the
SSC says, no, no, we get nore certain , because itds three-tines
as certain in 2027 than it was in 2023.

In my mnd, thatdés sinply not credible, and therebs nore to it
than that, because then you suggest that the ACL ought to
recogni ze and take up this uncertainty that was failed to be
recognized on the science side, and |etds be honest. Itdés so
close, the ACL to the OFL, that likely the ACL will have to be

made even lower, to avoid going over the OFL, and it doesndt

stop there.

It goes to the absence of a constant catch scenario. Well, they
di dnoéaoffer one, and | would argue that the constant catch
scenari o proffered in the presentation and the analysis was
incorrect, because it di dnadnclude this chart. I't included
2021 and 2022, and, since wedre on a decreasing scale, the large
nunbers drove the constant catch strategy to be inconsistent
with proper managenent, and so what webre left wth, if we
wanted to consider a constant catch strategy, is the |owest ABC
on the list, and we woul dnwant to do that unless we thought
the stock was in trouble, and they correctly note that itoés not.

One, the SSC has significant inpact on what council nmanagenent
can be, both from the ACL standpoint, and we candét do a valid
constant catch stra tegy if we want to, because, functionally,
you di dn @itve us roomto do that, and so | @n not pleased with
the results.

| think that they d on Orteflect the true science, and | am half
tenpted to nmake a notion to turn it back to the SSC for

12
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reconsideration , and | do understand that we d o n 6datch rnuch of
the stock, and thatdés the South Atlantic. | do understand t hat
they were driving the joint neeting, but everything that the
@Qulf does and the South Atlantic do are not necessarily the
sane, either in operations or in philosophy, and that goes to
the SSC and the council both.

My sense is that the Gulf SSC, which is to give advice to the
@l f Council, basically abdicating their responsibilities and
did what the South Atlantic did, and then the result is that the

normal process that we go by in the @Qlf Council -- W donot
have that option, and so youdve handed us, in my view, a can of
wor ns, and thatdés what weOve got to work wth. | donoknow
whet her council nenbers feel the same way, but | think the
i nterim assessment was basically good, with the exception of the
pla guey on the constant catch, but, other than that, | think it
was a good job, but I donodbelieve the SSC characterized
properly the projections and the recommendations to the

council s. Thank you.

DR, NANCE: Bob, | appreciate those comments, and itos
interesting , since this is an interim analysis, and all we were
doing is updating the |andings and the discard data. W t hout
the other indices that are used in an assessment, we felt it
prudent to keep the P* at 0.375 as wth the previous
assessment , and not to nove off of that, and so t hat &isnd of -
- During our discussion , thatds where we kept things.

OFL, we kept it at 30 percent SPR, as the previous assessnent,
and then the ABC at the P* of 0.375. W did talk about, as you

nove further, that you canét have -- Mywving away from that |ong-
term average, and so we did provide ACTs and ACLs, if the
council wanted to be able to consider those, and those were
provi ded.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Thank you, Dr. Nance. Any further
guestions for Dr. Nance on the SSC recommendation s for
yel | owt ai | shapper ? Vel |, t hank vyou, agai n, for your

presentation

DR, NANCE: Thank you, and, Ryan, | appreciate your historical
know edge.
MR. RINDONE: You guys might recall -- Thank you, Dr. Nance, for

being here, and so you guys mght recall that we previously had
tabled work on Reef Fish Anmendnent 55, which is also Snapper
G ouper Anmendnent 44, and so we donodhave a joint nanagenent
plan for yellowail with the South Atlantic Council, but we are

13
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trying to develop concurrent docunments that wll essentially

| ook the sanme for certain actions, and the South Atlanticos wll
differ, in some respects, because they have sector allocations
for yellowail, but thing s |like whatdés the stock ABC going to
be, whatds the stock ACL going to be, whatdés the jurisdictional
alloca tion going to be, and like those things need to be the
same in both documents, and those were tabled until this work
could be conpleted and these data could be updated , and so, at
this point, you guys would have the option of reconmendi ng
starting all that back up again.

Wth respect to M. Gl and Dr. Nancebs conversation about the
catch Iimts, one of the things that was mentione d, on the South
Atlantic side, for leaving in the 90 percent and 75 percent at F
30 percent SPR yields was that the South Atlantic Council , and,
again, this is what they |like to do, will often look to those
yields for setting the total ACL, to create nore of a buffer
between the ABC and the ACL, and so it is something that you
guys could tal k about, and that we could have conversations wth
the South Atlantic Council , for how to address the total ACL,
which would then be divided between the @lf and the South
Atlantic, to get at M. GIll6s coments about wanting to see
nore spread there between the OFL and the ABC, to account for
nore of the uncertainty that we believe to be present.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: M. GI1I.

MR. G LL: Thank you, M. Chairman. G ven Ryanés comments, |
nmove that we unt abl e Reef Fi sh Anendnent 54.

MR. RI NDONE: 55.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Do you need a notion for that?

MR. Rl NDONE: Yes, we need a nmotion for that, and it would be
Reef Fish Anmendnent 55, and then the presunption would be then
that, when the South Atlantic Council neets next nonth, then
t hey coul d consi der untabling Snapper G ouper Amendnent 44.

VI CE CHAl RMAN SCHI EBLE: M. G I.

MR. G LL: Thank you, M. Chairman, and so, for clarification ,
the action guide has got a typo in it? The action guide calls
for 54.

MR RINDONE: It looks like a typo then. | blanme Dr. Simmons.

M5. SUSAN BOGGS: Il will second the notion for discussion ,
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because | have a question
VI CE CHAI RMAN SCHI EBLE: Okay, Ms. Susan.

M5. BOGGS: So our amendnent though does not have to go in

conjunction , because itd6s not a joint amendnment, and so, whether
the South Atlantic decides to nove on their anendnent or not, we
could -- The @ulf Council can nove on Amendnent 55, correct?

MR. Rl NDONE: No, because itb6s going to affect it. It s going
to affect the South Atlantic Council as well. 1tds one of those
things where, when we send one of you guys off to the South
Atlantic Council , to be the council rep, that what you say is

goi ng to be impor tant .

The summary that you give is going to be important , because
theyore going to be looking to you for information and to
provide input on what the Gulf is doing, and, in this case, on
Reef Fish Anendnent 55, so that they wunderstand our discussions
and everything when they6re having theirs about Snapper G ouper
Amendnent 44, but both need to be untabled and started and be
devel oped concurrently , because theyb6re going to have a |ot of
the sane information in it, and so | think webre still
consi dering doing a conbi ned docunent, and so you guys could --

You know, if we nove forward with that direction , then you guys
woul d see a conbi ned anendnent that would affect both counci Is ,

but there would be actions in it that you just sinply woul dnoét

address, and so |like you guys woul d nhdve any coment, beyond
public comrent, if you so chose to give it, on their sector
allocation and their sort of hoop-junping, if they want to go
through with any nodifications to yellowtail nanagenent.

VI CE CHAI RMAN SCHI EBLE: Okay. A point of order, and then | &l
have a comment from you, and letds get this notion straight here
on the board from M. GIl, and so exactly -- Is it worded the
way you wanted it?

MR G LL: Yes, M. Chairman.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: And the seconder approves of how it is?
M5. BOGEGS:  Yes.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: It |l ooked like it was taking a while to
get up here.

M5. BOGGS: | was trying to ask ny question
15
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VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Go ahead.

V5. BOGGS: So this is kind of a nudge to the South Atlantic
that, hey, we want to do sonething, and you need to get noving,
and | probably wondét be at the next South Atlantic committee
neeting, and you all wll arm whoever goes with the necessary
argunments to hopefully bring this forward?

MR RI NDONE: VYes.
VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Dr. Freeman has his hand up.

DR. MATT FREEMVAN: Sorry. Bernie had ne testing that earlier,
and it just di dn @et | owered.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: kay. Wil e theydre deliberating, how
about any other further discussio n on the notion here? M.
Dyskow.

MR. PH L DYSKOW Thank you, M. Tenporary Chair. Bob, could
you articulate, in one or tw sentences, and | know this is
going to be a reach for you, what youbre trying to acconplish
with this, so | understand?

MR QG LL: Itéds so that we can address our approach to dealing
with yellowail as a result of the interim assessment .

MR. DYSKOW Thank you.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Any other coments on the notion?
Ryan.

MR. Rl NDONE: You guys might consider adding sonmething to this
about incorporating the updated catch advice from the interim

anal ysi s, for  consideration in the anendnment, which S
ultimately -- Thatbés what the SSCs are currently saying, is
consiste nt with BSIA and so thatdés what we would use anyway,
but just for the sake of being crystal clear on it. | know you

got called fiBogo earlier, and I don dédwant you to be accused of
being murky, M. GII.

MR dLL: If you would suggest that |anguage, Ryan, | would
appreciate it.

MR. Rl NDONE: Sure, and so to untable Reef Fish Anendnment 55 and
i ncl ude consideration of updated catch advice, as recommended by
the @Gulf and South Atlantic SSCs.
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VI CE CHAI RMAN SCHI EBLE: Ms. Boggs, are you okay with that, as
the seconder?

M5. BOGGS: | amokay with that, as the seconder.

MR. RINDONE: We know enough about whatds going on there to know
what to do.

VI CE CHAl RVAN SCHIEBLE: All right. Any further discussion, now
that webve adjusted it? No? GCkay. Al in favor of the notion
say aye; any opposed. kay. Moving on, we are at a breaking
point, and is that where we are, M. Chair?

MR DIAZ: Wobre all going to take a break, but, first, | think
Ms. Boggs has an issue she wants to bring up. M. Boggs.

M5, BOGGS: Yes, and | do, and | &n sorry to bring this up, but
we would like to wish Dr. Shipp a happy 80th birthday today.

DR. BOB SHI PP: Thank you, all. | appreciate it. |  know
sonetimes | kind of slip away, but thatds -- You know, an
eighty-year-old has that privilege, especially when youbre
tal king about data, and what is data? Data are plural, and
remenber that. Again, thanks, everybody.

M5. BOGGS: W have a card, and it took some doing, but | found
out that German chocolate is your favorite, and so we have sone
cupcakes in your honor, and we would like to take a break and
cel ebrate your birthday today.

DR. SHI PP: | candt think of anything better to do than that.

V5. BOGGS: Since | candt bring gin-and-tonic or anything I|ike
that into the council room

DR, SHI PP: I was talking to one of ny council nenber
col | eagues, and | told him that Mnday was my 90th birthday, and
| got to thinking, |ater on, thatds what happens to old people,
is ten years here or there, and so |I went back and | found him
and | apologized, and | said, | really neant that | am turning
eighty, and he said, thank god, and youbdre the best-I|ooking
ninety-year-old | &e ever seen

MR. DI AZ: Woére going to take about a twenty-nminute break, and
webl | start back up at 3:30.

(Whereupon, a brief recess was taken.)
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VI CE CHAl RVAN SCHI EBLE: Web6re going to nodify our agenda here a
little bit again, and weOre going to lead off wth Agenda Item
IV now, which is going to the Review of Reef Fish and Individual
Fi shing Quota Landings, wth M. ODonnell, and wedll start out
with reef fish and coastal mgratory pelagics, which is Tab B,
Nunber 4(a)(i) and (a)(ii). Thank you.

Al so, after we go through this, Agenda Item IV, wedre going to
junp to Agenda Item VI, which will be the Review of State-
Specific Angling Landings from each individual state report.
Ms. ObDonnel |, are you avail abl e?

REVI EW OF REEF FI SH AND | NDI VI DUAL FI SHI NG QUOTA (1 FQ LANDI NGS
FLORI DA

M5. KELLI OODONNELL: [16mready and waiting for the presentation
to cone up.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Ckay. Pl ease take over when youbre
ready.

M5. OODONNELL: Okay. W are going to start with our commerci al
reef fish landings, and we did put on here the |link to where the
ACL | andings are on our webpage, so that you can go ahead and go
there anytine that you would like to | ook at the commercial and
the stock landings, and so, in between neetings, if you want to
see where things are, these are the websites to go to.

The last neeting, it was requested to show where red snapper
for-hire landings have been in a simlar format as what webve
been doing for the other species wedve been presenting a figure

for, and so you can see, right now, for this year, we donadt

really have much, because we only have through Wave 2, and so,

since webre closed until Wave 3, wedll see what happens with
them although theydbve been pretty steady in these past couple
of years, regardless of COVID, and |andings have still been

simlar, even all the way back through the average of 2017 to
20109.

You candt see it, but the 2022 line is kind of hidden behind
t hose other averages and things, because it6s pretty nuch right
at zero, and then you can see all of the closures that have
occurred, and, in nore recent years, how the closures have
started to get later and | ater.

Gray triggerfish continues to be lower Ilandings, and | &n
assumng ités followng what wedre hearing from stakehol ders,
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that itds difficult to catch the comrercial ACT with the current
trip limt, and so wedll see what happens, if the docunent
inplenents a higher trip limt in the future, and thatds going
to be getting worked on.

G eater anberjack continues to be lower and |ower than what

webve seen in recent years, and | donodteally have anything
el se to say, except for the status of the stock is nost likely
heavily affecting what these landings are, in addition to a

reduced trip limt that, even though we havenhbit that step-
down, just the reduced trip limt itself nmakes it difficult for
targeted trips to occur for this species.

Gray snapper is bunmping back up there, with its landings to be
back on par with what it was pre-COvVID, with a 2017 to 2019

average, although, still, this is a stock, and webre only
showi ng commercial | andi ngs, they have a lot of room to |and
sone nore.

Lane snapper still continues to be lower in |andings than what
it has been the past couple of years, and, again, still way

| ower than what it was for the 2017 to 2019 average. Vermli on,
the sanme sort of trend, and ités hovering a little bit |ower
than what it has been in the past couple of years, and a |ot

lower still than what it was in the 2017 to 2019 aver age.

Yellowail, as we were just discussing, commercial does |and
nmore in the GQulf than the recreatio nal, but we still have been
seeing lower landings, in the past couple of years, than what

t hey have been | andi ng, on average.

Cubera, we did just get their little spike in landings, and so
we are keeping an eye on this stock, since they do have a post-
season accountability measure in effect right now to do a
project to see if a closure is needed, and, right now, webre
still not seeing that one is needed, based on what the
recreational landings are, but, due to them going over |ast

year, we are keeping an eye on this stock, to see what happens.

The sane for midwater snapper, and webre keeping an eye on this
stock, although you can see commercial landings are a |ot | ower
than what they were |last year, and, again, this is a stock as
wel |, but recreational | andings are low as well, and, even
t hough they do have the post-season accountability neasure, we
do not have any sort of closure projection showng a closure is
needed for this stock, as of yet.

The same for the jacks conplex, and landings are, again, a
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little bit Iower than they were in the previous couple of years,

but still have been trending higher, on average, than what they
were for the 2017 to 2019 average. | think thatdés the I ast
slide for this one.

VI CE CHAl RVAN SCHI EBLE: Okay. Thank you, Ms. QbDonnell. Do we
have any questions from the group? Nope and | don6see any
hands wup either, and so wedll nove on to the IFQ I|andings
presentation , Tab B, Nunber 4(b), please.

V5. OODONNELL: Well, we do have CMP as well. Dd you want ne
to present that? | know itdés been asked in the past that, even

if we donohave a CVWP Committee , to provide the | andings.
VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Yes, nmbéam Pl ease. Thank you.

V5. OODONNELL: All right, and so we have the CWMP | andings on
here, and, again, the websites are at the bottom if you would
like to look at landings in between neetings. Next sli de.
Cobia continues to be lower |andings than what we have seen in
the past years, and it could be partially due to their st ock

status as well, and | @n not totally sure, but they do seem to
have a continued downward trend in their |andings these past
couple of years. W see the opposite in the Florida East Coast

Zone, where |andings have been starting to trend up, and they
are getting closer to what they were in their 2017 to 2019
aver age.

King mackerel |andings have been way |ower than what they have
been in the past couple of years, and which is on par to what
webve been hearing from stakehol ders, that the fish have been
nor e difficult to find, and | &n not quite sure what is going on
there with that stock either, but you can see, fromthis slide,
that landings, in this fishing year, which we did just finish at
the end of June, and so we pretty nuch have their whole fishing
year on here, is way |lower than what they have been in recent
years.

Spani sh mackerel , on the other hand, has slowy started to tick
up with their landings, and l|andings for this year, so far,
which started on April 1, are higher than what they have been
the past couple of years, but still not as high as what they
were in the 2017-2018 to 2019-2020 average. | think thatés the
| ast slide for this one.

VI CE CHAlI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Ckay. Do we have any questions or
comments on the coastal mgratory pelagic landings? | am not
seeing any. Mowving on to ItemB, |IFQ | andings, please.
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M5. OODONNELL: The same thing here. W have the website at the
bottom and these l|andings are actually updated daily, and so
you can really see, in nore real tinme, what is going on with the
| FQ | andi ngs.

Red snapper, they are on par to where theybve been at in the
past recent years, and, agan, still even on par to what they
were for their 2017 to 2019 fishing year avera ge. Red grouper
has sl owed down conpared to what we saw going on |ast year, and
are back under what they were for their 2017 to 2019 rate of
harvest, although we still anticipate that they wll be pretty
close to their quota by the end of the year.

Gag grouper continues to be landing faster than what they have
in the past couple of years, and it w | be interesti ng to see,
as we finish out the year, what the commercial sector ends up
wi th, because they have not been close to their quota in any of
the recent years, and so it will be interesting to see how cl ose
they get to this year, and | think that is the last slide for
t hat one.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: kay. Thank you. Are there any
questions or comments for these? Okay. Then wedll nove on to
t he ACL updates, Tab B, Number 4(c)(i) and (c)(ii).

M5. OODONNELL: These are the tables that wedve been presenting
every nonth. | wanted to bring these up here, because, even
t hough we were not able to get recreational figures put tog ether
for you, this is just a rem nder that we do put the recreational

| andings in these tables every neeting, and so, if you wanted to
scroll down, we do have all of the recreational in here,
including for stocks as well, at the bottom and so, if youbre
wanting to see where we are so far wth the recreational

| andi ngs, although we donérneally have very nuch of an update
from the last meeting, which is why we do not have any
presentations, and | donodteally have nuch nore to say about
that, and the sane thing in the other tab for CW species. 1t0s
the sanme thing, and we have the recreational | andi ngs available
in these tables, and these are available at every neeting, even
if we donohave an actual figure presentation for the rec
sector, or the rec part of the stock, and so | &l just see if
t her eds any questions there.

VI CE CHAI RMAN SCHI EBLE: W have one question. M. Boggs.

V5. BOGGS: Thank you, Kelli, for your presentations. Do we
think that we wll have the total nunbers for the anberjack
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2021- 2022 season before we reopen it on Septenber 1, just to

kind of see? | suspect what webre looking at is going to be
pretty nmuch it, but | would be curious to see how we ended the
year before we go forward in opening this next vyear, if you
will, and not that it wll inpact what we do, but 1 d&n just

curious how we ended up.

M5. OODONNELL: | think we just got Wave 3 in, but | d&n not sure,
Andy, if you wanted to answer that, if you know nore about that,
but | @n not sure what those |andings are.

MR. STRELCHECK: Susan, youbdre asking if we have essentially
final landings for the prior fishing year before we open the new
fishing year? Thatbés -- W do have Wave 3, that just cane in,
and we have to process that data and convert it back to the
units for CHTS, in order to use it for anberjack, from what I
recall, but that really woul dnbonfluence, or affect, any
deci si on webve made going forward at this point, in ternms of the
Sept enber or Cctober opening.

| think what will be nore critical is knowi ng what was | anded in
Septenber or October, in sone of the discussions webl | have
around future greater anberjack nanagenent and any changes to
managenent neasures, and that would be available by early next
year.

VI CE CHAl RVAN SCHI EBLE: M. Chair.

MR DIAZ: | think this question is for M. Strelcheck. | know
we really d onodhave a ot in these tables to talk about the red
snapper for-hire sector, and | have conmended you before , and |
want to conmend you again , and | thought you all did a |ot

better job | ast year handling the red snapper for-hire sector.

W are set to close on August 19, and, historically, at that
point in the season, the last several years, they have been
runni ng behind, and they had quota |eft over, and have you all
had any discussions about how you mght handle that, or do you
have any insight you could give us about how you m ght handle
that, if they still have sone quota |left, whenever you can get
t hat next wave of data?

MR,  STRELCHECK: Thanks for the question, Dale. Recall, in
years past, we closed considerably earlier t han August 19, and
it was around the first of August. Last year, | did reopen the
fishery once we were able to determ ne there was sufficient
guota remaining to reopen, and we certainly could do the sane
this year, but, because July and August w Il have been open
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al nost the entire two-nonth period, | would want to wait on that
data to cone in before any decision was nmade to reopen.

W did extend the season this year, conpared to the |ast couple
of years, kind of accounting for that slower rate of harvest,
hoping that wll allow us to cone closer to the catch target
t han what wedve done in the past.

MR DIAZ: A followup with that, and I think I know the answer,
but for folks listening, and so the wave for July and August,
realistically, you probably wondét have those nunbers until early
Cct ober, and is that correct?

MR, STRELCHECK: M d- Cct ober.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: kay. Ms. Boggs has a follow -up to
your previous comment from before.

M5. BOGGS: Al'l right, and so, to anberjack, and | understand
what youbre saying, Andy, and | was just curious what we were
|l ooking like, going into this next season, because the trend,
right now, |ooks like itdés going to be even lower than it was
| ast year, based on what | dn looking at, and, of course, that
could be wong, but | @njust curious how that was going to | ook,
and | understand that it doesnd@tfect what the energency
action, or the ruling, has been, and, Dale, to followup wth
you -- | mean, | have been asked by the fishernen about that,
but | told them basically , that, you know, itds probably going
to be so late in the season before we find out that -- If you
announced a fall season in Cctober or Novenber, you can probably
just count on it not really being fished.

| nmean, you mght, but certainly it would be those that are
still fishing that time of year, and it would certainly be
beneficial in some of our early winter guests that show up in
Novenber and Decenber, and they m ght be appreciative of that as
wel |, and so thank you.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: M. GII, did you have our hand up
before , or no? GCkay. J.D. D d you have a follow up?

MR. STRELCHECK: Yes, and | just wanted to comment, and no one
has asked about red grouper , and so we did announce a cl osure of
August 30 for this year, and, last year, | believe it was a md-
Sept enber cl osure, but we went over the annual catch limt.

Landings were tracking lower this vyear than they were
compar atively | ast year, and so we obviously took that into
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account in looking at the projections, but this wil be , |
think, a simlar situation as what we just talked about wth
for-hire red snapper, where, once we get the landings in for
both Waves 3 and 4, wedll reevaluate whether or not there is
sufficient quota to reopen, and we could reopen the fishery
after that point, until the end of the year, depending on what 6s
available

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Okay. Any other comrents or questions ?

V5. OODONNELL: | just wanted to speak to M. Boggsé comment
about greater anberjack, and it kind of seened |like you were
t hi nki ng maybe, if there was gquota left over, that we would
reopen later in the year, and | @ not totally clear where you
were going with that, but | thought one thing to bring up to
keep in mnd is that we did do the enmergency rule, and itos
effective for the 180 days, and so that wll actually go into
January, but, in addition to that, when the SSC gave us their
yi el d stream reco mmendation , the first year for that, we are not
even able to lower the catch limts in time, and so that first
year of that severely-decreased harvest would have been for the
2021- 2022 recreational greater amberja ck fishing year, and so,
even if |andings were |ower, on the recreational side, it may be
a better thing for the stock, as far as its recovery and neeting
its rebuilding tineline. Thank you.

VI CE CHAl RVAN SCHI EBLE: Okay. Ms. Boggs.

M5. BOGGS: Thank you, M. Chair. | know | &e asked this
guestion in the past, and the January, February, March -- The
January through May | andings for red snapper for-hire, where are
t hose nunbers conming fronf Is that Texas state waters or --
Pl ease rem nd ne.

V5. OSDONNELL: | dm pretty sure it is Texas landings and sone
headboat |andings that they have over there for red snapper, and
so itds not very nmuch, but it is alittle bit.

V5. BOGGS: Ckay. |6ve got to do this, and | @n sorry, Dale,
but, if the Texas state waters are open, and federal waters are
closed , how are those boats fishing in state waters, because

theyore held to the nost restrictive of the rules, and so why
are we having all these landings in those first five nonths of
the year? That d oe s n ddke sense to nme, and | @n obviously
m ssi ng sonet hi ng.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE:  Andy.
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MR. STRELCHECK: Let us get back to you on this. | know this
has conme up before , and | want to talk to Ken Brennan, who is
our headboat program coordi nator. | think itds an issue in
term s of whether those vessel s are federally-permtted or not,
but I want to confirmthat.

V5. BOGGS: So, if theybre not federally-permtted, would they

fall wunder this and not |ike the state guideboats, |ike other
states, because they fall under -- This is an offline
conversation, | guess, but | do need sone better understanding.
Thank you.

VI CE CHAl RVAN SCHI EBLE: Okay. J.D., do you have a question ?

MR J.D. DUGAS. Yes. Thanks, Chris. | nay have mssed it, but
| &n curious, and why does all these |andings exclude Monroe
County, Florida?

MR. RINDONE: | got that one.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE:  Ckay.

MR. Rl NDONE: In nost cases, Monroe County is included as part
of the South Atlantic, and this goes back to the 1970s, | think,
when this was all nmpped out and negotiated between the

council s. Since then, thereds been sone changes, based on stock
structure and biology, that have sone @lf stocks as being
managed throughout the Keys, by the @lf Council , like Kking
mackerel , and therebés only a small portion of king nackerel that
occur during the winter mxing zone area that are considered to
be South Atlantic migratory group Kking mackerel, but, the rest
of the time, we think they6re @ulf fish, and so we nanage all
the way through there, but it really just -- It depends on the
species, but, for the nobst part, Mnroe County is considered
part of the South Atlantic Council.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Ckay. Thank you, Ryan. | saw M ke
Larkin had his hand up, but now itds gone. kay. Anyone el se
have any comments?

DR. M KE LARKI N: |6m sorry, but | did have sonmething. Can you
hear nme?

VI CE CHAl RMAN SCHI EBLE:  Yes.

DR, LARKI N Sorry, and | know | &n kind of late to the party
here, but it |ooks like the question is about the for-hire red
snapper landings, like for exanple in January and February, and
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those are headboat | andings. Those are headboats from the

Sout heast Regi onal Headboat Program and so itds just -- | nean,
it's the way it was set up with the @l f Council, and, you know,
those are -- Those headboat |andings that occur in Texas, and
outside the federal season, they are applied . Theyore still

federal for-hire vessels, and so itds applied to the for-hire
ACL.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Ckay. Any further coments to that?

kay. Moving on, Item IV(e) is the Status of the Revised
Recreational Red Snapper Calibration Ratios from Dr. Cody, and
we will nove that to tonorrow Now wedre going to nove on to
Agenda lItem VI, which is the State-Reported Landings for Private
Recreational Red Snapper Effort. Dr. Sweetrman, if youlre not
ready to go, | can go first, if you need sone prep tine.

O herwise, let us know if youdre ready to do that or you need a
couple of mnutes to get ready.

DR C.J. SVEETMAN: | amready, M. Vice Chair.
VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Al right. Go knock it over the fence.

REVI EW OF STATE- SPECI FI C PRI VATE ANGLI NG RED SNAPPER LANDI NGS
AND REEF FI SH DI RECTED EFFORT - STATE REPRESENTATI VES

DR C.J. SWEETMAN. Ckay. For those that dondét know nme, ny nane

is CJ. Sweetman. | amthe Federal Fisheries Section Leader for
FWCOs Division of Marine Fisheries Mnagenent. | really w sh
that | could be there with you all there this week. However ,
you probably woul dnwant to be near nme, and | apologize in

advance if | start coughing during this presentation.

Just kind of a little bit of an overview of the background for
Floridabs State Reef Fish Survey. Florida replaced the aulf
Reef Fish Survey with the State Reef Fish Survey, and so GRFS to
SRFS, in July of 2020. This is a required, at no cost, for all
fishers in the @lf and South Atlantic that are targeting
thirteen species of reef fish froma private vessel.

This includes red snapper, along wth a Vvariety of ot her
species, like nmutton, yellowail, hogfish, et cetera. There are
two survey conponents that we have. First is a nonthly mail-in

survey that is independent of MJIP and dockside interviews,
which are subsequently supplenmented with MRIP angler interviews,

and this kind of leads into this last little bullet here and
pointing out that SRFS is not really designed for real-tine
reporting, or at least like weekly or daily reporting, as sone

of the other Gulf state surveys are, and, rather, we get nonthly
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esti nat es.

To this point, this is the typical timng, and | think we just
kind of touched on it a little bit with greater anberjack, for
when wedre able to provide preliminary estimates from the State
Reef Fish Survey. W recently got MRIP data to pair with our
SRFS dockside interviews, and we were able to put everything
t oget her for preliminary | andings for the private recreational
sector, and just a thanks to John Foster for the quick data pull
and the fisheries-dependent nonitoring staff for analyzing
everything in a quick timeframe

Then, as you can see, in July, that is when we typically -- W
have to wait for the July landings until md-Cctober, for Wave 4
from MRIP, and so, today, webll really only be tal king about the
July landings that we have prelimnary estinmates for.

The current @il f red snapper season in 2022 was based on a quota
of roughly 1.6 mllion pounds, which incorporates that 13
percent reduction to account for the overage that occurred in
2021. The 2022 @ulf red snapper private recreational season
began on June 17 and ended on July 31, and that was the summer
season conmponent. W plan to have an additional twelve days in
the fall, and that consists of three October two-day weekend
dates, on Saturday and Sunday, which would be October 8, 9, 15,
16, 22, and 23. Then, finally , wedll have sone three-day
fishing weekends on Veterans Day and Thanksgi ving Day weekend.

Now the season applies to recreational anglers that are fishing
from a private vessel in Florida Qulf state waters and f eder al
waters, for-hire operations that do not have a federal reef fish
permt and they also participate in the season, but they are
limted to fishing for red snapper in Florida Gulf state waters
only.

Here's what we have so far in Florida, and just a rem nder that
t hese are preliminary | andi ngs, and our season started a little
bit later than usual. W started in md-June this year, and we
typically receive about 95 percent of our responses from our
mai | -out surveys, within the first sixty days from the nmail-out.
Webve still got af ew trickling in, but there is a cutoff point
that we no longer include sone of these survey responses, which
| believe is about eighty-four days fromthe date that survey is
sent out.

Wile we donohave MRIP Wave 3 catch estimates for state-
permtted charter |andings, what web6re showing here are the
private recreational | andi ngs, and webll| present this in a nore
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comprehensive  manner, for the July |andings, at the next council
nmeeti ng.

Florida anglers fished for fourteen days in June, catching
approximately 550, 000 pounds of red snapper, or about 33 percent
of the quota. It is a litle bit challenging to directly
conpare June landings in each year, because the length of the
fishing days are a little bit different here.

The data request was for length frequency conpositions for June
and July, conpared to this year and previous years, and, here,
webre | ooking at private boat by nonth and year, using weighted
SRFS estimates and MRIP data conbi ned. As previously di scussed,
we don ohave the July data yet, and we hope to present that at
our next council neeting.

Previously, in 2018 and 2019, you can see that there are
relatively high catch rates that were spread between the
fourteen to twenty-inch size range. However, since 2018, it

does appear that we seemto be getting a little bit nore |arger
fish, greater than the twenty-eight inches in size, and you can
see a bit nore spread in the data, indicative of increased
catches of sone of these larger fish. Overall, when we conpare
kind of June to July, our data shows that I|arger fish are
general ly caught nore frequently in June and July.

Anot her data request was to provide an overview of the different
type of fishing licenses that we have in Florida and the other

states, as well as the reef fish designation, and so, here,
webre providing Floridads resident and non-resident saltwater
fishing licenses and the various options that are offered in

Fl ori da. Weobve provided the nunber of SRFS endorsem ents that
ar e associated with each license type, and we | ast updated these
nunbers at the end of July, and so thatds the period that webre
reporting for this information t oday.

Because FWC al so manages freshwater fishing and hunting, we do
of fer conbination licenses, as a part of a bundle, if you will,
and so that is what is nmeant here by the conbi nation designation
and the different types of I|icenses. O these categories, our
annual saltwater license is our nost popular that webdre |isting
here, and nore than half of those who have signed up, both in-
state and out-of-state, also have a State Reef Fish Survey
designation, in order to help us track catch and effort over
tine.

Then, finally, noving on to conpliance, FW continuously
provides outreach to our stakeholders on the State Reef Fish
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Survey and why itds required to participate if youbre fishing
for reef fish froma private vessel

Since 2015, when it was previously the Qulf Reef Fish Survey,
FWC | aw enforcenent has issued about twenty-three citations, and
116 warnings, as it relates to those who do not have a State
Reef Fish endorsenent, but should have, based on their fishing
activity.

There are certainly challenges that are associated wth
conpliance, and these include people not really know ng that
they need to renew their SRFS endorsenent annually, as well as
there may be a different expiration data for a SRFS endorsenent,

relative to the expiration date for a fishing |icense, and,
mainly, this is a challenge with those that have a greater than
one year fishing license, such as the five-years or lifetine

anglers, as well as automatic sign-ups for SRFS when it's not
necessary, and an exanple of this is an automatic sign-up at a
retail place, when theyb6re not actually fishing for reef fish
froma private vessel , and so wedre working on outreach on that
and rectifying sonme of those issues.

Then, finally, there are sone chall enges associated with people
signing up for a State Reef Fish Survey annually, even though
they6re exenpted from a fishing license, such as seniors, who

are not required to have a fishing license over the age of
sixty-five, and | believe thatdés ny last slide, and | d@n happy to
t ake any questions , if there are any.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Ckay. Thank you, Dr. Sweetnman. Good

presentation. W have a queston fromM. GIlI first.

MR G LL: Thank you, C. J., for that presentaton , and | @n
| ooking at the June landings slide, which is about three slides
ago fromthe last one, and my question is that there seens to be
a consi stency in the uncertainty for every year but 2021, which
is a whole |ot bigger. Now, granted, therebés a little |onger
season, but can you elucidate a little bit of why the

uncertai nty in that one bends so much higher than all the other
years?

DR.  SWEETMAN: Sur e. So, obviously, yes, that was part of a

function of -- Ités part of a function of the Ilength of the
fishing season, obviously, and theredés a |little bit nore
uncertainty there, but, at the sane point, | do know that, you

know, we were working side-by-side with MRIP and with regard to
sone discrepancies in the weight of the fishes, as it relates to
the landings, and so therebs just sone general uncertainty that
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was associated with that. Specifically, why 2021 was that much
hi gher than others, | would have to check with our fisheries-
dependent nonitoring staff, and | can get back to you, Bob.

VI CE CHAl RVAN SCHI EBLE: Okay. Andy.

MR, STRELCHECK: C.J., thanks for the presentation. Sorry you
coul dnb&twith us this week. A question for you, and so you
are at 33 percent of the quota, and you were open the whole
month of July, and those |andings wonét come in until md-
Cct ober, when youlre opening weekend days in October. What 6s
the process for deciding on whether or not you can, you know,
continue to have openings in Novenber, or are you planning on
just  running the season the whole year, based on what youdve
al ready proposed?

DR.  SWEETMAN: Thanks for the queston , Andy, and so wedll
certainly look at what the landing s are like at the end -- Wen
we get the MRIP Wave 4 in July, or in August, or Cctober, excuse
me, but, yes, currently, the plan is to nove forward with a
|ate-fall season, as was previously announced.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Ckay. Any nore questions for Dr.
Sweetman or Florida? |[If not, we wll be noving on to Kevin and
Al abama, pl ease.

ALABANVA

MR.  KEVI N ANSON: Thank you, M. Chair. Just to recap, of
course, the private recreational season enconpasses both private
vessel anglers and anglers on state-licensed charter vessels.
W have nmandatory reporting, through Snapper Check, of red
snapper |anded in Al abama, by just a single representative from
t he vessel thatés |anding fish.

We had four-day weekends season this year, in 2022, I|ike |ast
year, and it was Friday through Monday, and that started on My
27. W will run our season until the quota is determned to be
used, or is used, and we currently have a two-fish-per-angler-
per-day bag limt, wth a sixteen-inch total Ilength m ni mum
size, just Ilike we have had since the beginning of state
management .

MR. Rl NDONE: M. Anson, can you pause for just a nonent?

Whoever is in the back of the room that has their volume turned
up on their Ilaptop, if you could please turn that down, and
welr e getting an echo, and, if you have any conversations that
are going on in the back of the room if you could take those
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outside, we would appreciate that as well. M. Zales. M.
Anson, you can continue . Thank you.

MR, ANSON: Thank you. W also inplenmented a reef fish
endorsenment for each angler that is possession of reef fish, and
Il will discuss that at the end of the presentation in nore
detail. We al so included mandatory reporting for recreational
anglers for gray triggerfish and greater anberjack, starting in
2021, and | wondt be discussing any of that information, but
just to let people know.

This is a graphic that we update weekly. Usual Iy, by Friday,
webl | post estimated |andings, or harvest, through that Mnday
of that week, the Monday of that week, and so this was the | ast
weekds graphic that was upl oaded, and the website is down at the
bottom of the slide, but you can see the red |line there with the
harvest, as of August 15, and itds 364, 758 pounds is estinated.
That is shown wth the harvest throughout the season, or
cunul ative harvest, through each of the 2020 and 2021 seasons,
and you can see that we are just below half, or right at half,
of where we were for last year, and probably around 35 to 40
percent of where we were at the sanme tine period in the season
as we were for 2020.

You will notice, there in 2020 and 2021, most of the harvest
occurs within the first two to three weekends of the season. |If
t he weat her cooperates, there is lots of folks that have high
interest in trying to catch red snapper at the beginning of the
season. Certainly , in 2020, you can see the large increase , or
trend line there, and itds very steep during the initial part of
the season, and thatdés primarily due to the extra effort, due to
CovID, nore than Ilikely, and so we had to pause there,
tenporarily, after thirty-eight days or so in the season, forty
days in the season, and reopen later on in the year.

For each of those two years, just so we have the slide up, to

talk about Al abanmadés fishery, and, again, | nentioned that,
usually around the first three weeks is when we have the
majority of the fishing for red snapper will occur, and then it
will taper off, and | donoéhave it on this current slide, but

2019 and 2018 show a decline after about day thirty or forty, a
much lower trend line, and ités not as steep, and then, once you
get into around day-eighty, which is the m ddle of August or so,
it really tapers off, and we have nuch |less effort and harvest
for red snapper in Al abama.

Here is sone of the information, as far as estimates of trips,
vessel trips, angler trips, and then the estimates for harvested
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fish, and that includes |anded fish and dead discards, and then
a harvested fish per angler trip, mean weight of those fish, and
the nunber of fish weighed, and that was given in deference to
Leann, and she always |liked to see what was conprised of the
wei ght estimates, and so those are the actual nunber of fish
that were weighed that were used to determnm ne the nean wei ght.

You can see, in each of the years, starting in 2018, the vessel
trips, and it increases in 2019, and, again, it has a high year
there in 2020, the COVID year, and then it falls off in 2021
and, in 2022, itdés the |owest amount of vessel trips that we
have estimated to have taken place, and this is through August 8
for each of these years. Then you can see the corresponding
angler trips that those vessel trips derived, or derived from
and then the corresponding harvested fish at that point in tine
in the season, you can see as well, and, again, conpared to |ast
year, weOre under 50 percent, at 45,000 fish.

W do have -- W do see a decrease in the nunber of fish per
angler trip, peaking there in 2020, and then it fell in 2021,
and ités at its lowest right now, at 1.28, which corresponds to
what we hear with folks talking about |ocalized depletion, if
you will, or at |east their inability to catch fish as they had
in the past.

Then thatds the nmean weight, and thatés cal cul ated as a wei ghted
average, based on the sanples that are collected, and you can

see that it peaked in 2018, the first year of state nanagenent,
and it declined through 2020, and it increased in 2021, and then
now i s just bel ow seven pounds for the average-size fish.

The table at the bottom there just shows the percentage change,
for conparing those estimates for 2021 and 2022, and you can see
that ités been a significant decrease in the nunber of vessel
trips and angler trips, which corresponds to the reduced harvest
estimate, and, from what we gather, from talking to folks
locally, the biggest -- W had two issues this year. W had a
poor start to our season, and the weather, the w nd, was not
very good for that opening weekend, and it kept people off the
water, and then fuel prices are inpacting a |ot of peoplebs
decision to fish

This is the same information, but for state charter vessels, and
it shows a sonmewhat simlar trend, although 2020 does not show
up like it does for the private recreational side, as far as an
i ncrease, or showing the highest estimates, and you can see a
simlar trend in the average size fish that is being cal cul ated,
and webre at its |lowest nmean wei ght here in the 2022 season.
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This is the nunber of |anding reports that were submtted in
2021 and 2022 by fishing node, and these are, again, just the
trips that are being submtted from the angler to us, through
Snapper Check, and you can see it0s |less in 2022, versus 2021.

Qur reporting rate, or estinmated reporting rate, is simlar to
what it has been in prior years, and itdés up just slightly.
Itéds in the upper 40s right now for private vessels. You can
see that the nmean reported trips per vessel is about the sane
for each of the two gears and each of the two respective nodes,
and that 8.27 trips that were reported for each charter vessel
and then 7.35 in 2022, and then the average reported trips for
private vessel in 2021 is 2.62 and, in 2022, 2.48, and so thatos
very simlar.

Again, relating that back to the reduced nunmber of trips that
are being estimated, and what we think is going on is that,
because of the fuel prices, a lot of those folks that are not
very avid anglers, or those that are really itching to go
fishing for red snapper, have probably decided not to go fishing
for red snapper and spent their noney elsewhere , nore than
likely, and they just di dn oéshow up, and we di dt 6éhave to
adjust for that.

In 2021, we included a question on our dockside validation form
asking where the anglers spent the majority of their tine
catching the red snapper that they have on their trip, and,
again, these are for trips with red snapper, that had red
snapper on the vessel, and you can see that, for the nost part,
where theybére catching them or say theybre stating they are
catching the red snapper, is fairly consistent between the three
categories of distance from shore, state mles, the reef fish
state mles of three to nine, and then greater than nine mles,
in federal waters.

This is a graph with the nunbers of |icenses that we have sold,
saltwater fishing |licenses, recreational, and there are severa

different categories of licenses that are represented here. You
can see the total is that top line, and thatés cunulative for
all the licenses that are provided, and so we have an annua

license, and thatds issued to residents and non-residents, and
then trip license, again resident and non-resident designation

and then the angler registry is those -- Theybre registered
anglers that are residents of the State of Alabama that are
above the age of sixty-four.

They are not required to purchase a saltwater |icense, but they
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are included in these counts here, and then we also sell a pier
license, and | included that in there, just to give sone nore
deference , because of the reef fish endorsenent, and the reef
fish endorsenent is required, again, for all reef fish species,
and youcan catch gray snapper, for instance , from shore, and so
theyére just included in here for this presentation, and then
the other licenses are disabled mlitary and veteran |icenses
that make up that small category there.

You can see that we have seen an increase in the nunber of
licenses, beginning in the 2018-2019 |icense year, and weore
just around 203,000, or 204,000, licenses, total, for the 2021-
2022 |icense year.

Reef fish endorsenents, we began selling the reef fish
endor senment during the 2019-2020 |icense year, and so we -- That
occurred relatively late, or the mddle of the year, in the
sutmer, and we did not have much tine to really advertise that

and let people know that that was required, and so we donot

think that that vyear indicates, or accurately i ndi cates, the
nunber of folks that probably needed a reef fish endorsenent,
and so thatds probably why that nunber is nuch lower than in
2021 and 2022, and webre at 65,000 reef fish endorsement s sold
for private rec anglers in 2022, and then you can see the nunmber
of reef fish endorsenents sold to state charter vessels.

Then the table at the bottom there asks for kind of -- Wat the
status of the violations are relative to the reef fish
endorsenent, and so enforcement officers checked, in 2021, a

little over 15,000 recreational fishernen, of which there were
sixty-eight reef fish endorsement violations, conprising O0.44
percent of all the fishernmen checked, and, in 2022, it was
nearly 14,000 recreational fishermen were checked, with fifty-
seven violations, and, again, ités around 0.4 percentage of the
anglers checked that were not in conpliance for a reef fish
endorsenment, and that is the end of ny presentation.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Thank you, Kevin. Good presentation
Does anyone have any questions for Kevin and Al abama? Andy.

MR.  STRELCHECK: Thanks, Kevin, for the presentation. Two
guesti ons. What 6s your conpliance rate? Is it around 50
percent these days?

MR, ANSON: For the mandatory reporting, itos just under 50
percent, for private anglers, or private vessels.

MR, STRELCHECK: Then | see you have angler trips. Are you able
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to estinmate the wunique nunber of anglers that are reporting,
relative to the nunber of endorsenment holders? Like do you know
what proportion hold an endorsenent and also report to your data
syst enf

MR,  ANSON: W donbt -- We can tell that for charter boats,
which vessels are reporting, submtting a landing report,
because it06s the vessel that has the endorsenent, whereas, on
t he private vessel s, each angler is supposed to have a reef fish
endorsenment, as well as a license, or at least follow the
licensing guidelines, and we do not gather, currently, that
i nformation through our dockside sanpli ng.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Ckay. Are there any other questions
for Al abama? Ckay. Then webére noving on to M ssissippi.
General Spraggins, are you ready?

M SSI SSI PPI

GENERAL JCE SPRAGA NS: Thank you very nuch. Just to give you a
little synopsis, this is a 2021-2022 overview, and itoés
basically where we stand in the State of M ssissippi as to what
we have caught in red snapper.

W started our season on Friday, My 27, 2022, and welre open
seven days a week. W closed on Mnday, July 11, to do a
reassessnent and see where we were at. We reopened again on
Friday, August 12, 2022. To date, the season has been open for
fifty-seven days, and webve caught 85,963 pounds that have been
harvested t hrough August 14, and that is 56.7 percent of our
ACL. Qut of that, about 4,500 pounds has been for state for-
hire charters, and so if you have any idea of needing that
i nformation.

This is kind of a figure that shows you where wedére at, and you
can see what wedve harvested for 2022 and that 2021, and the red
is 2021, and the red is the 2022 season, and web6re a little bit
under, and itdés due to a couple of things. You know, we had a
little bit of a drop-off on the second and third weekend, and
that 6s just kind of normal, because, you know, we opened up, and
we had a pretty good weekend the first weekend, wth the
Menorial Day weekend, and then we worked it, and then, after

that, it kind of dropped off, and we attribute that mainly to
fuel prices, and, | nean, fuel prices itself have caused us to
not have near as nany people wanting to go out, and youdll see
that further in the presentation , as to what thatdés caused.

If you can see here, we have -- This figure shows basically our
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trips matrix there. You will see, on the left side, itos
anglers per trip, and it went up to right at four, from 3.75
from 2021 to 2022, and then the average wei ght went up from 6. 63
to 7.14, but catch units is dowmn from1l.16 to 1.08.

If you see our trips, you can see that shows the nunbers of
trips that we have, and the average trip per day in 2021 was
about sixty-six trips per day, and then to fifty-six trips per
day in 2022, and thatdés quite a bit less than the fourteen-
hundr ed- and- sonmething that MRIP says that we do every day. I
t hi nk you can see that.

W also had several days that we observed larger trip volune,
and you can see that from 2021, and the drop-off is an open
weekend and then non-proportional effort observed for the second
and third, and there was al so sone weather involved in that.

The average length , and | wll nake a correction on this.
That 0s not centineters on this. Ités mllimeters, and so, that
ficnd in there, donét pay attention to it, but it does make a
little difference, right, but the average is 22.8 inches in 2021
and 23.15 in 2022, and a larger portion of bigger fish, so far
this year, than we had with average weight, and ités just
showing a little bit of a difference in the increase in the size
of the fish.

Qur compliance , Mssissippi -- W sell our license minly
t hrough the Departnment of WIdlife, online, and wedre trying to
do our own in Mssissippi, as far as the Departnment of Marine
Resources, but youcan see license conpliance, for the overall
licensing, is 95 percent, based on our fice of Marine Patrol
estimates, and Marine Patrol enforcenent officers have been able
to intercept 14 percent of the Tails 6On Scales red snapper
trips, which is, | think, quite a bit, 14 percent of every trip
that happens, and t hat écsrrent conpliance of 95 percent for
the private recreational fleet.

Al'so, just to give you an idea, on the 4th of July, we were 100
percent conpliant, and we had quite a few officers in the water
that day, and we had quite a few intercepts, with 100 percent
compliance , and that tells you that Tails Oon Scales is working,
and we can definitely tell you where webre at, and thatds it,
unl ess youbve got a question, and thatés M ssissippibs brief.

LOU SI ANA

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Thank you, General Spraggins. Does
anyone have any questions for M ssissippi? No questions ? Thank
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you, again. Good presentation . Next up is Louisiana, if you
can pull that up for ne.

Just a brief season overview for us for this year, and our
all ocation includes a 6,918-pound reduction , or payback, from
| ast year, which we overfished. Also, we started the season on
May 27, in state and federal waters, which is a weekends only,
for us, Friday, Saturday, and Sunday, season. That includes the
Mondays of Menorial Day, July 4th, and, hopefully, when we get to
Labor Day, | wll include that as well, and, also, note that
webre fishing this year with a three-fish bag limt and not two.

W were asked, by our commission , to try to retain sone
allocation to get through Labor Day weekend, and, so far, as
youbll see in a couple of slides here, our season projections
i ndicate that we should be able to do so.

This is the weekly |andings update graphic that we send out in
our news releases. Usually on Fridays they cone out, and,
currenty , webre at 572,036 pounds, and thatds current through
the 7th of August. Qur LA Creel weeks start on Mnday and end on
Sunday, and so it6s current through that Sunday.

This is a conparison graphic with the years since we started
fishing under state nmanagenent, for the most part, the two EFP

years and then our two npbst recent state managenent years. As
you can see, the black line is the current line for this year,
and we are just above, slightly, where we were at this point
| ast year, in 2021, and you can see the orange line, which is

2021, and it leveled off for about a nonth, and so we cl osed the
season last year, to catch up on naking sure our nunbers were
right, and then Hurricane lda hit, and we could not reopen for
about a nonth, and then we finally did, and so | think that
| evel that you see in the line there, and it nade a bit inpact
afterwards, because we lost a |ot of infrastructure , marinas and
fishing piers and everything, boats, and so | expect that we
will stay ahead of that |ine, obviously, for this year.

This is our landings tables, and so, so far, we are at 71
percent of our total allocation through Wek 31. If you note,
Week 31 was our |owest percentage harvested so far this year,
and, if thatds indicative of how the season is going to go, we
may well make it past Labor Day.

This is a conparison to last year, and so this is |ast year6s
| andi ngs table, and we renai ned open all the way through the end
of the year, because of, |like | said, Hurricane lda, and thatos
that big set of zeros right there in the mddle, and then Wek
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31, if you note, shows that 68 percent, and so, at this tine
| ast year, we were just under where we are now, which is 71
per cent .

This is our snapper weights going back through 2014, and so the
reason for 2014 is because thatés the inception of LA Creel
reporting in Louisiana, and so these are all LA Creel years that

you see in the dataset. The blue line are the charter weights,
and the orange, or red, line is the private weights. You can
see, on average, that, at the beginning , the private starts out
a little bit heavier, in the first few years, and it kind of

nmoved up and down a little bit, and charters really kind of have
been all over the place, depending on the year and the distance
they fish, but thereds been an uptick this year conpared to | ast
year, nost notably.

The next slide, thatdés going to be the length , and so the
lengths pretty much mmc the weights that you saw in the
previous slide, and the charter is blue, and the private rec is
the orange line, and the charter runs a little bit, you know,
hi gher, because they are, obviously, catching bigger fish than
the private recs, on average , and so we saw a little uptick in
the average length fromthe charter fleet this year, conpared to
| ast year, as well, and so what are we really trying to get at
here, and webre trying to get at, you know, what is the average
age of the fish being harvested, because that really tells you
the big picture, nore so than looking at weights and lengths

The next slide is the average age over the sane time span, wth
charter in blue, again, and the private in the red there, and so
they pretty nuch mmc the weights as well. The charter, you
know, vacillates up and down above the nean pretty consistently,
and | would say that private are even nore consistent, and ito0s
a very linear line of the difference between ages year to year,
but the bottom line is that, if the age were getting younger
each year, you could suspect that youbre looking at a condition
of possibly overfishing taking place, and naybe or nmaybe not,
but it doesngeemto appear to be doing so.

In fact, theybre getting a little bit older this year, conpared
to last year, and so, as the nmean goes up and down, the ages are
going up and down as well, and, you know, there are all kinds of
different cohorts of year classes that conme through the system
One year, youbre fishing one year class, and one year youbre
fishing another, and so therebés going to be variability, any
time you look at this data on a long-term set like this, but
itds very consistent for the |ast year.
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This is the nunber of saltwater |icenses, also over the sane
year span as the previous graphs, from 2014 on, and it shows the

di fference between our annual license, which is the blue Iine
and total license holders is the red line, and then the daily
license, which is like the charter/for-hire |icenses, and thatos
the gray line on there, and theyére fairly consistent over the
sanme tine period. Thereds been a little bit of a reduction in
the annual licenses, but wedve had sone changeover in our
licensing systemin the past year or two, and so | would expect
this will ook different by the tinme we get to next year.

This is our recreational of fshore |anding permt subscriptions

by year, and you can see the inception of it coincides with when
LA Creel began, and thatds 2014, and we had an increased angler

buy-in, if you will, over the course of the LA Creel reporting
system from 2014 through now, and then the charter ROLPs are
also -- Ités a separate frame, but itdés listed -- On the right-
hand side there, you can see the difference, and they go up and
down. | donoknow what the difference and anomaly this year

is, and that may change as we get our full anount of data in by
the end of the year.

This is the proportion of lifetine licenses in the ROLP, and so
webve got ROLPs with a lifetine license in the left-hand col um,
and percent of that license frane is the right-hand colum, and
that has increased over tine, which is good, because that shows
an increase in conpliance with those lifetinme |icenses over the
duration of LA Creel, as well as ROLP, and then you can see a
little asterisk at the bottom there, and it talks about what |
just mentioned , that webve had a change in our licensing
structure this past year, and that nay account for the bunp that
you see in the overall percent of the frane, because of our new
fee structure, which was created this past year

This is nunber of offshore contacts, which would be considered
our enforcement interactions wth anglers, and then the
violations by year, ROLP violations, in the mddle colum, for
each year, and then the percent of those violations, or percent
compliance , however you want to look at it, for those, and
thatés the end of ny presentation. However, | added sone
additional tables, Bernie, if you could pull those up for ne.

| tried to just, | guess, honobgenize the data with other tables
that the other states have shown you today, just for simlarity,
to be able to nake a conparison, and this is posted as Tab B-
6(b)(i), | believe, in the briefing book, and so it should be up
there for folks to pull down, if they want.

39



O©ooO~NOOOUITr,WNE

The top table is the LA Creel estimates of the nunber of red
snapper | anded in each of those years, and the mddle section is
estimated angler trips targeting red snapper, and so thatds one
of the questions from the dockside intercepts, and then |anded
red snapper per angling trip, and you can see that the average
is pretty consistent, and, in fact, there is less estimted
nunber of red snapper landed so far per trip targeting red
snapper this year, and so the point is that wedve got three fish
as a bag limt. However, the effort appears to be down a little
bit, and so thatds probably why youdre seeing that the |andings
trend is very simlar to last year, even though we have a
simlar nunber of fish | anded per angler.

Then the lower is the dockside data for the nunber of red
snapper trips interviewed for each of those years and then the
nunber of anglers that that adds up to and then the nunber of
red snapper |anded, as well as the catch per boat trip and then
the catch per angler trip, and you can see they are very
consi stent.

Qobviously, this year, the catch per boat trip is up, because we
have the three-fish bag limt, versus two those previous years,
and then, also, the catch per angler trip is a little bit higher
as well, for the sanme reason, even though we have |ess effort
this year going on, because we have places, like Gand Isle,
that are still recovering from Hurricane lIda, and there is not
t he infrastructure to support the fishery quite back the way it
was this tine |ast year, before the hurrica ne.

Then that Ilast graphic, at the bottom is -- 1t8s just a
graphi cal version of what you saw here, and itds the sane thing,
and ités estimated trips targeting red snapper anong all those
years, from 2018, 2019, 2021, and 2022, which are the state
managenent years, under EFP as well as Amendnment 50. | f anyone
has any questions, | will take them Andy.

MR. STRELCHECK: Lots of questions. Thanks, Chris, for the

present ati on. A similar gquestion that | asked Kevin, and so |
think, in Slide 13, you were showing violations by year, but
those, | think, are enforcenent violations, and do you -- What

is your conpliance rate when youbre doing dockside intercepts?
s it simlar?

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: No, and itds -- Dockside intercepts, |
want to say weOre probably over 90 percent on dockside
intercepts, and this is the ROLP violations for on-the-water
intercepts, but dockside is -- | donodknow the exact nunber,
but ités very high, and | know that. If there are no other
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guestions, wedll nove on to Dakus with Texas, please.
TEXAS

MR. CEESLIN. Al right. Thank you, M. Chairman. We wll| hop
right into it. As you all know, we conduct an independent
survey as part of our long-term marine resource noni toring
program and itds the sane program webdve had in place since
1974. Qur 2022 allocation was 265, 105 pounds.

| am going to orient you on the graph here, and two notable
lines are the orange is our 2019 |andings estinate, and thatos
the year where we did go over, and we nmade that payback | ast
year, where we closed down our state waters on Novenber 15.
Al so, this year, 2022, is the kind of lower blue line, and | &l
tal k about that here in just a second, but, on the X-axis is our
time scale, tine series there, and youdll see those state-water
| andings from January 1 to My 31. This year, we estinmated
approximately 35,000 pounds of red snapper |anded in our state
waters during this timefrane.

As usual, or at least in the EFP arena, since 2018, we opened up
our federal -water season on June 1, and this started to track --

This year started to track just |like many of the other years,
and then, in July, it really kind of got off the track. Sone of
the offshore conditions have been a little rougher than we

usual ly see in Texas, and that, combined w th what youbdve heard
here today of gas prices, and, really, the |andings have not
been as high as what we would have anticipated and what we woul d
have |iked to have seen.

As of today, and | just got an enmmil earlier, and we do these
weekly wupdate neetings and then submit our biweekly report
landings to NMFS, and, as of today, we are at, and we had a
pretty good weekend, but wedre at 54.4 percent of our quota, and
that 6s just right about 144,000 pounds, and so our federal-water

season is still open. This is the |ongest federal -water season
webve had since 2007, and, that year, it closed on Hall oween
Cct ober 31.

Just as a conparison for the years, on this graph, in 2018, we
had an eighty-twd-day season, and then, over the last three
years, 2019 through 2021, webve had a season length anywher e
from about sixty-two to sixty-five days.

Here we have our length distribution information. Just for the
| ast couple of years, you can see that 2022 -- There are sone
smal l er fish being proportionally caught, and, really, the 2021
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is nmore evenly distributed t hrough those various size classes,
and, coincidentally, the nean weight for each of those years is
6.6 pounds in 2021, and, while wedre still fishing in 2022, the
mean weight is 6.7 pounds, and so a difference of about a tenth
of a pound there, but you can see the size distribution.
Thereds a little bit of larger fish extending out on that tail-
end fromlast year, and not so nmuch this year

This slide is a little harder to see, and what this is is
Iicense types, and theredés a |lot of them the license types that
will allow any license holder to fish for red snapper, and that
i ncl udes the conbo |icenses, which is, you know, the conbining
of fresh and saltwater, and what we d on Ghave -- W d o n Ohlave
a reef fish endorsenment, per se. However, through our survey

estimtes, we estimte approximately 11,000 anglers have taken
part in the red snapper fishery during 2022, the 2022 season
and | believe that is, and | @n happy to answer any questions

VI CE CHAI RVMAN SCHI EBLE: Ckay. Thank you, Dakus. Good
presentation . Ms. Susan.

M5. BOGGS: Thank you, Dakus. That l|ast slide that you showed,
does that account -- | don 6tthink Texas is the only state, but
you are required, saltwater anglers on the charter/for-hire

boats, to purchase the state license, and is that correct, and
is that reflected in these nunbers?

MR. GEESLI N: State charter/for-hire fishermen on state-
chartered vessels, right?

M5. BOGGS: No. Any charter vessel, or is it just state charter
vessel s?

MR, GEESLI N: No, and they do have to have a saltwater fishing
i cense.

M5. BOGGS: For any charter vessel ?
GEESLIN:  Correct.
BOGGS: Is that reflected in these nunbers?

GEESLIN. It should be in one of the nmany categories here.

5 » B 2

BOGGS: GOkay. Thank you.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Ckay. Any ot her questions for Dakus
and Texas? M. Dyskow.
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MR,  DYSKOW Thank you, M. Chair. Can | ask an overriding
guestion that would apply to all five states?

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE:  Sure.

MR DYSKOW | would like to start by saying thank you to each
of the states, because t heyed nade a serious concentr at ed
effort to provide nore data, nore information, and to give us a
hi gher confide nce level that the recreational angling community
is trying to be accountable , and webre trying to inprove that
accountability , Steadily, year-by-year, because the data that we
see is getting nore thorough and nore conpl ete.

s there any way, and maybe Andy could answer this, although he
woul d probably say no, but is there any way that we could take
these five states that have this information and standard ize it
to the point that we could collectively give a report for the
Qlf in its entirety, as opposed to seeing individual state-by-
state reports?

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Well, | donodoknow the answer to that
one, and | guess it would be the states would have to get
together , probably, and see what sort of tables we have in

common, as far as data, to put that in a sinple form

Some of the things we did this tinme, we were specifically asked

for, to include , and so the licensing data and all that, and
those are special requests, and | donodthink those are what
youdbre going to see every neeting in the future, going forward,
and wedl|l shorten these up a little bit, but, yes, | don éknow.
Andy.

MR.  STRELCHECK: Vell, | nean, | certa inly agree with you,
Chris, that there is information that is «collecte d in a

standardi zed way, or a simlar way, that could be conpiled. I
think the l|andings data is the big question, right, because we
have talked about calibration for many, many years in this
council neeting, and what one state produces is not necessarily
going to be simlar and conparable to another state, and so that
would be the challenge, in terms of how you would produce the
landings in a collective summary report, but, in terns of the
catch per wunit effort, angler trips, age distribution, size
distribution, thatés pretty standard stuff that could be
sunmmari zed.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Go ahead.
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MR. DYSKOWN If | could followup on that, Andy, and, you know,
what | @n specifically asking is, if we have this data stream
that6s inproving year by year, and we have this challenge, in
that we can6t consolidate |andings, for exanple, which is the
nost critical conponent, whatdos the barrier to getting the five
states to comnonize, to the point that we can give a Qulf-wde
| andi ngs report, and other information , specific to recreational
fishing?

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Go ahead.

DR.  CLAY PORCH: The challenge -- | nean, thatds what the
transition working group that Richard wll talk about wll
address, but the challenge is, if you ran all those sane surveys
all in the sane state, they would give different answers. Itds
not like they all cone to an exact answer, and so you can show
all the different states0 estimates, but theyd6re not really in

the same scal e, nece ssarily and theyére not directly
conparable, and so thatés the challenge, and thatdés why wedve
been having all these calibration di scussi ons.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Thank you, Dr. Porch. Anybody el se
have any conments? Kevin.

MR, ANSON: So two comments, | guess, that were slightly
conflicting, one that you made relative to going forward, what
type of information that states would provide on a regular

basis, and then to M. Dyskowds comment about it was nice to see
all that information, and it kind of showed that states are
willing to share the information and get it out there, so that

peopl e can kind of, you know, consider it and look at it and
that type of thing, and so | d&n just wondering, going back to
your comment, is the states can sinply just get together and

such and kind of, you know, conme to a collective understanding
as to what would be a standard report that we would submt, and
that mght be sonething we would work with Ryan, you know,
outside, like we did this last go-round, and just kind of select
that this is sonmething that would be nice to have, and this
woul dnand this wuld, and kind of do that, so it would just
be a standard thing that youbre going to report red snapper, and

everybody has kind of like six slides, and each slide is going
to show the sane thing, you know, just so itdés a little bit nore
consistent and gets to the apples-to-apples type |evel. Thank
you.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Yes, | agree. | nmean, what | was
thinking is you have the sane tables in one presentation,
perhaps, or all five, but they would all be a standardized
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format, going forward, so, at least for the audi ence, they know
what to expect every tinme, as we go forward, and we have to do
this for quite a few years, | guess, right? Ryan

MR.  RI NDONE: We can certainly have the conversation about, you
know, the best time to present this information, and it could be
Iike and update, as far as in conparison to the previous year,

thatés given -- 1t could be sonething thatds given at every
council neeting, or it could be given at just one or two counci
nmeetings, and the states coul d certainly have this conversation

and think about what sorts of information they want to provide
in there.

| think Iicensing and compliance information could be like a
once-a-year sort of thing, and I know that the states are going
to be working with the Gulf States Marine Fisheries Conm ssion

starting in 2023, to provide the nunbers of I|icenses that have
certain designations, like @lf reef fish angler recreational
of fshore fishing license , et cetera, depending on the state and
what the state is using, but, yes, we can certainly figure out
how to standardize all that, and | donoéthink that would be
difficult at all.

VI CE CHAI RVAN SCHI EBLE: Very good. Any further questions
regarding the state landing data? Then | wll turn it over to

you, M. Chair, and the interimchair is done.

MR. DI AZ: Thank you, M. Schieble. You did a great job |eading
us through Reef Fish today. | appreciate that, stepping up at
the last mnute. | have been the chair of this council alnost a
year, and 16m fixing to say sonething that | havenéaid in a
year, but | think webdre going to knock off early today, eight
m nutes early. Renenber that | @&nup for reelection.

No, but we are going to start at 8:00 in the norning. W are
going to start at 8:00 sharp, and we're going to start with Sam
Rauch, and hebés going to address us virtually, and webre going

to start with that at 8:00 in the norning, and so | &1 see you
all at 8:00. Thank you for your hard work today, and | do
apol ogi ze for having to juggle the agenda, but j ust
circunstances nmade it work out that way. See you in the
norni ng. Thank you.

(Wher eupon, the neeting rec essed on August 22, 2022.)

August 23, 2022
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TUESDAY MORNI NG SESSI ON

The Reef Fish Management Commttee ofth e Gul fof Mexico Fishery
Management C ouncil reconvened at the Omi Hotel in Corpus
Christi, Texas on Tuesday norning, August 23, 2022, and was
calle d toord er by Chair man Tom Frazer.

CHAI RMAN TOM FRAZER: | amtrying to circle back on the agenda,
and | think one of the itens that we di dnoquite get to
yesterday was a presentation, or an update, by Dr. Cody
regarding the status of revised recreational red snapper
calibration ratios, and so, Richard, do you want to provide an
updat e?

STATUS OF REVI SED RECREATI ONAL RED SNAPPER CALI BRATI ON RATI OGS

DR. RI CHARD CODY: Tom could | ask for a little bit of
clarification here? Are we talking about transition or
calibration?

CHAl RMAN FRAZER: M . Ri ndone.

MR. Rl NDONE: Ités both, and so the idea is that this is a
recurring agenda itemto continually have updates from the NOAA
Ofice of Science and Technology on the ongoing work of the
transiti on teamand the calibration effort with the states.

DR. CODY: Al right. Wiat | wll do is | will start with the
transition plan update. Back in February of this year, we had a
wor kshop, and, basically, the outcone of that workshop was the
devel opnment of a transition plan for the @Gl f surveys, and, in
doing that, we laid out an outline of the plan during the
wor kshop, and then this was, you know, further conpleted,
follo wing the workshop.

We received input from all of the transition plan working group
menbers, and we asked them to share it nore broadly wthin the
agencies, to get input as well, and so | @n happy to say that we
have received input from everybody and incorporated it into the

pl an, and, basically, what we have now is a conpleted draft
t hat 6s under review by NOAA | eadership, and so web6re doing two
things wwth that review at this tine.

There6és a review of the rollout plan that acconpanies the
transition plan, and webre expecting the review to be conpl eted

within the next few days. That said, since it is -- It hasnoét
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been fully reviewed, and I wll just give you a brief overview
of whatdos in the plan.

Basically, in the workshop, participants from the state and our
federal counterparts in the region identified an approach, |
think, that gets at the short-term as well as the long-term
needs for the region, and so, in that plan , tw things were
identified, a research path, and then also a transition path,
and these two itens, or conponents, were neant to occur
simultaneously , or at the same tine, so that, basically, one
di dn &ltow down the other.

Wth the research track, we had a few different asks, based on

the congr essi onal | anguage for 2021 appropriations, and,
basically, what that was |ooking for were to review the state
surveys, and the federal surveys, |look at inprovenments that

could be made, identify how to do that, and then, once those
have been conpleted, conplete a final review of calibration
methodol ogy that would hopefully be final.

That 6s, obviously, a long-term undertaking, or it can be, and
so, recognizing that there could be an inpact on transitioning
the surveys and getting the information used from the state
surveys in nmanagenent, basically , the idea was to keep them
going at the same tine, and meke progress on both, wthout
having a bottleneck that would occur because of the research
path, and so | think what webve done is, at this point , we have
put together a working group, or are starting to put together a
wor ki ng group, for the research track.

It's chaired by Tom Frazer and Greg Bray, and, at this point, we
are conpiling all the sources of information that the states
have available, and NOAA has available, regarding research
t hat 6s either ongoi ng, planned, or conpleted that has | ooked at,
or is looking at, sources of non-sanpling error wth the
surveys.

A critical component of the research plan is that, if we can get
to a point where we can bring the surveys closer together, in
terms of their estimates, by reducing non-sanpling error, then
we stand a much better chance of having nore options avail able
to us, when it conmes to developing calibrations, and one of
t hose options woul d be the use of conposite estimtion.

Ri ght now, the estimates are so far apart that conposition

estimation is not really a viable option, and so thatds the
research conponent, and it has short-term and long-term parts to
it, and the other component is the transition track itself, and
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so, in the workshop, there was consensus that we needed to nove
forward with what we have, and so weldre treating the ratio
calibration S as an interim calibration , basically, for the
surveys, and | think the agreenent was, between the states and
NOAA at the time, that these would be used to continue the
current process, which was to calibrate against the federal
surveys to deliver the quotas for the states, and then the
states woul d nonitor in their own survey currencies.

That 6s where we are right now. The hope is that, over the next
couple of years, as we conplete the research track, that wedl]|
be able to open up the options for calibration, nor e
sophi sticated or conplex calibration options, but, also, that it

will fulfill the needs for managenent in the shorter term as
wel | .
The research track, as | said, has, you know, a fairly |ong

timeline, and it is funding dependent, and | think, in the draft
plan, we identify 2026 as sort of the final year for that.
There are studies that are ongoing right now, and there are sone
that have been conpleted that may be able to informinprovenents
to the surveys in the shorter term and so we woul dnlidet
waiting until 2026 to get those in place. | think thatds sort

of the summary of where we are at this point, and, as | said, |
expect the plan to be released fairly soon.

CHAI RVAN FRAZER: Al'l right. Thanks, Dr. Cody. Agai n, sorry,
and | just probably kind of put you on the spot, and | was just
trying to caught up nyself, and | said that R chard can cone up

here and talk about this any time, | &n sure, but, anyway, given
that update, | wll just open the floor for questions. M.
Gll.

MR, G LL: Thank you, M. Chairman, and thank you, Dr. Cody.
Maybe | di dn déunderstand, but it sounded to ne that what |
heard was, and if you woul d clarify it, I would | appreciate it,
but is that the transition plan is effectively conpleted and
status quo, and everything downstream depends on the research
plan and what gets funded and what gets done, and is that a
correct read?

DR. CODY: | would say that, yes, the research plan has a |arge
effect on this, but, at the sanme time, | think we have ratio
calibrations that are in place. Status quo would nean that
webre not getting any nore data available to update those
calibrations, and | think thatés not the <case, and so ités
status quo in ternms of the methodol ogy thatds used, but it does
mean that there are considerations that have to be taken into
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account, such as the availability of additional years of data,
and potentially changes to surveys that have occurred, or may
have occurred.

MR. G LL: Thank you.

CHAI RVAN FRAZER: kay. Are there any other questions for Dr.
Cody? M. Strel check.

MR. STRELCHECK: Thanks, Richard, for being here. I 6m gl ad you

were able to nmake it safely. A coupl e of questions. | guess,
first, to point out, with the transition process, this is a
great collaborative effort, and | appreciate, obviously , the

wor k of Science and Technol ogy and the Science Center, but also
the states, in comng up with kind of the short-term and | ong-
term plan. These are difficult gquestions that welve been
westling with for quite sone tine and d o n 0 mecessarily have
easy answers.

G ven kind of the short-term versus |ong-term nature, obviously ,

the Center is starting to plug in information to stock
assessme nts, but what would you recommend as value added to this
council , in ternms of bringing information , data, and results

back to inform the council about progr ess being mde on the
transition plan?

DR. CODY: Thanks, Andy. One thing I di dnonention is that
there are regular neetings that are planned for the transition
t eam subgroup related to progress on the transition plan, and so

those will be ongoing, and | also expect that, as the research
wor ki ng group ranps up, there will be nore to report on that end
as well, and so |I think, going forward, ités going to be very

important that we pass what6s going on at the team | evel back to
the state directors and others that have an interest in the
out cones. | think thatés one of the challenges that wedve had
so far.

There is a communications conponent in the transition plan that
deals directly with that, and | think that, hopefully, that wll
help to address sone of the conmmunication shortfalls that are
acknowledged on all sides throughout this process.

CHAI RVAN FRAZER: Ri chard, webve got a question here from M.
Geeslin.

MR, GEESLIN.  Thanks, Dr. Cody. If you could please, just kind
of walk us through where we are in the efforts from S&T to
address coments and edits that states provided in the
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transition plan dated July 5, and just what efforts have been
made to reconcile, or address , any of those comments to-date?

DR.  CODY: We have reviewed -- Dakus, thanks for the question

We have reviewed the coments that have cone in, and wedve done,
| think, a decent job of incorporating , as best we can, the
concerns of the states with the plan, and | know you had --
Texas had sonme comments in there, but several of the other
states did as well, and so, | nean, this is sonething that, once
the final plan is released -- | mean, youbll have an opportunity

to look at it and evaluate it, but | think that we did a fairly
good job, in ny opinion, of incorporating those concerns.

CHAI RVAN FRAZER: Al right, Richard. Wore just dealing with a
little techni cal difficulty at the nmonment, but | think I am not
seei ng any other questions around the table at this point, and
so, again, thank you for taking the time to provide that update,
and | look forward to chatting with you here at the break, and
catch up nyself. Al right.

Ckay, and so it |looks |Iike webve got -- Next on the agenda is a
review of the public hearing draft of Anmendnent 54, which is
modificat ions to the greater amberjack catch limts and sector
al l ocations and other rebuilding plan nodifications, and so |
will go ahead and let Dr. Froeschke work us through the action
guide, as it relates to that item

PUBLI C HEARI NG DRAFT OF AMENDVMVENT 54: MODI FI CATI ONS TO THE
GREATER AMBERJACK CATCH LIM TS AND SECTOR ALLOCATI ONS AND OTHER
REBUI LDI NG PLAN MODI FI CATI ONS

DR, JOHN FROESCHKE: Al right. Good norning, everyone. Today,
for anberjack, we have two things. The big picture is that
webre going to go through Anendnent 54, and ités a public
hearing draft of a document that considers changes to sector
allocation s and catch limts for anberjack, in response to a
stock assessment that determned the stock was overfished and
overfishing

As part of the docunent that considers allocation, or
real l ocation, there are numberof requirenments to the allocation
review process, and so Dr. Lasseter is going to give a short

presentation to highlight the information within the document
t hat addresses those components, to inform your deliberations,
and so, after that, wedll go through the docunent. Weél | | ook

at the tineline and the purpose and need.

What | would like is to spend the tine on the actions and the
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alternatives, and, if appropriate, the committee could select a
preferred that we could take out to public hearings after this
meeting , before the COctober neeting, which we plan to take final
action.

CHAI RVAN FRAZER: | think Ava is up.

DR. AVA LASSETER: Ckay. Thank you, M. Chairman. \WO0re going
to review the presentation thatés at Tab B, Nunmber 7(a), and, as
just explained, this docunent, this PowerPoint, includes the
| ocation of the allocation review conponents in council
amendments, and so you can use this kind of as a tool for this
amendnent, and then, generally in anmendnents, the |ocations are
the sane, to kind of reference and identify where in our
anendnents is the information that is highlighted from these
revi ew gui del i nes.

When webdre talking about plan anmendnents, an amendment wl|
include the full analysis and evaluation of allocation options,
and we are going to use an anendnent, and not a franmework

action , for making any kind of an allocation decision. Wether
itdbs an EI'S or an EA would be a different I ssue, and thatos a
NEPA decision, but an allocation decision is going to be

evaluated with a full analysis that is examning the range of
alternatives, and this should serve to inform and support your
al | ocati on decision, whether or not a review has been done as a
previ ous step.

The anendnent wedre tal king about here, Anmendnent 54, proposes
to nodify the greater anberjack sector allocation, and the
anmendnent includes analytical conponents that are appropriate
and related to the particular action , and so as relates to the
pur pose of the action

Flipping back to the allocation review guidelines, this is a
guote taken directly from the guidelines, on page 4, and | dn

going to enphasize the underlined text here, and so, one, in
allocation reviews, weOre wusing data that are routinely
avai |l abl e. This will wutilize ecological, biological, social,

and/ or economc studies relevant to the subject stock, and we
woul d expect not to include absolutely everything that m ght be
listed in the review guidelne s in a review, just like it may
not be in an anendnent, but we would want to tailor that list to
be appropriate to the action s under review.

Then, finally, this last point, the data availability, goes
along with the first one as well. W are providing you anal yses
and information that is available, and webdre not. Everyt hi ng
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that is included in the docunent is limted by what webre able
to put together for you.

The rest of this PowerPoint, on the left-hand side, provides
text directly fromthe allocation review guidelines, and so this
section of FMP (bjectives, this is what is in your gquidelines,
and then, on the right side of the slides, it tells you the
location in an amendnent.

The rest of the docunment, the rest of this PowerPoint, is going
to be about Amendnent 54, but, in this one, | want to call
attention to the FMP objectives that you just recently reviewed
t hrough Anendnent 53, and so just |ast year, about red grouper ,
and that was in Section 1.1, and so, currently , review ng the
FMP objectives is not considered again in Amendnent 54, but you
did just do this |ast year.

| & not going to go through each and every little detail of
these, but wedll just skim through the next slide, and you can

see that we have identified, on the right side, where, in
Amendrent 54, details are included, and we provided one of the
tabl es here that outlines the management neasures by sector.

Status of the stocks, for this particular allocation anendnent,

this is very much the purpose of the anendnent, is to address
the ongoing status of greater anberjack. Oten, in other
amendnents, you will find the discussion of the status of the
stocks also in Chapter 3. For Amendnent 54, because this is

kind of <core to what the anmendnent is about, Chapter 3
references back to Chapter 1, and so this is very core to the
amberjack amendnent .

Catch |imts and accountability measures and where t heyed
| ocated, and we have |andings history, ACL quota utilization
rates, and where participation and effort neasures are. A | ot

of these, whatdés in the guidelines, are provided in the various
Chapter 3 sections in the plan anmendnent.

Bi ophysical information should be nore narrowWy in Section 3.3,

which is wusually the biological environnent, if we have not
i ncluded a description of the fishery, and it mght be 3.2, and
| do believe that a BPA will be conpleted for this amendnent,

the bycatch practicability analysis, and ités located in the
appendi x, when the amendnent does include one.

This is the only section that -- It has two slides, and so the
econom c factors, this first slide, is the text from the actual
review gui deline s, and then the next slide -- Again, you can see
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the label in the right-hand side, in the border, and it
identifies where these economc factors are located in Chapters

3 and 4. Then social factors and where their location is in
Anmendnment 54. Thatds all | have, if thereds any questions. | f
not, I will turn it back to Dr. Froeschke.

CHAl RVAN FRAZER: Ava, it looks like Dr. Stunz, and then M.
Gl1, have questions.

DR, STUNZ: Thank you, M. Chairman. | donodteally have a
guestion for Ava, and | just have a coment. Wat | want to say
is webdre kind of wading into these CHIS to FES calibration
anmendnents, and also the resulting allocation, and | -- Probably
| @n going to cone back with a notion later, but | kind of wanted
to set the stage of what 16m thinking, and I donoéwant the
staff to get worried, and | donodtant to slow down this
anberjack anmendnent.

| think we need to -- Itdés a little too late for what | @n about
to propose, but I think we need to get preferreds going and nove
that down the line, because webre considering new ones, and

maybe the gag thatds comng up, and others in the future, and
thereds really two things going on, in ny mnd.

We have the conversion, which is very nuch a science issue, and
we need to sort of get that straight, in ny mnd, but | think
what 6s happening, and | & sure wedre all doing, is wedre taking
a peek at what does that allocation |ook Iike on the backside of
that conversion, and that happens when we conbine these
amendnents, and, whether thatés right or wong, and | think what
happens is we begin to nmake decisions based upon what that
subsequent allocation |ooks |ike and not necessarily getting t he
conversion right in the first place.

What | think | & recomendi ng here, and | dén still thinking about
this, is that, and we have tinme with gag, for exanple, and not
amberjack , is to really start looking at -- Letés do this

conversion first, and get the conversion right, and then, if
people d o n 6ltike the allocations, the chips kind of fall where
they are, based on that conversion, and then we have this
process that we 6 vaebated around this table, many, many tines,
a real formal allocation process then to do that allocation in a
nmeani ngful way, where webre not really confusing those two
t hi ngs.

| just think it creates a little bit nore work, in a way, and I
think, in another way, it allows wus to nove through the
conversions, but it also makes it cleaner, so webre not mish-
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mashing things in one anendnent, which, you know, confounds
things, in nmy opinion, and so, anyway, M. Chairman, thatds a

| ong comment, but | kind of wanted to set the stage, and | donot

want to do anything here with this anmendnent, because wedre way
down the Iine, but, anyway, just sone thoughts.

CHAI RVAN FRAZER: Al right. Thank you, Dr. Stunz. M. Gl
and then M. Dugas.

MR. dLL: Thank you, M. Chairman, and itds not a question , but

just a comment. | appreciate this presentation and this
anendnent, or not anendnent, but this inclusion as part of the
process. | think itdés, A, very helpful, but, B, it also serves

as a checklist, to ensure that we 0 rdoing what we said we were
going to do in the allocation review policy, and so | think ités
excellent, and 16m assumi ng that web6re going to be carrying it
forward on all questions of allocation in the future, and we
woul d be well advised to do so.

CHAI RVAN FRAZER: Thank you, M. GIIl. M. Dugas.

MR. DUGAS: Thank you, M. Chair. | would like to point out, in
t he discussion part of this amendnment, under Alternative 3, it
says that it would nodify the recreational and commercial sector

al locations of @ulf greater anberjack, based on |andings from
the sane tinefranme used in Anendnent 30 back in 2008, but using
MRI P and FES |andings, which is considered the best scientific
information avai | abl e. Wth that said, | would like to nmake a
notion for Alternative 3 to be the preferred.

CHAI RVAN FRAZER: Real quick, before you get there, J.D.,
because | know that John is going to work through the document,
and do you want to wait until John works through the document,
so that it coincides with kind of the logic flow, or do you want
to go ahead now?

MR. DUGAS: | want to do it now.
CHAl RMAN FRAZER: Go ahead.

MR. DUGAS: The notion is to choose Alternative 3 as a
preferred.

DR. FROESCHKE: Thatd6s Action 1.

CHAI RVAN FRAZER: Ckay, and so, with that clarification ,  wedl |
get that notion up on the board. GCkay, and so the notion by M.
Dugas is, in Action 1, to nake Alternative 3 the preferred, and
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is there a second for that notion? |Ités seconded by Dr. Stunz.
J.D., do you want to provide a little background of what your
rationale for the notion is?

MR. DUGAS: Sure. Thank you, M. Chair, and thatdos what | tried

to do before the notion. Just reading the docunment, and using
the changes from MIP to FES landings, and itds the best
scientific information avai l able, and thatds what | @&n going off
of .

CHAl RMAN FRAZER: Dr. Froeschke, to that point?

DR,  FROESCHKE: Just to clarify, and so the Alternatives 2
through 5, the SSC essen tially made equi val ent recomrendati ons,
nmeaning that all of them integrate MRIP-FES recreational data,
and so all of them are consistent wth BSIA in that context,
and so they do reflect different sector allocations, and
slightly different catch limts, but any of them in terns of
the scientific BSIA aspect, we would consider those equival ent.

CHAI RMAN FRAZER: Ckay. Thank you. | think I mssed Ms. Boggs.
| apol ogi ze.
M5. BOGGS: Well, itdés not to this notion. It was to comrent on

what Greg said, and so | can wait.

CHAI RVAN FRAZER: kay. Webll come back to that, M. Boggs.
M. GII.

MR G LL: Thank you, M. Chairnan. | guess a couple of
coment s. One is | think, whatever choice we neke as a
preferred, it needs to rest on nore than just the FES

conversion, which was, in effect, what Dr. Froeschke was saying,
but, nunber two, we ought to keep in mnd that the choice of
Alternative 3 is the one that has the |east anmount of stock
avai lable to the fishermen , and the difference between, for
exanple, status quo, which is Alternative 2, is about 25,6000
pounds, which is roughly 5 percent of the stock, and thatds due
to the differences in the estimated discard nortality between
the two sectors.

In terns of maxi num economic benefits, | donoknow if itds in
Chapter 3, and | don6tknow if Dr. Travis is here, but | @n not
sure that |eaving 25,000 pounds, 5 percent, is necessari ly the
best way to go to get the maxi num net benefits , and, if there is
sone analysis of that in Chapter 3, | would be interested in
seeing it, but the net result is wedre giving up to just offset
the change in allocation, and | have a difficult tinme accepting
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that as the best way to go.

Now, we may need to change that allocation, and | understand
that, but going to the max allocation we pay a price for, and we
ought to keep that in our mnds as we nmake this decision. Thank
you, M. Chairman.

CHAl RVAN FRAZER: Thank you, M. GII. It looks Ilike Dr.

Sweet man has his hand up online here. CJ., sorry that | di dnodt

see that earlier. Go ahead.

DR SWEETMAN: Thank you, Dr. Frazier. | dm going to speak in
opposition to this notion. | agree wth a lot of the previous
comments that Dr. Stunz made, and | feel the ultimte goal, for
what webdre trying to do here, is to rebuild the stock, and |
d o n 0 hecessarily feel that providing additional gquota to the
recreational sector would do that, and, further, | think weore
making a |lot of allocat ion decisions here, based on these FES
conversions, and weOre operating under whether t hey orrderim
rul es, energency rules, or rebuilding plans, and | kind of think
that there should be their own separate process for |ooking at

this, and | donofeel that mking a reallocation towards
recreational during this process, with this situation that webre
under for greater anberjack, is the appropriate tine. Thank

you, M. Chair.

CHAI RVAN FRAZER: Thank you, Dr. Sweetnman. Al'l right, and so
| & not seeing any hands. M. Strel check.

MR. STRELCHECK: Thanks, M. Chair. I 6m going to echo sonme of
the comments that have been nade around the table. I like what
Geg was indicating, in terms of, you know, this is a science
i ssue, but itdés nore than a science issue, right, and so we need
to take into consideration, obviously, the updated science and
information , but, when web6re talking allocation decisions,
thatdos why we have an allocation policy, and thatdés why we
should be rigorously discussing what are the goals and
obj ectives of the fishery managenent plan, how are we achieving
t hose goals and objectives, |ooking at the biological benefits,
or inpacts, as well as the econom c and social benefits and the
i npacts of those decisions, and so | just encourage the council |,
as we have this discussion, to be thinking about all of those
factors.

Cobviously people are going to weight them different ly ,
dependi ng on your perspective and position, but, ultimtely, at
the end of the day, we need to cone up with a justification for,

if webdre going to change allocation, or if webre going to
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mai ntain the allocation, as to why wedre changing it, and that
should be fairly thorough, in terns of the details of that
deci si on.

CHAI RVAN FRAZER: Thank you, M. Strelcheck. Dr. Stunz.

DR, STUNZ: Directly to Andy6s point, and outside of -- Well,
first, | support this notion, and | & going to support the
notion, but, to Andyés point about an allocation, | think this
anendnent is too far out of the gate, in terms of -- You know, |
think we need to select preferreds and nove on, in this
situation, but | think what Andy was saying, for exanple, is,
when we went to this allocation review policy, we had the
discussion that, at any point, we can bring up the need for

reall ocation and start that process, but it involves review
panels, and | én trying to renenber the whole list of triggers
and everything that we had, and it6s a pretty rigorous process,
and rightly so, because | think those allocation decisions are
sonme of the biggest ones that we meke around this table, and
that6s why | had wanted it separated out.

Here, we kind of go through the process, and, | nean, | dondt
think webre doing anything wong here, but | just dondthink
webre being really true to the overall nagnitude of what webre
doing without -- If we want to go with this, but then have a
real reallocation decision, and | think we need to do that, and
that would be the case for many of our species, and not just the
ones that are here, but anyway.

CHAl RMAN FRAZER:  Thank you, Dr. Stunz. M. Boggs.

M5. BOGGS: Thank you, M. Chair, and | will go ahead and -- |

am going to speak in opposition to this notion, but | do agree
with what Geg is saying, because | feel like, with these new
FES nunbers, the council is making knee-jerk reactions to what

webre trying to do, and, yes, the nunbers |ook good, but we
really d on 6know what those nunbers nean yet, and now we have a
species thatos overfished, and is undergoing overfishing, and is

going to be in a rebuilding program , and, yes, | agree with Dr.
Stunz that we donorneed to stop this docunent, and we need to
nove forward, but | do think, in the future, realloc ation is
something that should be | ooked at by itself , because there is a
| ot of discussion , and it affects people.

It affects, you know, all sectors of the fishery, and it affects

all their subsidiary businesses, the tackle stores, and, | nean,
it aff ects ever ybody, and we donodtalways look at it
holistically , and so | do agree wth what Geg and M.
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Strel check are saying, that we probably need to start |ooking at
allocation on its own, because we try to rush through these
docunents sonetines, and | don 6 tthink we0re doing justice to
the fish or the fishermen. Thank you.

CHAI RVAN FRAZER:  Thank you, Ms. Boggs. It looks |ike Ms. Levy
has her hand up.

M5. MARA LEVY: Thank you. Just a couple of things, and so,
regarding the idea of separating the allocation from the catch
| evel determ nation, wedve talked about this before, and the
reason theyére together is because they are |linked, and, even if
-- Youbdre going to have to articulate why i t 0 sappropriate to
keep the sane percentages when that actually does, in fact, in
reality, change the allocation

It changes the fish available to each sector, particularly the
recreational sector, because webre neasuring what t heye
catching differently, and so, | nmean, | &n not advocating for any
particular alternative, but | &njust saying that youbre going to
have to consider it, and youdre going to have to justify, under
any circunstance, why what youbre doing is consistent with the
Act, including National Standard 4.

In this particular case, | would just say that -- | nmean, the
current -- The alternative thatés up for preferred is using
average landings from 1981 to 2004, and so, if you do that, or
if you keep the percentages based on a similar time series, but
the different data, itdés like why is it not appropr iate to look
at nore recent data, and, in this case in particular, you have
Alternative 4, which looks at 1993, right, which is when they
started actually -- The commercial sector had greater anberjack
by speci es.

There are a lot of noving factors here, and | just think -- |
agree with Andy, that youdre going to need to be fairly detailed
and articulate, in terms of why what youbre doing is appropriate
and consistent with the requirenments of the Act. Thanks.

CHAl RMAN FRAZER: Thank you, Ms. Levy. M. GII.

MR, d LL: Thank you, M. Chairnman. | guess the heart of ny
concern is wedve not had a good discussion , around this table,
about all ocati on. Chapters 3 and 4 are not yet conplete, and
so, in that sense, webre rushing into judgnent w thout all the
i nformati on and consideration .| stand corrected.

DR. FROESCHKE: Chapters 3 and 4 are in the docunment, and webre
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prepared to answer questions , or lead through those, and what
m ght be helpful is to kind of l|ook at sone of just the
background information , the purpose and need, and a little bit
of the rationale for why the alternatives are as they are, and
maybe it would provide sone of that context, and then we could
have -- W have Dr. Diagne and Dr. Lasseter on hand, if you have
social inpacts or economc questions, and t heyed happy to
answer those.

CHAI RVAN FRAZER: | tend to agree. Ms. Boggs, real quick, and
t hen webre going to see where wedre going to go here.

M5. BOGGS: So | would like to ask a question, | guess maybe to
Mara and/or Andy, or Cay, and so | understand that everybody --
That we | ook at the catches differently , and all the states have
their thing, and webdve got FES, and then we talk about the
commercial fishernen, and, well, the comrercial fishernmen --

They know what they catch, and so why should their nunber
change?

The only reason the commercial sector nunber should change, in
my mnd, is if we get a bunp in allocation and they get that
same bunp, because their nunmbers are their nunbers, and that is
sonmething that | have never understood. In all species, they
know exactly what they caught, and so why are their nunbers
having to change? Wy i s n 6-t- Wiy candt they keep their catch
levels and, as we get I ncreases, or decreases, their
percentages go the sanme way, because, | nean, here, it6s 484, 380
pounds, and then, if we look at Alternative 2, youbre taking
t hem down 140, 000. Their nunbers dondt change. They stay the
same, and thatdés sonething that | have al ways struggled wth.

CHAl RMAN FRAZER: Ckay. Thank you, Ms. Boggs, and so wedve been
listening to a nunber of conments, and clearly that therebs a
ot of discussion, and we need to work through sonme of the

details of these alternatives. | do think that thereb6s a val ue
in letting Dr. Froeschke kind of work  through these
alternatives, and the rationale, | guess from a procedural kind
of perspective -- J.D., we can perhaps |eave -- You know, we can

vote on this notion, but could choose, perhaps, to table it and
wor k, again, through the discussion of the various alternatives,
and, when wedre done with that discussion, revisit this notion
as the first order of business. J.D

MR. DUGAS: Thank you, M. Chair. My decision wll not change

in working through the docunent, and so do you mnd if we just
take care of it now?
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CHAI RVAN FRAZER: | appreciate that your decision mght not
change, but | think a lot of people are deciding, you know, how
they feel about their own decisions, J.D., and so thatdés ny
rationale, but, again, itdés your notion. W can table it, and I
woul d suggest that we do that and kind of walk through and have
a discussion, but itds up to you.

VR DUGAS: Let 6s vote.
CHAl RMAN FRAZER: Dr. Si nmons.

EXECUTI VE DI RECTOR S| MMONS: Thank you, M. Chair. Sorry to

interject here, but | do think theredés a bit of confusion about
where we are with the docunent, and maybe, if we did allow staff
the chance to go through it -- W have a new council nenber, and

| think M. GIl was n @&ten aware that we have Chapters 3 and 4
conpleted, and so it just would be a good idea probably for
everyone to go through the document. Sorry.

CHAl RVAN FRAZER: M. Dyskow.

MR. DYSKOW Thank you, Dr. Frazer. Idm in support of this
notion, but | would respectfully suggest that perhaps we could
defer a vote on this notion until after we do exactly what Dr.
Simmons said, and so | @&n taking a dual approach. I am
supporting the amendnent, but | do think we would all benefit
from nor e discussion prior to that vote.

CHAI RVAN FRAZER: Dr. Stunz.

DR. STUNZ: As the seconder of this notion, | wanted to see this
nmotion this norning, but, if we want to go through the docunent,

to discuss things, | dntotally fine with it.

CHAI RVAN FRAZER: Ckay. J.D., | @n just going to go ahead and
let us walk through a description, the history and all the
rationale, and then we will bring this back as the first notion

after that. Al right. Thanks, J.D., for accomnodating , and |
realize that you wanted to do it now Al right. John, do you
want to go ahead and work wus through the document and the
alternatives?

DR. FRCESCHKE: Yes, and what | would like to do is go through a

few of the background tables, and | think that has sone
important information in there, and then | ook at the purpose and
need, and then provide the rationale for the wvarious
alternatives. Bernie, could you bring up Table 1.1.1, and so,

other than red snapper, this stock as nuch regulatory history as
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j ust about anything we manage.

This table just reflects the six stock assessnents that have
been conducted for this species, beginning in 2000, which

include data through 1998, and so what you wll see is that,
with each assessment , every tinme, itds been overfished and
overfishing , i ncluding this nost recent SEDAR 70 stock

assessment that wedre working through now.

Unfortunately , 1tds not because there hasnokdeen a |ot of
action, in ternms of managenent, to try to end overfishing and
rebuild the stock. There was a secretarial anendnent, Amendnent
30A, that established annual <catch I|imts, ACTs, and sector
al | ocati ons.

Amendnent 35 was a check on the progress from the update, and,
unfortunately, the stock was not responding as we expected, and
so there were additional reduction s, along with trip limts,
changes in seasons, and | believe 2015 and 2017 had additional
changes in catch limts, seasons, fishing years, all of which
have been nmade in an attenpt to end overfishing and rebuild the
st ock. Essentially, the stock has fluctuated at a fairly |ow
| evel, below the mninum stock size threshold, which is the
threshold at which we would declare a stock overfished, but itds
been fairly level, and it just has not responded.

SEDAR 70 was -- Well, it was a stock assessment t hat
incorporated the MRIP-FES data, and so that was one nmjor
change, and so it did incorporate nore recent data, and it did
| ook at where we are relative to the 2016 stock assessment , and
it indicated that webére not naking progress on this and that
additional cuts in the quota are necessary to end overfishing,
and so therebs two parts to this.

Thereds mmj or reductions in the allowable catch, and thatds due
to continued overfished and overfishing status, and so, when we
get that -- We receive d a letter from NOAA in April of 2021,
indicating that the stock was overfished and overfishing. You
have two years to inplenment regulations to change that, and so
that 6s the tineline webre at, and so itds 2022.

If you generally assune that you have six nonths to get
regul atory action in effect , that would be OCctober, and so
that6s kind of the tineline webve been working through, and so
it is an accelerated tineline, but the cut in quota is based on
the condition of the stock and what the assessnent projects that
i s necessary to end overfishing and rebuild the stock by 2027.
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The second part of this 1is the changes in sector allocation that

are being considered as a result of including MR P-FES
recreational data in this, and so we can |ook at those
differences in just a mnute, and so webll go to the 1.1.2
Tabl e.

This is the table that just sunmarizes the relevant metrics from
the stock assessment , and many of you have seen these before.

Essentially , It gives you an estimate of the mortalty , the
steepness, sone of those stock assessment paraneters. The
primary things that | wanted to point out -- There are two

points, and the F current over MM, which is that 1.25 value
thatdés indicated in gray, and values above one nean that itos
overfishing, and so the current rate of renovals is too high,
and then, on that bottom bl ock, in the biomss criteria, the SSB
over MSST is 0.83, and so values below one, again, would
indicate that the stock is overfished.

The MSST is the mninmum stock size threshold , and so, in this
case, the biomass at MSY, which is the MSY proxy -- The MSST is
a buffer between that that allows for some fluctuation around
t he MSY biomass wi thout requiring these rebuilding plans all the
time. For amberjack , it is set at 0.5, and so 50 percent. Once
the biomass is 50 percent bel ow the biomass at MSY, thatds when
you have a declaration that the stock is overfished . W have
changed that MSST declaration for amnberjack, but 50 percent is
as low as that can be set, and we are still below the value, and
so thatds where we are for that. Letds go to Table 1.1.3.

Table 1.1.3, as you will see in Action 1, the alternatives for
various allocation scenarios are based on reference years of
hi storical comrercial and recreational | andi ngs. The current
allocations are based on the commercial information, which is in
Colum 2 here, and then the recreational VRl P- CHTS.

What webOre noving toward now is this recreational FES data, and
so what you will see is, if you |look at each year, there is two
to threefold difference in the recreational CHTS data as
conpared to the MRIP-FES data, and so thatdés whatds driving the
difference in alloc ation , and so the way that these are done is,
for exanple, in the current allocation, the 1981 to 2004 were
sel ected as reference years.

The comercial landings were tabulated with the recreational,
and you get a total, and figure out what percentage of those was
each sector over that reference year, and thatdés how the
percentages are calculated, and so, in theory, thatds what we
woul d do here. Qoviously, there are a nunber of different
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reference periods that you could use. The table that we have in
this table extend from 1981, which is the earliest date in which

recreational data really were available, and it extends through
2019.
Then, when we step through the alternatives, what | would |ike

to do is just give you a little bit of rationale relative to why
the alternatives in the document are reasonable and appropriate,
and ités not an opinion of which one to pick, but just what the
rati onal e for each one of tho se are.

If we go to the purpose and need, and each of our docunents wl|
have a purpose and need in them and it essentially outlines the
reason the council is considering action and the goals of this,
and so, in this case, the purpose is to nodify the rebuilding
pl an, because we know the stock is overfished and overfishing,
and an effort to end overfishing and rebuild the stock, and then
the secondary purpose is to reconsider the allocation, as the
allocation that we have right now was based on the MR P-CHTS
data, which is no |longer considered the best scientific
i nformati on available

I n aggregati on, we have the new OFL and ABC recommendation s from
the SSC, and so this docunment integrates that information , and
so the need, as webve stated, is to end overfishing and rebuild
the stock wthin the tineline, as required by the MNMSA
consistent with the best scientific i nformati on available , the
FMP objectives, which Ava nentioned just a few mnutes ago, and
t he newer information on the data.

That 6s kind of why webére here, and now | would like to go to

Action 1. There are two actions in this docunent. Anber j ack
has both annual catch limts and annual catch targets, and so,
for all of the action s -- The total annual catch limt, in these

tables, you will see that as the total ACL is equal to the ABC,
and so the SSC provided OFL and ABC recommendations, and the
total ACL is set equal to those.

In Action 2, which wedll get to in just a minute, it provides an
addi ti onal managenent buffer from the ACL, using the ACT Control

Rule for each sector, with a couple of different options. For
your information, this stock has been challenging to nmanage, in
that both sectors, in various tinmes, have been over, and not

wildly over, and it does have payback provisions, and so any
overage from either sector has to be paid back, on a pound-per-
pound basi s.

There have been additional managenent controls put in place, in
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recent years, and so the overages have been mnimzed, or non-
existent. However, it will be a new era, because the quotas are
going to be very low considerate to what they were, and so are
there any questions on that before we kind of step through the
alternatives in Action 1? Ckay.

So Alternative 1, a couple of things to point out here, and so
this is based on an allocation of 73 percent recreational and 27
comer ci al . This is based on the landings from 1981 through
2004, as established in Reef Fish Amendnent 30A in 2008, and so
this information was based on the MRl P-CHTS recreational dat a.
It's not consistent wth the best scientific information
available . It is included in the document as the no acti on, and
it's not a viable alternative.

Letés go to Alternative 2, and Alternative -- There are four
action alternatives, Alternatives 2 through 5 and so the way
this was handled is the SSC, in Novenber of 2021, provided the
OFL and ABC recommendations, for each alternative, and they are

slightly different, and thatés conditioned on the sector
al l ocations, and the reason that the catch levels vary, based on
the sector allocation, is there are differences between

selectivity and discard rates between the conmercial and
recreational sectors, and so, depending on how the fleets
operate, youbre going to get slightly different recreational and
commercial ACLs, depending on the alternatives selected, and so
it's about a 5 percent difference , overall, and itdés not as
| arge as, for example, | think what we saw in red grouper, but
it is there, and so thatdés why the total ACLs vary for the
alternatives within a given year.

The second conponent of this is you will see that there is a
yield stream and so, for each year, from 2022 through 2027,
which is the end of the rebuilding period, the total ACL does
increase, and thatds consistent with our assunption that the
stock size will continue to grow, and so, to maintain a constant
fishing nortality rate , you are allowed to harvest nore fish,
and so wedll see that sane pattern through each of the action
al ternatives.

On all of the tables, in the far-right colum, you will see the
all ocation of recreational to commercial , and so, again, ités
73/ 27, and so what | will do now is just give you a little bit

of rationale for each of the alternatives and why theybre
i ncluded in there.

Alternative 2, what that does is it sinply nmaintains the current
73 to 27 percent allocation that was established in Anendnent
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30A, and so there was n 6 tany considerations to the reference

years of the landings data, and it just maintains t hat
percen tage, and you can see projections fromthe Science Center,
and recommendations from the Science Center, and SO,
essentially , youdll look at it, and what 16m going to do, in the
tables, is look at the year 2023, because 2022 is going to be
over, in terms of what webre going to be doing here. For
exanple, the total ACL is 649,000 pounds, 473,000 to the
recreational and 175,000 to the commercial , and so both of those

woul d incre ase throughout, maintaining the 73/27.

Alternative 3, and so, Alternative 3, what this does is it --
Instead of maintaining the percentage that we established in
30A, this maintains the reference years, and so Amendnent 30A
used 1981 through 2004, and so, essentially , rules-of-thunb for
using reference years for landings, we try to use a long tine
series, so itds nore representative over a period.

Sonme conplications are that nore recent years, when you have
many regulatory actions that control the sector catch, the
fisheries are not operating in absence of nmnagenent, and so you

can reinforce what you already have, and, in this case, we
established sector allocations in 2008, and so you would expect
t hat the allocation percent ages that were established woul d be

reinforced through the |andings, because of management, and so
webl | see that.

VWhat this one does is it just keeps that same reference years,
1984 through 2004, and there really werent too nany management

nmeasures in place. There were sonme, through the Reef Fish
Amendrent 1, but it sinply updates those percentages, and so
what you will see is that the allocation is transferred fromthe
commercial to the recreational , owng to that increase in the

FES estimate, and so thatés sinply what it is.

Let6és go to -- | will point out the other thing with Alternative
3, and so itds 84 percent recreational and 16 percent
commercial , and thatdés the Ilargest per cent age, of t he
alternatives that we consider, to the recreational sector, just

for your information

Alternative 4, what you wll see is a slightly different
reference year, and so, essentially , the nmethodol ogy of how it
was calculated is exactly the sanme as Alternative 3, but it just

uses 1993 through 2007. The reason that this timefrane woul dnét

star t until 1993 is there were -- Prior to this, the comercial
| andings were not identified as |anded per species, and they
were |landed as jacks as an aggregate, and then there was sone
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