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Scetion 602.2(e)1(II) The last sentonc: chould be revorded to read "The o

¢ opportinity of new participants to enter into a fichery should be L%

~~ protected vherever feasible and in a manmer which provents oxceosive 3'::
fiching offort." The present language may bo construed to requirc unlimited
particivation by new cntrants into a fishery. The act in pawagraph 303
clearly contemplates that a limitation on fishing effort through limitations
on access to the fishery be one of the tools employed by the Regional
Councils. Thiz ability to entor can be protected throuch provicions fox
transferability of licenses and by provisions for neow entrants into
fisherics vhich are wndercapitalized, vhile at the same time controlling
the total amownt 6L fishing effort,
Soction 602.73(b)6(II) The last sentence should be removed, The act cleaxly
voflects the Congressional intent that limited entry and limited access
progroms be a discretionaryttool of cach Council, Limited entry is not
intendod %o be utilized only vhen 211 other tools have failed to achicve
monagenent objectives. Tho rogulation ag written remeves o portion of the
Couneilts flexibility in an avea in vhich Congress grantod a wide range of
flexibility.
Sincerely, -y
Donald L, Bevan

. Chairman

Seientific and Statistical Conmittee
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