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The North Pacific Fishery Management Council will convene at 8:00 a.m. on Monday, June 21, 1993,
at the Westmark Hotel in Kodiak, Alaska. Other meetings to be held during the week are:

Committee/Panel Beginning

Advisory Panel* 1:00 p.m., Sunday, June 20
Scientific and Statistical Committee 1:00 p.m., Sunday, June 20
Comprehensive Planning Committee 1:00 p.m., Sunday, June 20
Finance Committee To be determined

All meetings except Council executive sessions are open to the public. Other committee and
workgroup meetings may be scheduled on short notice during the week.

*The Advisory Panel will meet at the Fishing Industrial Technology Center, 900 Trident Way, Kodiak.
All other meetings will be at the Kodiak Westmark Hotel.

INFORMATION FOR PERSONS WISHING TO TESTIFY BEFORE THE COUNCIL

Those wishing to testify before the Council on a specific agenda item must fill out a registration card
at the registration table before public comment begins on that agenda item. Additional cards are
generally not accepted after public comment has begun. A general comment period is scheduled
toward the end of the meeting, time permitting, for comment on matters not on the current agenda.

Submission of Written Testimony During Council Meeting. Any written comments and materials
provided during a meeting for distribution to Council members should be provided to the Council

secretary. A minimum of 18 copies is needed to ensure that every Council member, the executive
director, NOAA General Counsel and the official meeting record each receive a copy. Some agenda
items may have a formal, published deadline for written comments. For those items, written
comments submitted after the- published deadline ‘or-at the Council meeting, other than simple
transcripts of oral testimony, will be stamped "LATE COMMENT." They will not be summarized
or analyzed in preparation for the Council meeting, nor will they be placed in Council member
notebooks. All "LATE COMMENTS" will be placed in a special notebook, marked as such, and
made available to Council members upon their request.

Information on testifying before the Advisory Panel and Scientific and Statistical Committee is found
on the next page.
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FOR THOSE WISHING TO TESTIFY BEFORE THE ADVISORY PANEL

The Advisory Panel has revised its operating guidelines to incorporate a strict time
management approach to its meetings. Rules for testimony before the Advisory Panel have
been developed which are similar to those used by the Council. Members of the public wishing
to testify before the AP must sign up on the list for each topic listed on the agenda. Sign-up
sheets are provided in a special notebook located at the back of the room. The deadline for
registering to testify is when the agenda topic comes before the AP. The time available for
individual and group testimony will be based on the number registered and determined by the
AP Chairman.

FOR THOSE WISHING TO TESTIFY BEFORE THE SCIENTIFIC AND STATISTICAL
COMMITTEE

The usual practice is for the SSC to call for public comment immediately following the staff
presentation on each agenda item. In addition, the SSC will designate a time, normally at the
beginning of the afterncon session on the first day of the SSC meeting, when members of the
public will have the opportunity to present testimony on any agenda item. The Committee
will discourage testimony that does not directly address the technical issues of concern to the
SSC, and presentations lasting more than ten minutes will require prior approval from the
Chair.
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DRAFT AGENDA

108th Plenary Session
North Pacific Fishery Management Council
June 21-25, 1993

Kodiak, Alaska

A CALL MEETING TO ORDER
(a) Approve Agenda
(b) Approve Minutes of Previous Meeting

B. REPORTS

B-1 Executive Director’s Report
B-2 Domestic Fisheries Report by ADF&G (written report)

B-3 NMFS Management Report
(includes status of amendments and regulatory actions)

B-4 Enforcement and Surveillance Report (written report)

C. NEW OR CONTINUING BUSINESS

C-1 Scallop Management
(a) Initial review of Draft FMP alternatives.

C-2 Sablefish and Halibut IFQ Plan

(a) Implementation schedule update.
(b) Initial review of Block Proposals and 1,000 Ib. minimum.

C-3 Comprehensive Planning
(a) Progress report.
(b) Review "Elements and Options” draft discussion paper.
(c) Review draft community profiles.

C-4 Other Business
(a) Initial consideration of exclusive registration proposals.

D. FISHERY MANAGEMENT PLANS

D-1 Crab Management
(a) Review crab management and conservation.

(b) Review Alaska Board of Fisheries activities.
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D-2 Groundfish FMP Amendments
Final Review:

(a) Pacific cod allocation.

(b) Salmon bycatch/VIP program.

(c) Establish Atka mackerel as a separate target species in the GOA.
(d) Expansion of seasonal 20 nm closure zones.

D-3 Groundfish Regulatory Amendments

Final Review:

(a) Total weight measurement for CDQ fisheries.

(b) Consider additional Atka mackerel apportionment in the newly
created Aleutian sub-districts.

(c) Amendment to Framework the opening date for the BSAI
pollock "A" season.

D-4 Staff Tasking
Review current tasking and give staff direction.

E. FINANCIAL REPORT
Approve FY 1994 Budget

PUBLIC COMMENTS

G. CHAIRMAN’S REMARKS AND ADJOURNMENT
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Draft Agenda Schedule - North Pacific Fishery Management Council Week of June 20, 1993
Kodiak Westmark Hotel*

*NOTE: The Advisory Panel will meet at the Fishing Industry Technology Center, 900 Trident Way, Kodiak. All other meetings will be held

at the Kodiak Westmark Hotel.
SSC AP COUNCIL l

Sunday, June 20 1:00pm C-2 Sablefish & 1:00pm C-1 Scallop Mgmt 1:00pm Comprehensive
Halibut IFQs C-2 Sablefish & Planning Committee
C-1 Scallop Mgmt Halibut IFQs
Monday, June 21 800am D-2(a) P. cod Alloc. 8:00am C-2 Continued 8:00am Call to Order
D-2 Grfsh FMP Amd Agenda Approval
(b) Salmon Minutes Approval
Bycatch/VIP . B-1/3 Reports
9:30am C-1 . Scallop Mgmt
1:00pm D-2(b) Salmon 1:00pm D-2(a) P. cod Alloc. 1:00pm D-1 Crab Mgmt
Bycatch/VIP
3:00pm C-2 Sablefish &
Halibut IFQs
I 1
Tuesday, June 22 8:00am D-2 Continued 8:00am D-3 Grfsh Reg Amd 8:00am C-2 cont'd
(c) GOA Atka mack (a) Total Wght/CDQ
(d) MM Closures (b) Atka mack app. 10:00am D-2 Grfsh FMP Amd
D-3 Grfsh Reg Amd (c) A Season (a) P. cod Allocation
(a) Total Wght/CDQ Framework
(b) Atka mack app.
(c) A Season
Framework 12:00  BExecutive Session®
1:00pm D-3 Continued 1:00pm D-2(c) GOA Atka 1:00pm D-2(a) cont'd
C-3 CRP mackerel
D-2(d) MM Closures | 3:00pm D-2(b) Sim Bycatch/
VIP Prgm
[ —— —————
Wednesday, June 23 8:00am C-3 CRP 8:00am D-2(b) cont’d
C4 Other Business 11:00am D-2(c) GOA Atka mack

(Excl. Reg)

1:00pm D-2(d) MM Closures

2:00pm D-3(a) Total Wght/CDQ

D-3(b) Atka mack app.

Thursday, June 24

Framework

CRP

Cont'd
Other Business
(Excl. Reg.)
Staff Tasking
Finance Rpt

Friday, June 25

"f R8

NOTE: The above agenda items may not be taken in the order in which they appear and are subject to change as necessary; other jtems may
be added. *All meetings are open to the public with the exception of Council Exccutive Sessions.
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North Pacific Fishery Management Council

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 103136
Anchorage, Alaska 99510

Richard B. Lauber, Chairman
Clarence G. Pautzke, Executive Director

Telephone: (907) 271-2809
FAX: (807) 271-2817
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605 West 4th Avenue
Anchorage, Alaska 99501

MINUTES
Scientific Statistical Committee
April 19-21, 1993

The SSC met at the Anchorage Hilton, April 19-21, 1993. Members present were:

Bill Aron Bill Clark, Chair Keith Criddle
Doug Eggers Bud Fay Larry Hreha
Dan Huppert Rich Marasco Marc Miller
Phil Rigby Jack Tagart Al Tyler

C-6 COMPREHENSIVE RATIONALIZATION

The SSC received a status report from Council staff on the CRP process to date. Additionally, a sub-
committee of the SSC met with Council staff and others to discuss the overall strategy and specific
modelling approaches for the economic benefits assessment.

Regarding the benefit-cost analysis, the adequacy of the analysis should be assessed in light of its
objectives. One objective is to meet the requirement of the Magnuson Act, E.O. 12297, and OMB
for a finding that net national benefits will be generated by the rationalization program. The SSC
has little doubt that, if implemented at reasonable cost, an IQ program covering the major groundfish
species and prohibited species can lead to greater economic net returns (“rent”) from the groundfish
fishery. A relatively straight forward economic model of the fishery should suffice to demonstrate
the likely magnitude of these benefits. A simple linear programming model could be developed for
this purpose without involving the staff in the more complex multi-stage models that were proposed.
This approach would also address SSC concern that a complex, multi-stage model would have
extraordinary data requirements and that it might not correctly predict actual developments in the
fishery.

A related objective would be to make fairly detailed forecasts of the changes in the fishery that would
follow an allocation of harvest rights, such as changes in the distribution of landings and employment.
We are not optimistic that this task can be accomplished at all. Unfortunately, these detailed
predictions of changes in the fishing and processing sectors are what is needed to drive the economic
impact assessment.

Regarding the economic impact models, the staff proposes to expand its ability by using impact
models of two types. First a resurrected Jensen-Radtke FEAM model will be used for a few large
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communities. The Council staff has responded to our earlier concerns about the documentation of
the FEAM models by including this effort in their plan. Second, simpler "economic base models” will
be developed for both large and smaller communities. Both types of impact model predict secondary
impacts of an initial or primary effect of a program changes. These effects can be expressed as levels
of output, incomes, and employment by fishing and other economic sectors. So, for example, a
reduced fishing and processing industry in a particular community or village will have secondary or
"multiplier” effects on other sectors in the village. A critical concern is the ability to forecast change
in each community that will result from implementation of an ITQ program.

The "scenario” approach to the B/C analysis calls for a survey of industry. Plans for this survey are
vague at present. The SSC suggests special attention be devoted to the survey design, particularly
considering problems of non-response, self-selection, and strategic and hypothetical bias. Objectives
for specific data should be specified soon. We look forward to reviewing more advanced plans for
the industry information collection and the development of the scenario approach.

The aim of the social impact assessment is still unclear. We do not know what social changes or
conditions need to be considered and predicted. The Council should identify factors it has an interest
in beyond economic impacts such as employment and spending. Given constraints imposed on this
study, there is a need to consult with General Counsel to determine minimal requirements. After
these requirements are determined and Council interests identified, a committee of experts including
Dr. Miller should be assembled to develop a study plan.

The SSC encourages the use of qualitative assessments as proposed by the staff to screen alternatives
before performing a full analysis on a manageable (small) number of options.

D-2(a) PACIFIC OCEAN PERCH REBUILDING

In December the Council adopted an ABC for Gulf POP based on a biomass estimate from the stock
synthesis model and the F;,, exploitation rate. In January the Council received an analysis of
alternative rebuilding strategies sbased on resampling the spawner-recruit data from the stock synthesis
model fit. Among other things, this analysis showed minimal rebuilding at the F, 35% exploitation rate.

In its review of this study and recommendations for a plan amendment analysis in January, the SSC
recommended that the exploitation strategy and the rebuilding strategy be developed from the same
population model. Specifically, the Committee requested that the analysts carefully evaluate the
spawner-recruit data and decide whether it was possible to fit a usable stock-recruitment relationship,
from which it would be possible to estimate the optimal exploitation rate (F__) and the
corresponding target biomass (B_ _), as well predict the stock trajectories to be expected from
alternative rebuilding strategies. sy

At this meeting the SSC reviewed the new EA/RIR/IRFA. In line with the Committee’s
recommendation, the authors have conducted a thorough re-evaluation of the historical spawner-
recruit data and fitted a stochastic spawner-recruit relationship, which served as the basis both for
choosing an optimal exploitation rate and for forecasting the effect of alternative rebuilding strategies.
The SSC endorses this procedure.

Both the Teams and the SSC have generally been reluctant to base their advice on managing any
groundfish stock on fitted spawner-recruit relationships because these relationships are notoriously
difficult to estimate. Only for Bering Sea pollock, and now Gulf POP, has the Committee chosen
to rely on the available spawner-recruit data. The decision is always a difficult one, with arguments
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on both sides, and this case was no exception. As in other cases, the POP spawner-recruit data are
highly variable and it is not certain that the underlying stock-recruitment relationship has been
constant for the last thirty years. This uncertainty necessarily extends both to the F estimate and
the rebuilding forecasts. Nevertheless, the spawner-recruit data set obtained from the sgnthesis model
fit is quite large and well distributed over a wide range of spawning stock sizes. Moreover, the
pattern of points is not sensitive to the specific tuning of the synthesis model used to reconstruct the
stock history. We therefore believe the data should be an accurate reflection of the reproductive

potential of the stock over the range of observed spawning stock sizes.

The estimate of F | sy (0.08) in the new analysis is below F35,, (0.11), which is included as the status
quo and the first alternative policy. This is useful for purposes of comparison, but the F3 op Tate
would not be allowed by the Council’s overfishing definition and therefore is not really a %easible
alternative. This should be noted in the document.

As regards the TAC determination for 1993, the SSC notes that on the basis of the analysis presented
in the document and approved by the Committee, both the ABC and overfishing levels for 1993
would have been set at the Fmsy level, which is 3378 mt.

The primary emphasis in this analysis was on the biological potential for stock rebuilding rather than
on the economic consequences of the alternatives. Some estimates of gross revenue are presented,
but these are simply proportional to differences in physical yield, with or without discounting. Any
price movement would alter these estimates. If fishing costs were subtracted from gross revenues to
obtain net revenue, the differences among rebuilding strategies would be smaller in dollar terms
because fishing costs would be lower at lower exploitation rates. The analysis does not provide any
estimates of the effect of the different alternatives on the profitability of particular operations.

As to process, the SSC recommends that the analysis be released for public review after a few
technical clarifications suggested to the authors. The Guilf Team should be asked to review the
package and provide its advice before the Council takes final action, which would not be necessary
until December.

D-2b ALLOCATION OF PACIFIC COD TAC

The SSC reviewed the draft EA/RIR/IRFA for Amendment 24 to the BS/AI fishery management
plan. The analysis evaluates the potential biological and economic impacts of allocating the Pacific
cod TAC according to type of fishing gear and/or season.

The BS/AI cod fishery has been fully Americanized since 1988. The domestic fishery was almost
exclusively a trawl based fishery until 1989 when PSC caps began to constrain the trawl fishery. In
1992, the BS/AI trawl, longline, and pot fisheries for cod caught 47.9, 100.9, and 13.7 thousand metric
tons of cod, respectively. An additional 42.8 thousand metric tons of cod were caught as bycatch in
other BS/AI trawl fisheries. The sum of directed and incidental catches of cod exceeded the TAC
by over 23 thousand metric tons in both 1991 and 1992. In addition to being fully subscribed, the
length of the fishing season has become increasingly compressed in recent years. In response to a
request from industry, the council asked for an examination of the biological and economic benefits
of gear specific allocations of BS/AI cod and of the benefits of alternatives intended to change the
seasonality of the cod fishery.

Biological Effects--It is not expected that cod yield per recruit will be by increased by exclusive
allocation to trawl or longline fisheries, or by alternatives that change the seasonality of the cod
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fishery. However, an increased allocation of cod to the pot fishery can be expected to result in
slightly increased yield per recruit (about 10%) due to the increased size selectivity of pot gear.
Although the concentration of fishing mortality during the first part of the year may result in
reductions in the equilibrium stock size, equilibrium catches could be increased or decreased.

The alternatives are not expected to result in different impacts on marine mammal or seabird
populations. There is some tradeoff among gear types in the bycatch of prohibited species, but recent
catch estimates indicate that the groundfish OY can be harvested within present PSC limits, and the
cost of bycatch is small relative to overall costs, revenues, and net benefits for all gear types.

Economic Effects--The economic benefits of the alternative allocations depend on the value of fish
and the cost of catching them. The annual net benefits (ANB) of fishing represent gross revenue,
less the cost of fishing and processing, less the foregone net value of bycatch, including prohibited
species. It is estimated that a transfer of catch from the trawl fishery to the longline fishery would
result in reduced ANB. Transfer of catch from the trawl fishery to the pot fishery in the first
trimester would be expected to increase ANB.

Because there is considerable variation among vessels within a gear category, the conclusions may not
hold for individual operations. That is, the ANB of some trawl vessels may exceed that of some pot
operations even though the "representative” pot vessel generates a greater ANB than the
"representative” trawler. Moreover, because catches, prices, and costs can be expected to vary
differently over time, it cannot be assumed that current differences in ANB will constant. Nor can
it be assumed that vessels with positive ANB will remain profitable in the long run.

The SSC considers the definition and computation of ANB acceptable. However, cost estimates used
in the analysis of alternatives were based on a very small sample of the pot, longline, and trawl vessels
and may not be representative. Because of the ease with which vessels can be modified, gear specific
allocations of cod cannot be expected to alleviate the effects of overcapitalization.

Additional Issues-- Decisions about alternative management policies for cod need to be considered
in the context of current and anticipated future change. The continued decline of BS/AI cod biomass
can be expected to intensify competition for shares of the TAC. In a derby fishery without seasonal
allocations, it can be expected that catches will become increasingly concentrated towards the
beginning of the first trimester. The competitiveness of H&G freezer longliners can be expected to
be lessened by a continuation of the current low price of cod and short seasons. Changes in
technology can also be expected to change the relative competitiveness of different vessels. Recent
adoption of filleting technology by some longliners can be expected to increase the ANB of
longliners.

Recommendation--The SSC supports release of this the draft EA/RIR/IRFA for Amendment 24 for
public review and comment. Because the Council already has the ability to allocate catch between
gear groups, immediate industry concerns could be addressed through existing mechanisms. In the
long term, the allocation of fish resources both within and between gear types could be resolved
through ITQs.

D-2(d) GOA ATKA MACKEREL
The SSC received a presentation on the EA/RIR/IRF concerning the proposal to re-classify GOA

Atka mackerel as a target species and recommends that it be sent out for public review. Atka
mackerel has been included in the Other Species category since 1988. The directed fishery for Atka
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mackerel resumed in the Western GOA in 1990. Removals of Atka mackerel by the directed fishery
led to early closure of the fisheries for Other Species that year and in 1992. To prevent this from
happening again in 1993, the Council reapportioned the TAC for Other Species among the three
regulatory areas (Eastern, Central, and Western GOA), rather than Gulf-wide.

This proposal would make it possible to set an ABC and TAC for Atka mackerel. Implementation
of this amendment would be beneficial since it allows management to be species specific. Other
fisheries would benefit, as well, since Atka mackerel removals would not result in early attainment
of the Other Species TAC.

The possibility of eventually combining the management of WGOA Atka mackerel with management
of the BS/AI stocks was discussed, recognizing that they are contiguous and probably part of the same
stock. The SSC recommends that the Plan Teams examine this issue in the development of future
stock assessments.

The potential impact on marine mammals also was considered at length, since the present WGOA
Atka mackerel fishery takes place within 10-20 miles of (formerly) major Steller sea lion rookeries.
In addition, the removal by this fishery takes place in the winter, when juvenile sea lions apparently
are disadvantaged nutritionally. Steller sea lions, for which the Atka mackerel appears to be an
important prey, are depleted in the eastern Aleutians and are listed as threatened under the
Endangered Species Act. High mortality of juvenile sea lions is believed to have been a major factor
in their decline.

D-2(e) BS/AI CHINOOK SALMON BYCATCH

The SSC reviewed the EA/RIR/IRFA for Amendment 21b (Salmon Bycatch Management) to the
FMP for the Groundfish Fishery of the Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands.

The document has been revised to address impacts of bycatch on chinook salmon runs to the
Nushagak and Yukon Rivers. At historic bycatch levels the interceptions of chinook salmon by the
BS/AI groundfish fisheries represent between 1% and 4% of the run to Yukon and between 2% and
7% of the Nushagak run. The SSC notes that the statistical precision of the estimates of interception
for particular years is low due to: 1/ the necessity of using stock composition data taken in the late
1970’s and early 1980’s from the foreign fishery that was fishing in different areas than the domestic
and JV fisheries and 2/ the necessity of expanding Yukon River catches to total run using an average
exploitation rate.

An analysis was prepared in partial response to a request by the AP to examine the alternatives using
data from individual years rather than averaged data. Because the 1992 weekly production reports
were not yet available it was not possible to do a complete analysis. Analysis of the updated (1990-
1992) observer data showed that: 1/ the proportion of chinook bycatch taken within the 200 m
contour buffer and two blocks above Unimak Island was similar among all three years for the
domestic bottom trawl fisheries for pollock and Pacific cod; 2/ the 1992 pelagic trawl fishery for
pollock had a substantially lower proportion of chinook salmon bycaught within the 200 m contour
and the Unimak blocks (approx. 40%) compared to that observed in 1990-1991 (70% - 80%).

The bycatch model as formulated does not take account of: 1/ costs in terms of changes in vessel
operating efficiency associated with movement out of closed areas, and 2/ recent changes in the
management regime in the Bering Sea, particularly the inshore/offshore allocation and CVOA. Thus,
the bycatch model as formulated is not able to completely evaluate the costs of alternatives nor
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evaluate any differential impacts on the offshore and inshore harvesting sectors due to differential
access to the CVOA.

There are significant problems associated with estimation of chinook salmon bycatch rates in the
domestic observer program. It is necessary to use whole haul sampling to precisely estimate chinook
salmon bycatch rates. With limited observer resources it is not possible to conduct whole haul
sampling on all vessels. Because of these sampling difficulties it will be difficult to implement a
bycatch management regime based chinook salmon bycatch caps and most likely impossible to
implement a VIP based on chinook salmon bycatch rates.

The SSC has no basis on which to choose a preferred alternative. Owing to interannual variability
in the distribution of chinook salmon concentrations, it appears that no system of time-area closures
will reliably control chinook salmon bycatch.

D-2(e) (cont’d.) SALMON VIP PROGRAM

The SSC reviewed a draft regulatory analysis of alternative VIP programs to limit salmon bycatch by
trawlers. In the 1980’s the foreign fishery was able to reduce its salmon bycatch when placed under
bycatch limits, so it is possible that the domestic fishery could do the same if given individual
incentives. This is not certain, however, and the analysis indicates that there would be substantial
practical difficulties in implementing an effective program.

D-3(a) AMENDMENT FOR MINIMUM MESH SIZE FOR CODENDS USED IN THE DIRECTED
POLLOCK FISHERIES

The SSC supports the review written by the staffs of the NPFMC and NMFS, and recommends that
the document go for public review after minor change.

We would like to amplify the uncertainties associated with escapement survival. While some of the
fish passing through the proposed larger mesh sizes will survive, specific data on the survival rate of
the escaped fish is lacking. Studies have demonstrated that when fish are herded in a trawl they
eventually fall back because of exhaustion. A large portion of these die due to extreme lactic acid
build-up. The portion of fish that die is nearly 100% for fish that have been in the trawl for over 40
minutes, so for tows lasting from one to three hours, only the fish that are taken in the last half hour
have a large portion of survivors. Of these survivors, the ones that are extruded with scraping against
the mesh are likely to die due to scale loss.

Since the percentages of mortality are unknown but may be high, biologists for some time have not
recommended mesh-size regulation for major conservation of juveniles.

As presented in the staff report, an immediate benefit of larger mesh may be that sorting time by the
crew would be minimized on board the vessels. However, the report notes that the amount of sorting
by the trawl would likely be less than indicated by the data, since research results are based a whole
codend that was constructed of larger mesh rather that just the top panel. The report states that
another benefit would likely be related to improved drag efficiencies related to the trawl itself. To
the extent that these benefits are available, the fleet can be expected to adopt larger mesh without
benefit of a regulation.

The report of the Staff and NMFS points out that there are enforcement problems with the measure,
and that the costs will be high because enforcement would have to be carried out at sea.
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D-3(b) TOTAL WEIGHT MEASUREMENT

The SSC reviewed a draft regulatory amendment to require two observers and either surveyed bins
or certified scales on all vessels prosecuting CDP fisheries. This proposal was prompted by the
consistent differences between observer and company reports of catches in general and the need to
monitor the catches of individual CDP operations in particular.

The SSC regards accurate reporting of total fishery removals as a basic requirement for reliable stock
assessments and effective management. The lack of accurate catch reports from operations that sort
or process at sea is a serious problem for some stocks. Recent analyses have shown potential errors
on the order of 20% for pollock and cod catches in the Bering Sea, which could introduce large
errors into both assessment and management. -

We believe that improved catch reporting by CDP operations can and should serve as a research and
development project for practices that could be required of any operations that sort or process at sea.
Experimental data is needed on the accuracy and reliability of volumetric measurements and scale
weights; NMFS has some work under consideration. Equally important, industry comment is needed
on the cost and practicality of alternative systems and operational constraints on their design and use.

We recommend releasing the draft for public review and comment.

D-3(¢) ADVANCING THE STARTING DATE FOR EXTENSION OF TRAWL EXCLUSION
ZONES

At present there is a 10 nm trawl exclusion zone around certain sea lion rookeries, which is extended
to 20 nm during the pollock A season to provide a larger protected area during the winter months
when sea lions forage farther afield. As a result of the Council’s postponement of the start of the
pollock B season, NMFS proposes to advance the starting date of the extension to November 1 to
assure protection throughout the winter. This would not be done if less than 10% of the B season
quota remained to be harvested on November 1, in order that the CDQ fishery could operate late
in the year.

As the draft analysis states, and as the SSC has stated previously, it is plausible that the trawl
exclusion zones provide some protection to sea lions, but there is no scientific basis for the precise
size and timing of the zones. Advancing the starting date of the extension to November 1 is
consistent with the reasoning behind the original measure. Providing an exception for the CDQ
fishery is not consistent with earlier reasoning, and is not justified by the draft analysis. The Council
may wish to consider as one alternative simply advancing the starting date, with no exceptions.

Better information on the seasonal distribution of sea lions is needed to decide the appropriate size
of protected zones. We expect some new information from NMFS winter surveys this year. For now,
the SSC recommends sending out the draft for review.

OTHER BUSINESS - SAFE Report Guidelines

In January 1993, the SSC reviewed "guidelines for the organization and content of the annual Stock
Assessment and Fishery Evaluation (SAFE) documents", revising it’s recommendations for an "Outline
of SAFE Chapters". Subsequently, the SSC Chairman, Bill Clark, sent a copy of the revised outline
to the Groundfish Plan Team Chairs, and requested review and comment from plan team members.
The SSC had scheduled final action on the proposed guidelines at their April 1993 meeting.
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The SSC received comments from one plan team member about some definitions and the
organization of the outline. Some concern was also expressed regarding the apparent prescriptive
nature of the proposed guidelines.

The SSC notes that these guidelines are intended as recommendations for SAFE chapter contents,
and represent the elements the SSC wishes to have for reference in status of stocks reports. They
are not intended to dictate methods of assessment or methods of arriving at ABC recommendations.
The revised outline is presented below.
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Recommended outline of SAFE chapters
North Pacific Council SSC
April 1993

Definitions

Exploitable Biomass: If a_is the first age class recruited to the fishery, N, is number of fish at age
g in the population, w_ is the mean weight at age g, and s, is the selectivity (partial recruitment
factor) at age a, then exploitable B biomass is calculated as:

B=Y sNw, )
a=a, ,

Instantaneous fishing mortality rate: Fishing mortality rates (denoted F) should always be reported
as the instantaneous full-recruitment rate (s,=1.0).

Order of sections

Introduction: include scientific name, general distribution, management units, and evidence of stock
structure (or lack thereof).

Catch history: include table showing fishery removals (retained catch plus discards if known) and
TAC by gear type and management area (i.e., areas for which the Council has set and ABC) over
time, beginning with 1977; reference table in SAFE summary that lists catches for all years: calculate
average catch since 1977; describe present fishery.

Assessment methods: describe methods used to estimate quantities presented in the remaining
sections; discuss any changes in methods since the last assessment.

Assessment parameters: for all items in this section, indicate any changes known to have occurred
over time. If the stock is fished by more than one gear type, show recruitment/selectivity parameters

by gear type.

Natural mortality; age and size at 50% recruitment; maximum age.

Length and weight at age; maturity at age; selectivity at age; equations (including coefficient
values) or schedules, by sex as appropriate.

Other parameters: as appropriate.
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Abundance and exploitation trends

Trends in abundance: include table showing exploitable biomass over time from as far back
as known up to the present; also a table showing the corresponding time series of total
numbers at age; tabulate past and present estimates of exploitable biomass from the previous
two assessments; tabulate standard errors of exploitable biomass estimates or discuss sources
of uncertainty in estimates; discuss any trends in year-class strength.

Spawner-recruit relationship: if a spawner-recruit relationship is estimated, tabulate the data, plot
the fit, and report the fitted equation (including coefficient values).

Reference fishing mortality rates and yields: calculate Fa 1 F30% R F35% ,and F W% (F30% is the
full-recruitment F that lowers spawning biomass per recruit to 30% of the unfished value.) Calculate
the corresponding yields for the coming year at each calculated F, and at F = M.

Maximum sustainable yield: when these are estimated, include estimates of MSY, Fyy» and B MSY
(exploitable biomass at the MSY level).

Projected catch and abundance: include tables and figures showing projected catch, spawning
biomass, and exploitable biomass for a range of fishing mortalities including that used to determine
ABC.

Acceptable biological catch: the ABC calculation is based on single-species considerations which may
be modified by quantifiable ecological factors where appropriate. Further adjustments to the ABC
may be based on unquantifiable ecological relationships and other considerations. Detailed
justifications for each modification should be presented.

Overfishing definitions: calculate values for both the fishing mortality rate and the catch
corresponding to overfishing.

Other considerations: e.g., recommendations for temporal or geographic distribution of ABC; any
TAC considerations.

Summary: include a table showing M, age of full recruitment, Fy p F3p00 F3s0 Farsy Busy the
equilibrium unfished exploitable and spawning biomass levels, exploitable and spawning biomass levels
as projected for the coming year, fishing mortality rate and ABC recommended for the coming year,

overfishing rate of fishing mortality and corresponding catch.
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North Pacific Fishery Management Council

Mailing Address: P.O. Box 103136
Anchorage, Alaska 88510

Richard B. Lauber, Chairman
Clarence G. Pautzke, Executive Director

Telephone: (807) 271-2809
FAX (907) 271-2817

605 West 4th Avenue
Anchorage, Alaska 89501

DRAFT Approved by:
ADVISORY PANEL MINUTES Date:
APRIL 19-21, 1993
ANCHORAGE, ALASKA

The Advisory Panel for the North Pacific Fishery Management Council met on April 19-23, 1993, at the
Hilton Hotel, Anchorage, Alaska. Members in attendance were:

John Bruce, Chair Kevin Kaldestad Perfenia Pletnikoff

Al Burch Dave Little John Roos

Phil Chitwood Stephanie Madsen John Sevier

Phil Drage Pete Maloney Harold Sparck

Dan Falvey Dean Paddock Michael Stevens

Dave Fraser Penny Pagels Beth Stewart, Vice Chair
Bryon Pfundt Robert Wurm

Minutes for the January 1993 meeting were approved.
ELECTION OF OFFICERS

John Bruce was elected new Chairman, and Beth Stewart was elected new Vice Chairperson. The AP will
miss John Woodruff’s able leadership and were sorry to see him go.

B-1 EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR’S REPORT

The AP received a staff report from Clarence Pautzke on agenda changes.

B-3 NMFS MANAGEMENT REPORT

Ron Berg presented NMFS report on Best Blend calculations.

B-4 ENFORCEMENT AND SURVEILLANCE REPORT

The AP received status-report from-Admiral Rufe-regarding Coast Guard’s priorities.
C-1 OBSERVER PROGRAM

The AP received status reports; no action required. No action was taken on this issue.
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C-5 MFCMA REAUTHORIZATION ISSUES

The AP heard a staff report on the Magnuson Act reauthorization issue. The AP understands there were
no information to report on marine mammal or endangered species legislation and requests this subject
come before them at the June meeting when the Staff is prepared to give a report.

D-2(A) REBUILDING PACIFIC OCEAN PERCH IN THE GOA

D-2(AX(a) Rebuilding Amendment for Pacific Ocean Perch

The AP recommends that the Council send this out for public review and include a discussion of the
economic impacts of a Policy 2 application to the 1993 TAC. The AP also requests that the Council ask
the Staff to provide a table that would compare the actual TAC/catch in the last 5-10 years with the
TAC/ABC that would have resulted by applying each of the 4 policy options to what we then understood
the biomass to have been, and to what we currently believe the biomass was.

(This motion passed unanimously).

D-2(A)(b) Pacific Ocean Perch Specs

In regards to Pacific ocean perch specs, the AP recommends 2560 mt as the TAC for 1993 in the GOA.
(This motion passed 15-1).

D-2(A)(c) Directed Fishing Standards for Rockfish

The AP would like to reiterate its concem expressed in an earlier discussion of directed fishing standards
under Ron Hegge’s proposal and believes that problems are even bigger for rockfish.

D-2(B) PREFERENTIAL AND SEASONAL ALLOCATIONS OF PACIFIC COD

The AP recommends that the Council not send this document out for public review. The AP was split
on this issue. The motion to send it out originally carried 10-9. Upon reconsideration, it failed 9-10.
Those who favored sending the document out believed that the public comment period would result in a
clarification of issues and solutions. Those who opposed sending the document out believed that there
was an inadequate problem statement and when combined with the lack of specific proposed actions would
not yield meaningful public comment.

D-2(C) CLOSE KODIAK CRAB PROTECTION ZONES TO ALL TRAWLING
The AP recommends that the Council not send this document out for public review. The AP believes it
should be referred back to the Kodiak Groundfish Committee to work with NMFS Protection to resolve
areas conceming enforceability.

This motion passed 11-4).
D-2(D) ESTABLISH ATKA MACKEREL -AS-A SEPARATE TARGET SPECIES IN GOA

The AP recommends that the Council send this document out for public review as is.
(This motion passed 16-3).

D-2(E) SALMON BYCATCH/VIP

The AP recommends that the Council consider mandatory retention of all salmon bycatch with a stiff
penalty (greater than $10,000) for discard. If cause of bycatch can be linked to an impact on an
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identifiable stock additional costs may be imposed reflective of the impact. The retained bycatch to go
to NMFS/ADF&G for analysis and later distribution to food banks.

The AP requests that the Council ask NMFS to publish actual number of salmon bycatch (preferably all
bycatch) by vessel name for all fisheries.

Creation of a foundation: Payments to it to be on a per salmon basis with a base rate for unavoidable
bycatch, with a rate increase for unacceptable salmon bycatch. “Funds from this foundation to be used to
do stream of origin analysis, stock strength analysis, and bycatch pattem analysis.

The AP also requests that the Council ask NMFS to release tow-by-tow data for more timely independent
industry analysis, and supports a real-time VIP program.

The AP’s intent of this motion is not to set a cap but to create an incentive to bring down the actual rate
and apply pressure to those who would not otherwise comply, in an effort to get the bycatch down as low
as possible.

(This motion passed 14-3).

The AP unanimously recommends the Council send EA/RIR for salmon bycatch VIP out for public
review.

D-3(A) TRAWL MESH REGULATIONS

The AP recommends that the Council refrain from sending the Trawl Mesh Regulations Amendment out
for public review until the AFDF study has been completed and incorporated in the analysis, and until the
East Coast mortality data, and any other applicable mortality data, is integrated into the analysis. The AP
also recommends that the Council encourage AFDF to include mortality estimates in their upcoming gear
study.

(This motion passed unanimously).

D-3(B) TOTAL WEIGHT MEASUREMENT

The AP recommends that the Council send the Total weight measurement amendment out for public
review after incorporating into the analysis:

1. Requiring total weight measurement on all at-sea processing, and
2. an estimate of the cost to the resource of inaccurate estimates of removals.
(This motion passed unanimously).

D-3(C) OPENING DATE FOR BSAI POLLOCK ’A’ SEASON

The AP recommends that the Council include the suggestions made by Wally Pereyra be in the analysis
and have the analysis retuned for additional review at the June meeting before sending it out for public
review.

(This motion passed unanimously).

D-3(D) DEFINE LEGAL GEAR
The AP recommends that the Council include a clause that causes the regulations to expire in 3 years or
when an groundfish ITQ program is in place. The AP also recommends that seine gear be included in

the list of legal gear.
(This motion passed 9-6).
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D-4(A) PRIBILOF ISLAND TRAWL CLOSURE

The AP received a status report and no action was taken on this issue.

D-4(B) BAN ON NIGHT TRAWLING

The AP recommends that the Council request this issue be further developed with regards to:

1. Other gears fishing through the night.
2. Areas of enforcement perhaps by registering P. cod vessels.

The AP’s concem is that potential solutions need to be explored.
D-4(C) EMERGENCY RULE TO REDUCE BYCATCH OF P. COD IN THE YFS FISHERIES

The AP recognized the need to re-evaluate the Directed Fishing Standards for all groundfish fisheries and
recommends that the Council prioritize this issue and request NMFS prepare a draft analysis that may be
reviewed in June.

(This motion passed unanimously).

D-4(D) SET VIP RATE STANDARDS FOR THE 2ND & 3RD QTRS OF 1993 FISHING YEAR

The AP recommends that the Council rollover current standards as expressed in the table and request
NMFS assign staff time to get vessel names from previous years up on the bulletin board, and to try to
get as close as possible to real-time posting of current rates according to PIN number.

(This motion passed unanimously).

D-4(E) POLLOCK "ROE-STRIPPING" REGULATORY ADJUSTMENTS
The AP recommends that the Council adopt this regulatory change. The AP feels analyses completed for
Amendments 14 and 19 is adequate to support these changes.

(This motion passed unanimously).

D-4(F) STELLER SEA LION

The AP recommends that the Council send this out for public review. The AP prefers alternative 2.
(This motion passed unanimously).
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