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Fisheries Allocation Review Policy
Policy Directive 01-119

~ The policy requires that fisheries allocations are periodically
; evaluated and are adaptlve to ensure that OY is belng aehle“y

=

-

-

-

-

-

-

-
-
-
-

-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

-

-
-
-
-

-
-

=
-
-

-
-

!

- -

-

- - - -

-

-

- - -

|

- 8

-

.

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-

-
o
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
o
-
.
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
-
-
-
-
-
-
.
-
-
-
.
.
.
.
-
-
.
-
.
-
.
-
.
-
.
-
.
-
.
-
.
-
.
-
.
-
.
.
-
.
.
-
.
.

-
-
.
.
.
.
-
.
-

-

-

-

-

-

-
-
-
-
-

-

-
-
-
-
-

-

-

-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

-

-

-
-

-

-
-
-
-
-

-

-

-

-

-
-
-
-

-
-
-
-
-

-
-
-
-
-

-
-

-

-

-

-
-
-
-
-

-

-
-
-

-

-

-

-

-
-
-
-
-
-
-
]
o
-
o
i* p
-
.
-
g
o
-
-
-
-
-
-
::g
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
- 3
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
::g
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
. &
.
-
.
-
-
=
-
.
-
-
-
-
-
.
.
.
-
-
-
-
-
-
.
3:*:
-
.
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
.
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

-

-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
.

-

-

-
-
-

-
-

-

-

-

-
-
-
-
-
-

.

- -

-
.
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
.
-
.
-
.
-
-
-
-
-
.
-
-
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
-
.
-
-
-
-
-
-
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.
.

.

-

.

-
-

-
-
-

-
-
-
-

-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

.
-
-
.
-
-
-
.
.
.
-
-
.
.
.
.
=
.

-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

-
-
.
-

-
-
-
-
-

-

-
-
-
-
-
-
-

.

.
-
-
-
-
-
-

-;

-

-

:'*

-

-




Steps in Adaptive Management of Allocations

@ Indicators Public input Public input Time trigger B
trigger (solicited or ongoing) (petition) (interval 7-10 years) E =
@ =
8 \ 4 \ 4 £
- 58
j= Is a need for review indicated per 5 % g
(3 social, economic or ecological ® 5 3
) criteria? 25 E
8
S ®
‘b “’ B85
2T 2
— £
@ Allocation Review: TE2
1. Review FMP objectives, and update if necessary. J; % =
O 2. Are objechives being met? - =
= 3. Have other relevant factors changed that would impact allocations? 2 =
S £3
=
m [E]
=
= If objectives are not being met or other relevant factors have changed that would impact allocation,
@ then Councll process for FMP amendments is inifiated and followed.
Formal analyses are initiated based on factors that should be considered when making an
allocation decision.
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Applicable NPFMC Allocations

Allocation b LAPP ? Review
Yes _-

American Fisheries Act Congress

2017

Aleutian Islands Pollock Congress Yes 2017
" | BSAI Crab Rationalization congress Yes 2016
Community Development Quota Congress NA
Amendment 80 Council Yes 2015
Halibut / Sablefish IFQ Council Yes 2016
Central Gulf of Alaska Rockfish Council Yes 2017
GOA Pacific Cod Sector Allocation Council No
BSAI Pacific Cod Sector Allocation Council No
Halibut Catch Sharing Plan Council No
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Types of Triggers

Criteria

Public Allows the public to Most responsive to  Sets up public
Interest- request reviews through:  perceived or slight  expectations. Vulnerable
based 1) ongoing input, 2) changes in fishery  to political or council
solicitation by Council for ~ performance. dynamics (reviews might
input, or 3) by formal Council can never happen, or occur
petition. determine schedule frequently causing fishery =
for solicitation of instability and increased
input. staff workload).
Time-based Requires periodic Simple and Not sensitive to
allocation review; Directive unambiguous. Not  competing Council
suggests every 7-10 vulnerable to priorities for staff time
years. political or council and meeting agendas.
dynamics.
Indicator- Requires an allocation Reviews are not Relatively complicated to
" | based review when indicator conducted until develop indicators and
thresholds are met. thresholds are hit.  thresholds. Requires
Indicator criteria can be a continual monitoring of
mix of economic, social, or guantitative and
environmental criteria or qualitative thresholds. ===

data. e
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A 10 year time-based trigger for the 3 non-LAPP allocat
the most straightforward approach to ensure periodic allocation
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Approve list of allocations and other modifications.

Either adopt 10 year time-based triggers as policy for non-
LAPP programs (and Bam! you're done) and discuss timing
and sequence for allocation reviews, further evaluate
possible public interest:_gased triggers.
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Next Steps — Timing of Reviews

Allocation . Next Scheduled Review

American Fisheries Act 2017 2024
Aleutian Islands Pollock 2017 2024
BSAI Crab Rationalization 2016 2023
i Community Development Quota 2012 (State) 2022
Amendment 80 2015 2022
Halibut / Sablefish IFQ 2016 2023

Central Gulf of Alaska Rockfish 2017 2024
Am 83 Implemented in

GOA Pacific Cod Sector Allocation 2012 2
BSAI Pacific Cod Sector Allocation A &5 In;%Iggnented N 20187

Halibut Catch Sharing Plan Implemented in 2014
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