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May 30, 2017 

North Pacific Fishery Management Council 
605 West 4th Avenue 
Anchorage, AK 99501 
 
Re: Agenda Item C4, yellowfin sole limited access fishery 

Dear Chairman Hull, 

Please accept the following comments on limiting participation of offshore trawl catcher vessels 
in the Bering Sea trawl limited access sector (TLAS) yellowfin sole fishery.  This action has the 
potential to eliminate or substantially reduce the ability of the Green Hope to continue 
participating in a fishery that it is heavily dependent on.  We urge the Council to not take away 
the ability of our catcher vessel to fish and deliver TLAS yellowfin sole offshore.   

The Green Hope is a 98’ non-AFA, trawl catcher vessel that has participated in the TLAS 
yellowfin sole fishery since 2015.  The vessel was built in 1979 and fished out of Kodiak for 22 
years until major engine issues forced operations to cease in 2001.  In 2013, we began the 
process of rebuilding the Green Hope in order to participate in several BSAI limited access 
fisheries, including the TLAS yellowfin sole fishery.  We invested multiple millions of dollars to 
bring the vessel back into service and TLAS yellowfin sole has been the vessel’s primary fishery 
both in terms of revenue and volume.   

While the Green Hope qualified for a small amount of rockfish under the Gulf of Alaska 
Rockfish Program, it participates solely in the BSAI limited access yellowfin, Atka mackerel, 
Pacific Ocean perch (POP), Pacific cod, and CDQ fisheries.  Atka mackerel and POP have 
relatively small quotas and with the exception of cod, no shoreside markets exist for these 
fisheries.  The Green Hope lacks functional refrigerated seawater tanks so it must deliver to 
motherships to process its catch.   

When the Green Hope and several other catcher vessels entered the TLAS yellowfin sole fishery 
in 2015, the self-dubbed ‘historic participants’ requested that the Council initiate an action to 
limit participation in the fishery.  Most of their arguments centered around halibut bycatch 
concerns that have not materialized and are simply not supported by the analysis.  The only years 
that halibut bycatch has been an issue were 2013 when the ‘historic participants’ exceeded the 
halibut limit by 18 mt and in 2014 when the ‘historic participants’ exhausted the halibut 
mortality limit by mid-May and had to ask the Council for an additional 60 mt (see Tables 2-15 
and 2-16).  Both of these instances happened prior to our entry to the fishery.   

Green Hope LLC 
4201 21st Avenue West 

Seattle, WA 98199 
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Green Hope’s entry into the fishery coincided with a reduction in available quota (due primarily 
to high pollock and cod TACs) that had nothing to do with the new entrants.  Prior to our 
participation, the TLAS yellowfin sole quota averaged 33,294 mt (’08-’14) and it was fully 
utilized in only one year when the fishery closed in November.  Since our entry into the fishery, 
the quota has averaged 16,432 mt or roughly half of what it had been (see Table 2-2).  Choosing 
to limit participation in the fishery when the quota is low seems short-sighted especially when 
the quota was previously underutilized.   

Based on the information in the analysis and the complete absence of a demonstrable issue with 
halibut bycatch, management of the fishery, or conservation benefits that this action will bring; I 
do not see any reason to limit entry into the TLAS yellowfin sole fishery.  That said, should the 
Council feel compelled to limit participation, all Alternative 2 Options and Sub-options allow the 
Green Hope to continue fishing except Alternative 2, Option 1, Sub-option 1.1.2, which we do 
not support.  Sub-option 1.1.2 only qualifies catcher vessels from one company and that raises 
concerns under National Standard 4 as identified in the analysis and would not allow the Green 
Hope to continue in the fishery.  Neither the Green Hope nor any of the new entrants have done 
anything wrong and they should not be excluded.   

If the no action alternative is not selected, we support any of the following: 

Alternative 2: 
 Option 1.1:  2008 – 2015 
  Sub-option 1.1.1: in any year (qualifies 8 CVs) or 
 
 Option1.2:  2008 – 2016 
  Sub-option 1.2.1:  in any year (qualifies 10 CVs) or 
  Sub-option 1.2.2:  In any two years (qualifies 7 CVs) 
 
Additionally, under Alternative 2, Option 2.2 provides access to a pool of fish if even the most 
restrictive of Option 1 above is chosen.  Option 2.2, however, is not likely to work in reality as 
the extra pool of fish can only exist if 1) the TAC is set high enough and 2) industry TAC setting 
negotiations work in favor of the non-TLAS qualifying catcher vessels.  Neither of these 
scenarios are likely so we therefore we ask that the Council not include Option 2.2 in its final 
motion. 

The Alternative and Options chosen by the Council need to be fair and equitable and should 
recognize the substantial investments that some have made to enter the fishery.  The TLAS 
yellowfin sole fishery was underutilized when we made the decision to rebuild the Green Hope 
and it would be unfair of the Council to exclude us from the fishery when no rationale to do so 
has come from an in-depth analysis of the issue.  Furthermore, the ability to continue 
participation in the TLAS fishery should not be predicated on conditions that may or may not 
happen in the future (such as TAC setting and negotiations that would allow participation under 
Option 2).  
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The analysis has debunked the higher halibut rate of the newer entrants by stating that the 
historic and recent participants in the TLAS fishery have alternately had higher and lower rates 
each year (see pg. 37).  The analysis also states that the CPs slightly lower rate is likely an 
artifact of their early timing in the fishery compared to the CVs who participate throughout the 
year.  The Green Hope’s halibut rates are similar to other CVs in the fishery and have 
consistently dropped since 2015 with their yellowfin rate coming in at 3.607 kg/mt in 2017.  

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. 

Sincerely, 

 

Todd M. Loomis 
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