
 

 
2018 Planned Council Meeting Topics 

as of 3/30/2018 

April 10-12, 2018 – Montauk, NY 

• Golden Tilefish 2019 Specifications – Review 
• Golden Tilefish Permit Issue 
• Blueline Tilefish Specifications (2019-2021) - Develop and approve 
• Atlantic Mackerel Rebuilding Framework With 2019-2021 Specifications and RH/S Cap – 

Framework meeting 1 
• Mid-Atlantic State of the Ecosystem report 

April 30, 2018 – Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Commission Spring Meeting, Arlington, VA 

Joint meeting of the Council and the Commission’s Bluefish Management Board  
• Bluefish Allocation Amendment – Review scoping plan and approve document 

Joint meeting of the Council and the Commission’s Summer Flounder, Scup, and Black Sea Bass 
Management Board  

• Summer Flounder Amendment: Commercial Issues/Goals and Objectives – Approve public 
hearing document and Draft Environmental Impact Statement   

• Summer Flounder, Scup, and Black Sea Bass Recreational Management Framework – Review 
and approve draft alternatives 

• Approve Black Sea Bass LOA Draft Addendum for Public Comment (ASMFC action) 

June 5-7, 2018 – Philadelphia, PA 

• Atlantic Surfclam and Ocean Quahog 2019 Specifications – Review 
• Atlantic Surfclam and Ocean Quahog Excessive Shares Amendment – Review and approve 

refined range of alternatives 
• Recommend regulatory streamlining options 
• Risk Policy Framework – Final action (moved to October) 
• Strategic Planning – Update and discussion 
• Collaborative research program review 
• NMFS Climate Science Strategy – Update and overview of recent research 

August 14-16, 2018 – Virginia Beach, VA 

• Swearing-in of new and reappointed Council members 
• Election of officers 
• Bluefish 2019 Specifications – Develop and approve 
• Bluefish Allocation Amendment – Review scoping comments and present potential range of 

alternatives 
• Atlantic Mackerel Rebuilding Framework With 2019-2021 Specifications and RH/S Cap and 

Progress Update – Framework meeting 2 (final action) 



 
• Summer Flounder 2019 Specifications – Develop and approve  
• Scup 2019 Specifications – Review 
• Black Sea Bass 2019 Specifications – Develop and approve 
• Summer Flounder, Scup, and Black Sea Bass Recreational Management Framework – Review 

alternatives and impact analysis; approve ASMFC public hearing document  
• Black Sea Bass 2019 Wave 1 fishery  – Review and approve Letter of Authorization (LOA) 

Framework – Framework meeting 2 (final action)  
• Draft 2019-2023 Strategic Plan – Review 

October 2-4, 2018 – Cape May, NJ 

• 2019-2021 Spiny Dogfish Specifications – Develop and approve 
• 2019 Specifications for Squids and Butterfish - Review 
• Commercial Fisheries eVTR Framework – Framework meeting 1 
• 2019-2023 Strategic Plan – Approve 
• Chub Mackerel Amendment – Approve public hearing document 
• Industry-Funded Monitoring Amendment update – Decide whether to proceed 
• Revised MSB goals and objectives – Adopt  
• Risk Policy Framework (moved from June) 

December 11-13, 2018 – Annapolis, MD 

• Atlantic Surfclam and Ocean Quahog Excessive Shares Amendment – Approve public hearing 
document 

• Bluefish Allocation Amendment – Approve range of alternatives for public hearings  
• Commercial Fisheries eVTR Framework – Framework meeting 2 (final action)  
• Summer Flounder, Scup, and Black Sea Bass 2019 Recreational Management Measures - Adopt 
• Summer Flounder Amendment: Commercial Issues/Goals and Objectives – Final action 
• Summer Flounder, Scup, and Black Sea Bass Recreational Management Framework – Final 

action 
• Black Sea Bass Amendment – Review initiation and identify issues for consideration 
• Chub Mackerel Amendment – Final action 
• 2019 Implementation Plan - Approve 
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March 28, 2018 
 
Dr. Christopher M. Moore, Executive Director  
Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management Council  
800 North State St., Suite 201  
Dover, DE  19901 
 
Dear Dr. Moore: 
 
I am writing on behalf of the N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission regarding the amendment to the Summer 
Flounder, Scup, and Black Sea Bass Fishery Management Plan that primarily addresses the commercial summer 
flounder fishery.  The summer flounder fishery has been a very important component of the state’s commercial 
fishing industry for the last several decades.  In 2016, North Carolina’s commercial fishery landed 2,071,089 
pounds of summer flounder with a dockside value of $8,238,703.  The summer flounder trawl fishery accounts 
for nearly all of the commercial summer flounder landings in North Carolina, and a total of 266 flounder trawl 
trips from 97 vessels landed summer flounder in our state in 2016.   
 
The commercial allocations issue in this amendment is of utmost concern to the commission.  North Carolina 
has the largest allocation of the commercial summer flounder quota based on its historic landings, and shore-
based infrastructure and businesses were developed to support the state’s commercial summer flounder fishery.  
We understand that the amendment is still under development, so we ask that proposed management measures 
concerning allocation include a broad range of options that considers the historic fisheries of the affected states.   
 
Thank you for keeping this request in mind as the amendment to this plan is being developed and please know 
how much we appreciate the work you do on behalf of our Atlantic Coast fisheries. 
 
Sincerely, 

 

 
Sammy Corbett, Chairman 
N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission 
 
cc:  Steve Murphey, Director, N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries 
       N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission 
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M E M O R A N D U M  

Date:  March 27, 2018 

To:  Chris Moore 

From:  Jason Didden 

Subject:  South Atlantic Party/Charter Electronic Reporting  

 

A Notice of Availability (NOA) with a comment deadline of May 13, 2018 has published 
regarding the South and Gulf Councils’ submission of their For-hire Reporting Amendment.   

The South Atlantic Amendment proposes mandatory weekly electronic reporting for charter 
vessel operators with a federal for-hire permit in the snapper grouper, dolphin wahoo, or coastal 
migratory pelagic fisheries; reduces the time allowed for headboat operators to complete their 
electronic reports; and proposes requiring location reporting by charter vessels with the same 
detail now required for headboat vessels. 

The proposed Gulf for-hire electronic reporting program would require trip-level reporting, a 
pre-trip notification to NMFS, and location information monitored by a vessel monitoring 
system, among other requirements. 

Staff suggests that the Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management Council submit a comment letter 
recommending that any reporting implemented in this action utilize technologies that eliminate 
duplicate reporting.  Specifically, we recommend one questionnaire that addresses all relevant 
federal and state reporting requirements and allows the data to be sent to the relevant agencies.  It 
is staff’s understanding that the reporting applications from the Atlantic Coastal Cooperative 
Statistics Program (ACCSP) have this capability. 
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From: Moore, Christopher
To: Saunders, Jan; Mary Clark Sabo
Subject: FW: Regional Habitat Steering Committee
Date: Friday, March 30, 2018 11:37:32 AM
Attachments: MAFMC Habitat Steering.doc

Email and attachment for BB
 

From: Guy Simmons <guy@seaclam.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, March 21, 2018 2:17 PM
To: Moore, Christopher <cmoore@mafmc.org>
Cc: Rubin Shen, Leah (Coons) <Leah_RubinShen@coons.senate.gov>
Subject: Regional Habitat Steering Committee
 

Dear Mr. Moore,
I have attached a letter addressed to you from me as the Chairman of
the Industry Advisory Board for SCeMFiS pertaining to the Regional
Habitat Steering Committee. I have copied Senator Coons on the letter
as he has always been very supportive of and shown great interest in
the cooperative science that we are involved in.
I will not be able to attend the next MAFMC meeting in April as I will
speaking at Mississippi State University that week but I can make myself
available to discuss this request with you via telephone most any time.
Thank you for your consideration of this request.
 
 
Guy B Simmons
Sea Watch International, Ltd
Senior VP Marketing and Product Development
8978 Glebe Park Dr.
Easton, MD 21601
Direct Line: 410-819-8521
Cell Phone: 410-726-1995
Email: guy@seaclam.com
 

mailto:cmoore@mafmc.org
mailto:jsaunders@mafmc.org
mailto:msabo@mafmc.org
mailto:guy@seaclam.com
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March 16, 2018


Mr. Chris Moore


Executive Director


Mid-Atlantic Fishery 


Management Council


800 North State St


Dover, DE 19901

Dear Mr. Moore,


I am writing to you in regards to the Regional Habitat Steering Committee that was discussed at the last MAFMC meeting held in North Carolina. I was not in attendance at the meeting but I was made aware of the formation of the committee and the discussion of the recommendation as a result of a Webinar held on January 11, 2018.


As you are aware the National Science Foundation approved a charter for the Science Center for Marine Fisheries in 2013. The membership of SCeMFiS is comprised of companies based in the Mid-Atlantic and New England states. Our member companies have over 100 fishing vessels operating in federal waters referred to as the Mid-Atlantic Bight harvesting many species managed under the Magnuson-Stevens Act. The recommendations of the Regional Habitat Steering Committee will have a direct effect on the future of the membership’s ability to maintain and grow our industry providing thousands of jobs within the region.


Over the past 3 years the Atlantic Surclam and Ocean Quahog fishery has done extensive work on Habitat issues in conjunction with the New England Fishery Management Councils Planning and Development Team. We believe that SCeMFiS can bring great value to the Regional Habitat Steering Committee at no cost to the Federal Government.


I am asking that you to provide an appointment to the Regional Habitat Steering Committee for one of our scientists or members from SCeMFiS. I believe that the knowledge of the fishing community and the science from SCeMFiS can be of great benefit to the committee.


Thank you for your leadership and consideration of this request.


Best Regards,







CC: Senator Christopher A. Coons

Guy B Simmons 






        127-A Russell Senate Building

Sea Watch International, ltd.





         Washington, DC 20510

Chairman


SCeMFiS Industry Advisory Board




		GULF COAST RESEARCH LABORATORY


703 East Beach Drive


Ocean Springs, MS 39564 USA 


Phone: 228-818-8847 | Fax: 228-818-8848
Email: eric.n.powell@usm.edu | http://www.scemfis.org



		VIRGINIA INSTITUTE OF MARINE SCIENCE


College of William & Mary, P.O. Box 1346 
Gloucester Point, VA 23062 USA


Phone: 804-684-7360 | Fax: 804-684-7537


Email: rmann@vims.edu | http://www.scemfis.org
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Science & Industry  
Working Together for  

Sustainable Fisheries 

- A National Science Foundation Industry/University Cooperative Research Center (I/UCRC) 
 
  

March 16, 2018 
 
Mr. Chris Moore 
Executive Director 
Mid-Atlantic Fishery  
Management Council 
800 North State St 
Dover, DE 19901 
 
Dear Mr. Moore, 
 
I am writing to you in regards to the Regional Habitat Steering Committee that was discussed at the last MAFMC meeting 
held in North Carolina. I was not in attendance at the meeting but I was made aware of the formation of the committee 
and the discussion of the recommendation as a result of a Webinar held on January 11, 2018. 
 
As you are aware the National Science Foundation approved a charter for the Science Center for Marine Fisheries in 
2013. The membership of SCeMFiS is comprised of companies based in the Mid-Atlantic and New England states. Our 
member companies have over 100 fishing vessels operating in federal waters referred to as the Mid-Atlantic Bight 
harvesting many species managed under the Magnuson-Stevens Act. The recommendations of the Regional Habitat 
Steering Committee will have a direct effect on the future of the membership’s ability to maintain and grow our industry 
providing thousands of jobs within the region. 
 
Over the past 3 years the Atlantic Surclam and Ocean Quahog fishery has done extensive work on Habitat issues in 
conjunction with the New England Fishery Management Councils Planning and Development Team. We believe that 
SCeMFiS can bring great value to the Regional Habitat Steering Committee at no cost to the Federal Government. 
 
I am asking that you to provide an appointment to the Regional Habitat Steering Committee for one of our scientists or 
members from SCeMFiS. I believe that the knowledge of the fishing community and the science from SCeMFiS can be of 
great benefit to the committee. 
 
Thank you for your leadership and consideration of this request. 
 
Best Regards,        CC: Senator Christopher A. Coons 
Guy B Simmons                127-A Russell Senate Building 
Sea Watch International, ltd.               Washington, DC 20510 
Chairman 
SCeMFiS Industry Advisory Board 
 

mailto:eric.n.powell@usm.edu
http://www.scemfis.org/
mailto:rmann@vims.edu
http://www.scemfis.org/
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Regional Habitat Assessment 
2017-2019 

 
Purpose: To describe and characterize estuarine, coastal, and offshore fish habitat in the Northeast 
using a partnership driven approach.  
 
Expected Outcome: This partner driven initiative will develop information and tools to support the 
National Fish Habitat Assessment1, provide spatial products that describe fish habitat for the Mid-
Atlantic Regional Planning Body data portals (MARCO), support the National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration (NOAA) Fisheries and the Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management Council’s (Council) essential 
fish habitat (EFH) and habitat area of particular concern (HAPC) descriptions as well as other ecosystem 
related management outcomes, and provide tools and information to the region to support other state 
or regional habitat protection and restoration initiatives.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Geographic scope: The scope will include Northeast US estuarine and marine waters, north of Cape 
Hatteras, NC. The full scope of the project will be refined by the project steering committee.  
 
Background: As amended in 1997, the Magnuson-Stevens Act states that the purpose of the EFH 
mandate is to protect and conserve “those waters and substrate necessary to fish for spawning, 
breeding, feeding, or growth to maturity.” NOAA Fisheries and the regional fishery management 
councils work together to update EFH designations for the fish stocks in federal fishery management 
plans to support the EFH consultation process, an important procedural tool which requires other 
federal agencies to consult with NOAA Fisheries on projects that may impact fish habitat. More detailed 
habitat information is also needed to identify Habitat Areas of Particular Concern (HAPCs), which are 
specific areas that can be targeted for habitat conservation, protection, or research.  The Council has a 

                                                           
1 National Fish Habitat Partnership, http://www.fishhabitat.org/ 
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need to meet its regulatory requirements for EFH review while advancing policies set forward in its new 
Ecosystem Approach to Fisheries Management (EAFM) Guidance Document.2 
 
In addition, the National Fish Habitat Assessment (2010 and 2015), has had limited success providing 
information on coastal fish habitat at the scale needed to support its regional partners such as Atlantic 
Coastal Fish Habitat Partnership (ACFHP). Both state agencies and ACFHP, while not subject to the EFH 
mandate, address coastal zone development impacts on fish habitat and would benefit from 
consolidated, spatial information on fish habitats within state waters.  
 
There is also a growing commitment to ecosystem-based fisheries management on the part of the 
Council and NOAA Fisheries. Fish habitat information at appropriate scales is needed to support and 
advance these activities. 
 
Clearly, new and innovative approaches are needed to integrate information available from a variety of 
sources throughout the region and develop improved, spatially informative descriptions of habitat to 
support decisions made by fisheries and habitat managers, as well as decisions related to ecosystem and 
ocean planning within this region.  
 
Deliverables: An integrative, evaluation of fish habitat in the Northeast. 
 

 
 
 

                                                           
2 The Council’s EAFM Guidance Document (http://www.mafmc.org/eafm/) states that EFH should be strengthened 
by considering essential habitat from a multispecies/ecosystem perspective, emphasizing the connectivity 
between species and life history stages, and inshore and offshore habitats. In addition, it was noted that 
approaches should be developed that recognize and account for climate change.   

2. Inshore Assessment 

•Identify and map prioritized 
estuarine habitats

•Compile information on fish 
habitat use, condition, threats, 
and indicators

•Identify areas that should be 
priorities for habitat protection 
or restoration

3. Offshore Assessment

•Identify and map prioritized 
offshore benthic habitats

•Identify seascape and/or ocean 
features that serve as important 
temporary or permanent 
habitats

•Identify important areas of fish 
productivity (spawning, etc.)

•Identify areas that should be 
priorities for habitat 
conservation and relevance for 
ocean planning

1. Northeast Fish Habitat 
Footprint

•Identify habitat footprint using 
spatial, model-based 
approaches for key species and 
species groups in both the 
estuaries/inshore and offshore

•Project how habitat distribution 
may change over time 
(temperature/climate) 

http://www.mafmc.org/eafm/
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1.Identify the footprint of fish habitat and how it is changing. 
 
Using the best available information on fish life history and habitat use in the marine and estuarine 
environments, model-based approaches3 will be developed to describe the footprint of fish habitat for 
key species and species groups that are state and federal fisheries management priorities. Model based 
approaches will allow the development of longer-term projections into how that habitat may change 
over time – and allow managers to more directly consider these climate/temperature driven impacts 
and their implications to habitat and fish in the region.  
 
This tool will specifically support the designation of EFH for the Council, and provide the broad map 
products and tools needed to trigger EFH consultations with NOAA Fisheries in the region.  
 

2. Conduct an inshore assessment. 
 
This project will compile/review/and inventory information, including maps and spatial data, on 
important estuarine habitats (e.g., submerged-aquatic vegetation, marine shellfish beds, etc.) based on 
ACFHP species-habitat matrix4 for state/federal managed species. Depending on the needs identified by 
partners, these data products could include physical or biological habitat characteristics, stressors, fish 
survey data, or other factors as identified by the work plans. Based on knowledge of data resources and 
need in their region, the steering committee will identify and prioritize the kinds of information to be 
included in this inshore assessment.  
 
This information will support the identification of HAPCs for the Council, as well as support the work of 
ACFHP and other state and regional groups focused on nearshore habitat protection and restoration. In 
addition, this information will be used to support the National Fish Habitat Assessment in 2020.  
 

3. Conduct an offshore assessment. 
 
This project will compile/review/and inventory information, including maps and spatial data, on 
prioritized benthic habitats for state/federally managed species. In addition, this project will identify 
areas in the offshore environment that are important to fish productivity, such as spawning areas, 
seascapes, or other permanent or temporary habitat types that play an important role for state and 
federally managed species. Additional model-based approaches may be developed as needed. This 
assessment should also examine the relationship between inshore nursery habitat use and 
pathways/timing of movements to offshore habitats for important fisheries. Based on knowledge of 
data resources and need in their region, the steering committee will identify and prioritize the kinds of 
information to be included in this offshore assessment.   
 
This information will support the identification of HAPCs for the Council, as well as support the need for 
spatially explicit information for marine spatial planning in the region to identify and prioritize areas that 
are important to fish and the ecology of the offshore marine environment.  

                                                           
3 These could include approaches such as generalized additive modeling, habitat suitability modeling, or other 
spatially explicit approaches as appropriate.  
4 The matrix summary and publication of the results in the journal BioScience can be found here: 
http://www.atlanticfishhabitat.org/Documents/Species%20Habitat%20Matrix%20Summary%20Report.pdf 
https://academic.oup.com/bioscience/article/66/4/274/2464081/The-Importance-of-Benthic-Habitats-for-Coastal 
 

http://www.atlanticfishhabitat.org/Documents/Species%20Habitat%20Matrix%20Summary%20Report.pdf
https://academic.oup.com/bioscience/article/66/4/274/2464081/The-Importance-of-Benthic-Habitats-for-Coastal
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Steering Committee: The steering committee will be comprised of experts from the major habitat 
conservation, restoration, and science partners in the region, and its coordination will be supported by 
staff from the Council. Members5 should include: 
 
Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management Council (Chair) 
Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Commission  
Atlantic Coast Fish Habitat Partnership   
Monmouth University  
National Fish Habitat Partnership 
New England Fishery Management Council 
NOAA Fisheries Offices of Habitat Conservation (Headquarters and Region)                                                                                                          
NOAA Fisheries Offices of Science and Technology (Ecosystems and Monitoring)                                                                                                                                                                                    
NOAA Northeast Fisheries Science Center  
NOAA NCCOS Marine Spatial Ecology Division  
The Nature Conservancy  
Other needed membership as identified by the steering committee 
 
The steering committee will provide oversight for the regional habitat assessment. The committee will 
identify project team(s) that will develop a detailed regional work plan to be reviewed and approved by 
the steering committee. This plan will identify specific products and delivery dates, any financial 
commitments, and participant responsibilities in completing the regional assessment.  
 
The project team(s) will carry out the work plan, providing updates and delivering the products to the 
steering committee, as well as all the involved partners.   

                                                           
5 Suggested membership – will depend on identification of member by agencies/entities.  
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M E M O R A N D U M   

Date: March 30, 2018 

To: Chris Moore 

From: Mary Sabo  

Subject: Magnuson-Stevens Reauthorization Update 
  
On December 13, 2017, the House Natural Resources Committee marked up and ordered to be 
reported H.R. 200 (as amended), the “Strengthening Fishing Communities and Increasing 
Flexibility in Fisheries Management Act.” H.R. 200 is the main House bill that would amend the 
Magnuson-Stevens Act (MSA). Behind this memo is a section-by-section analysis of the amended 
bill prepared by Dave Whaley, legislative consultant to the Council Coordination Committee 
(CCC). The amended version of H.R. 200 (not including minor Committee amendments) is 
available at https://naturalresources.house.gov/uploadedfiles/hr_200_ans_young_002.pdf. 

On February 28, 2018 the U.S. Senate Committee on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
Committee met during an Executive Session and voted to advance S. 1520, “The Modernizing 
Recreational Fisheries Management Act,” to the Senate floor. The full text of S. 1520 is available 
at https://www.congress.gov/115/bills/s1520/BILLS-115s1520is.pdf.  

The CCC has been asked by Congressman Don Young to provide comments on H.R. 200 as 
amended. The CCC’s legislative working group is developing a draft letter for consideration at the 
May 2018 CCC meeting.   

Additional information and resources related to MSA reauthorization are available on the joint 
fishery management council website at http://www.fisherycouncils.org/msa-reauthorization/. 

https://naturalresources.house.gov/uploadedfiles/hr_200_ans_young_002.pdf
https://www.congress.gov/115/bills/s1520/BILLS-115s1520is.pdf
http://www.fisherycouncils.org/msa-reauthorization/


H.R. 200 - The “Strengthening Fishing Communities 

and Increasing Flexibility in Fisheries Management Act” 

Sponsor – Congressman Young (R-Alaska) 

Introduced on January 3, 2017  

(Section-by-section of the bill as amended and ordered reported by the  

House Natural Resources Committee on December 13, 2017) 

 

Section 1 – Short Title. 

Section 2 – Table of Contents.   

Section 3 – Definitions.  This section clarifies that terms used in the bill have the same meaning as those 
terms are defined in the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act. 

Section 4 – References.  This section clarifies that unless otherwise specified, the amendments made by 
the bill are made to the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act. 

Section 101 – References. This section clarifies that unless otherwise specified, the amendments made 
by the bill are made to the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act. 

Section 102 – Amendments to Findings.  This section would amend two findings to insert “cultural well-
being” to finding #1, and to add “traditional way of life” to finding #10.   

Section 103 – Amendments to Definitions.  This section would amend the definition of “bycatch” to 
remove the words “management program” at the end of the definition.  This section would add a 
definition of “depleted” and would modify the existing definitions (34) of “overfishing” and “overfished” 
to clarify that the definition for the term “overfishing” means “a rate or level of fishing mortality that 
jeopardizes the capacity of a fishery to produce maximum sustainable yield on a continuing basis.” 

This section defines “subsistence fishing”, “family”, and “barter”. 

This section would replace the term “overfished” with the term “depleted” throughout the Act. 

 This section would require the Secretary when issuing the annual report on the status of fisheries note 
if a stock was “depleted” as a result of something other than fishing.   

This section would also require that the report state, for each fishery identified as depleted, whether the 
fishery is a target of directed fishing. 

Section 104 – Authorization of Appropriations.  This section would reauthorize the Act for five years 
beginning in Fiscal Year 2018 at the currently authorized level. 

Section 201 – Definitions.  This section would define “appropriate committees of Congress” to mean the 
Senate Commerce, Science, and Transportation Committee and the House Natural Resources 
Committee. 
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This section would define “limited access privilege program” and “mixed-use fishery”. 

Section 202 – Process for Allocation Review for South Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico Mixed-Use Fisheries.  
This section would require the Secretary, within 60 days of the date of the enactment of this legislation, 
to contract with the National Academy of Sciences (NAS) to conduct a study of the mixed-use fisheries of 
the South Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico: to provide guidance to each of the applicable Councils (South 
Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico)  on criteria that could be used for allocating fishing privileges (including the 
consideration of the conservation and socioeconomic benefits of each sector of the fishery) in a fishery 
management plan; to identify sources of information that could support the use of such criteria in 
allocation decisions; to develop procedures for allocation reviews and potential adjustments in 
allocations; and require that the NAS to consider the ecological, economic and social factors relevant to 
each sector of the mixed-use fishery including – fairness and equitability of current allocations, percent 
utilization of available allocations by each sector, consumer and public access to the resource, and the 
application of economic models for estimating the direct and indirect value-added contributions of 
commercial and recreational fishing industry market sectors throughout the chain of custody. 

This section would require the NAS to report back to the Secretary within one year of the contract being 
awarded. 

This section would require the applicable Councils (South Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico Councils) to 
perform – within 2 years – a review of allocations among the commercial and recreational sectors in all 
mixed-use fisheries within their jurisdiction and perform a similar review every 5 years thereafter.  This 
section would require the Councils, in conducting the reviews, to consider in each allocation decision the 
conservation and socioeconomic benefits the commercial fishing sector and the recreational fishing 
sector. 

Section 203 – Alternative Fishery Management Measures.  This section would allow Councils to use 
alternative fishery management measures in a recreational fishery or for the recreational component of 
a mixed-use fishery including the use of extraction rates, fishing mortality targets, and harvest control 
rules in developing fishery management plans, plan amendments, or proposed regulations. 

Section 204 – Modifications to the Annual Catch Limit Requirement.  This section would allow a 
Council, after notifying the Secretary, to maintain the current annual catch limit for a stock of fish until a 
peer-reviewed stock survey and stock assessment are conducted and the results are considered by the 
Council and its SSC for fisheries for which: the total allowable catch limit is 25 percent or more below 
the overfishing limit; a peer-reviewed stock survey and stock assessment have not been performed 
during the preceding 5 years; and the stock is not subject to overfishing.  (Note: This appears to be the 
new criteria for a “data-poor” fishery.) 

This section would allow Councils to consider changes in the ecosystem and the economic needs of the 
fishing communities when setting Annual Catch Limits (ACLs).  This allows flexibility but does not allow 
Councils to set an ACL at a level that allows overfishing. 

This section would provide an exception to the requirement that Councils set an ACL for “ecosystem 
component species” or for those stocks of fish with a life cycle of approximately 1 year as long as the 
Secretary has determine the fishery is not subject to overfishing.  This section would also provide an 
exemption to the ACL requirement for a stock for which more than half of a single year class will 
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complete their life cycle in less than 18 months and for which fishing mortality will have little impact on 
the stock.   

This section would allow Councils, when setting ACLs, take into account management measures under 
international agreements in which the U.S. participates and, in the case of an annual catch limit 
developed by a Council for a species, may take into account fishing activities for that species outside the 
U.S. EEZ and the life-history characteristics of the species that are not subject to the jurisdiction of the 
Council.  

This section would provide an exemption to the ACL requirement if fishery management activities by 
another country outside the US EEZ may hinder conservation efforts by US fishermen for a fish species 
for which recruitment, distribution, life history, of fishing activities are transboundary and for which no 
informal transboundary agreements are in effect.  In this case, if an annual catch limit is developed by a 
Council for the species, the ACL shall take into account fishing for the species outside the U.S. EEZ that is 
not subject to the jurisdiction of the Council. 

This section would allow Councils to establish ACLs for multi-species stock complexes and allow Councils 
to set ACLs for up to a three year period. 

This section would define the term “ecosystem component species” to mean those stocks of fish that 
are not targeted and are caught incidentally in a fishery as long as that stock of fish is not subject to 
overfishing, is not approaching a condition of being depleted, and is not likely to become subject to 
overfishing or depleted in the absence of conservation and management measures.  

This section would clarify that noting in this subsection is to be construed to provide an exemption from 
the National Standards in the Act. 

This section would amend section 304 to require the Secretary, within 2 years of a notification from a 
Council of a data-poor stock, complete a peer-reviewed stock survey and stock assessment of the 
applicable stock and transmit the results of the survey and assessment to the Council. 

Section 205 – Limitation on Future Catch Share Programs.   This section would define the term “catch 
share” and create a pilot program for four Councils - the New England, Mid-Atlantic, South Atlantic, and 
Gulf of Mexico Councils - which would prohibit those Councils from submitting and prohibit the 
Secretary from approving or implementing any new catch share program from those Councils or under a 
secretarial plan or amendment unless the final program has been approved in a referendum by a 
majority of the permit holders eligible to participate in the fishery. 

This section would clarify that for multispecies permits in the Gulf of Mexico, any permit holder with 
landings within the last five years from within the sector being considered for the catch share program 
and who is still active in the fishery shall be eligible to participate in the referendum. 

This section would clarify that if a referendum fails, it may be revised and submitted in a subsequent 
referendum. 

This section would allow the Secretary, at the request of the New England Council, to include crew 
members who derive a significant portion of their livelihood from fishing to participate in a referendum 
for any fishery within that Council’s jurisdiction. 
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This section would also require that prior to the referendum, the Secretary must provide all eligible 
permit holders with a copy of the proposed program, an estimate of the costs of the program (including 
the costs to participants), an estimate of the amount of fish or percentage of the quota each permit 
holder would be allocated, and information on the schedule, procedures and eligibility criteria for the 
referendum.   

This section defines “permit holder eligible to participate” in a referendum as a permit holder who has 
fished in at least 3 of the 5 years preceding the referendum unless sickness, injury or other unavoidable 
hardship prevented the permit holder from fishing.   

This section would clarify that the Secretary may not implement any catch share program for any fishery 
managed exclusively by the Secretary unless first petitioned by a majority of the permit holders eligible 
to participate in the fishery. 

This section clarifies that the requirement for the referendum does not apply to any catch share 
program that is submitted to or proposed by the Secretary before the date of enactment of the bill. 

This section would require the Secretary to issue regulations and provide for public comment on the 
referendum prior to conducting any referendum. 

Section 206- Study of Limited Access Privilege Programs for Mixed-Use Fisheries.  This section would 
require the Secretary to enter into an agreement with the Ocean Studies Board of the National 
Academies of Sciences, Engineering, and Medicine to study the use of limited access privilege programs 
in mixed-use fisheries.   The study would: identify any inequities caused by a limited access privilege 
program; recommend policies to address any identified inequities; identify and recommend different 
factors and information to mitigate any identified inequities that should be considered when designing, 
establishing or maintaining a limited access privilege program in a mixed-use fishery; and submit the 
report including recommendations to the appropriate committees of Congress. 

This section would place a moratorium on the submission and approval of a limited access privilege 
program for a mixed-use fishery until the report is submitted.  This moratorium does not restrict a 
Council from submitting and does not prevent the Secretary from approving a limited access system or 
limited access privilege program if the program was part of a pending fishery management plan or plan 
amendment prior to the enactment of this legislation. 

This section would require that if a Council submits a limited access privilege program under the 
exemption to the moratorium described above, the Council must, upon the issuance of the report, 
review and, to the extent practicable, revise the program to be consistent with the recommendations of 
the report or any subsequent statutory or regulatory requirements designed to implement the 
recommendations of the report. 

This section clarifies that nothing in this section may be construed to affect a limited access privilege 
program approved by the Secretary prior to the date of enactment of this legislation. 

Section 207 – Cooperative Data Collection.  This section would require the Secretary – within 1 year – to 
develop, in consultation with the Councils and the Marine Fisheries Commissions a report to Congress 
on facilitating greater incorporation of data, analysis, stock assessments and surveys from State agencies 
and non-governmental sources into fishery management decisions.  This section also includes a list of 
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entities considered to be non-governmental sources to include fishermen, fishing communities, 
universities, and research and philanthropic institutions. 

In developing the report, the Secretary would be required to identify types of data and analysis, 
especially concerning recreational fishing, that could be reliably be used for the purposes of the Act as a 
basis for conservation and management measures.  The Secretary would also be required to provide 
specific recommendations for collecting data and performing analyses identified as necessary to reduce 
uncertainty and improve the accuracy of future stock assessments and including whether such data and 
analyses could be provided by non-governmental sources. 

The Secretary is also required to develop and publish guidelines for improving data collection and 
analysis within one year of the date of the enactment of this legislation. 

The Secretary would also be required to take into consideration and, to the extent feasible, implement 
the recommendations of the NAS report titled “Review of the Marine Recreational Information Program 
(2017).  The Secretary would be required to prioritize the evaluation of electronic data collection, 
including smartphone applications, electronic diaries for prospective data collection and internet 
website options. 

The Secretary would be required to evaluate whether the design of MRIP for the purposes of stock 
assessments and determination of stock management reference points is compatible with the needs of 
in-season management of annual catch limits. 

The Secretary would be required, if MRIP is incompatible with the needs of in-season management of 
annual catch limits, determine an alternative method for in-season management. 

Section 208 – Recreational Fishing Data.  This section would require the Secretary to establish 
partnerships with States to develop best practices for implementing State recreational fisheries 
programs.   

This section would require the Secretary to develop guidance, in cooperation with the States, that detail 
best practices for administering State programs and to provide the guidance to the States.  

Section 209 – Miscellaneous Amendments Relating to Fishery Management Councils.  This section 
would add one voting seat to the New England Council to provide a liaison – and require that this 
additional seat be a current member of the Mid-Atlantic Council - to represent the interests of fisheries 
under the jurisdiction of the Mid-Atlantic Council and add one voting seat to the Mid-Atlantic Council to 
provide a liaison – and require that this additional seat be a current member of the New England Council 
- to represent the interests of fisheries under the jurisdiction of the New England Council.   

In addition, this section would add subsistence fishing as a qualification that could be required of Council 
appointees (to be individuals who are knowledgeable regarding the conservation and management of 
commercial, recreational, or subsistence fisheries).  In addition, the amendment would amend the 
purposes section of the Act to add the promotion of subsistence fishing as a purpose of the Act (it is a 
purpose of the Act “to promote domestic commercial, recreational, and subsistence fishing under sound 
conservation and management principles, including the promotion of catch and release programs in 
recreational fishing”). 
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This section would prohibit the Secretary of Commerce from counting red snapper mortality that is a 
result of the removal of offshore oil rigs against the total allowable catch and prohibits the Secretary 
from counting those fish toward the quota for U.S. fishermen for the purposes of closing the fishery 
when the quota has been reached. 

This section would prohibit the Secretary of Commerce from counting any fish seized from a foreign 
vessel engaging in illegal fishing in the U.S. EEZ against the total allowable catch for U.S. fishermen. 

Section 301 – Healthy Fisheries Through Better Science.  This section would add a definition of “stock 
assessment” to the Act. 

This section would require the Secretary to develop and publish in the Federal Register a plan to conduct 
stock assessments for all stocks of fish under a fishery management plan and use the same schedule as 
is already required for the strategic plan. 

The plan must establish a schedule for updating stock assessments – for each stock of fish for which a 
stock assessment has already been conducted - that is reasonable based on the biology and 
characteristics of the stock.  Subject to the availability of appropriations, these new stock assessments 
or update of the most recent stock assessment must be completed every five years or within a time 
period specified and justified by the Secretary. 

For each stock of fish for which a stock assessment has not been conducted, the plan must establish a 
schedule for conducting an initial stock assessment that is reasonable given the biology and 
characteristics of the stock and, subject to the availability of appropriations, the Secretary would be 
required to complete the initial stock assessment within 3 years after the plan is published unless a 
different time period is specified and justified by the Secretary. 

The plan must also identify data and analysis, especially concerning recreational fishing, that if available 
would reduce uncertainty and improve the accuracy of future stock assessments and whether such data 
could be provided by non-governmental sources to the extent that the use of such data would be 
consistent with the requirements of the National Standards to base conservation and management 
measures on the best scientific information available.   

If the Secretary determines that a stock assessment is not required for a stock of fish, the Secretary must 
justify that determination in the Federal Register. 

The Secretary would be required to issue the first stock assessment under the plan within 2 years of the 
date of the enactment of this legislation. 

Section 302 – Transparency and Public Process.  This section would require Scientific and Statistical 
Committees (SSCs) of the Councils to develop the scientific advice that they provide to the Councils in a 
transparent manner and to allow for public involvement in the process.   

This section would also require that each Council, to the extent practicable, provide a Webcast, an audio 
recording or a live broadcast of each Council meeting and for the Council Coordination Committee 
meetings.  In addition, the bill would require audio, video, searchable audio or written transcript for 
each Council and SSC meeting on the Council’s website not more than 30 days after the conclusion of 
the meeting.  The bill would require that the Secretary maintain these audios, videos and transcripts and 
make them available to the public. 
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This section would require that each fishery management plan, plan amendment, or proposed 
regulation contain a fishery impact statement which are required to assess, specify, and analyze the 
likely effects and impacts of the proposed action on the quality of the human environment.  

This section would require that each fishery impact statement describe:  the purpose of the proposed 
action; the environmental impact of the proposed action; any adverse environmental effects which 
cannot be avoided should the proposed action be implemented; a reasonable range of alternatives to 
the proposed action; the relationship between short-term use of the fishery resources and the 
enhancement of long-term productivity;  the cumulative conservation and management effects; and the 
economic and social impacts of the proposed action on participants in the fisheries affected by the 
proposed action, on fishing communities affected by the proposed action, on participants in fisheries 
conducted in adjacent areas, and on the safety of human life at sea. 

This section would require that a “substantially complete” fishery impact statement be available not less 
than 14 days before the beginning of the meeting at which the Council makes its final decision on the 
proposal.  The bill would require that the availability of this fishery impact statement be announced by 
the same methods currently used by Councils to disseminate public information and that relevant 
government agencies and the public be invited to comment on the fishery impact statement. 

This section would require that a completed fishery impact statement accompany the transmittal of a 
fishery plan or plan amendment as well as the transmittal of proposed regulations. 

This section would require Councils, subject to approval by the Secretary, to establish criteria to 
determine actions or classes of actions of minor significance for which the preparation of a fishery 
impact statement is unnecessary and for which a categorical exception to the fishery impact statement 
may allow an exclusion from this requirement. 

This section would require the Councils, subject to the approval of the Secretary, prepare procedures for 
compliance with the fishery impact statement requirement that provide for timely, clear, and concise 
analysis that will be useful to decision makers and the public as well as reducing extraneous paperwork. 
These procedures may include using Council meetings to determine the scope of issues to be addressed, 
may include the integration of the fishery impact statement development process with preliminary and 
final Council decisonmaking, and may include providing scientific, technical, and legal advice at an early 
stage of development of the fishery impact statement. 

This section would require the Secretary of Commerce, when reviewing plans or plan amendments, to 
evaluate the adequacy of the accompanying fishery impact statement for fully considering the 
environmental impacts of implementing the plan or plan amendment. 

This section would require the Secretary, upon the transmittal of proposed regulations by a Council, to 
immediately initiate an evaluation of the proposed regulations to determine whether they are 
consistent with the fishery management plan or plan amendment and an evaluation as to whether the 
accompanying fishery impact statement is a basis for fully considering the environmental impacts of 
implementing the proposed regulations.  The Secretary would be required to make a determination 
within 15 days of initiating any such evaluation. 

Section 303 – Flexibility in Rebuilding Fish Stocks.  This section would remove the term “possible” and 
replace it with “practicable” in the requirement in section 304 of the Act that a rebuilding period “be as 
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short as possible”.  This section would remove the language requiring a 10-year time frame for 
rebuilding overfished/depleted fisheries and replace it with a requirement that the rebuilding timeframe 
be the time it would take for the fishery to rebuild without any fishing occurring plus one mean 
generation time except in the case that:  the biology of the stock, other environmental conditions, or 
management measures under an international agreement dictate otherwise; the Secretary determines 
that the cause of the stock being overfished/depleted is outside the jurisdiction of the Council or the 
rebuilding program cannot be effective only by limiting fishing activities; the Secretary determines that 
one or more components of a mixed-stock fishery is depleted is depleted but cannot be rebuilt within 
the timeframe without significant economic harm to the fishery or cannot be rebuilt without causing 
another component of the mixed-stock fishery to approach a depleted status; the Secretary determines 
that recruitment, distribution, or life history of or fishing activities for are affected by informal 
transboundary agreements under which management activities outside the EEZ by another country may 
hinder conservation and management efforts by the US; and the Secretary determines that the stock 
has been affected by unusual events that make rebuilding within the specified time period improbable 
without significant economic harm to fishing communities. 

This section would allow Councils to take into account environmental conditions and predator/prey 
relationships when developing rebuilding plans.  

This section would also require that the fishery management plan for any fishery that is considered 
overfished/depleted must specify a schedule for reviewing the rebuilding targets, evaluating 
environmental impacts on rebuilding progress, and evaluating the progress that is being made toward 
reaching the rebuilding targets. 

This section would allow a fishery management plan for any fishery that is considered 
overfished/depleted to use alternative rebuilding strategies including harvest control rules and fishing 
mortality rate targets. 

This section would allow a Council to terminate any rebuilding plan for a fishery that was initially 
determined to be overfished/depleted and then found not to be overfished/depleted within two years 
or within 90 days after the completion of the next stock assessment.  

Finally, current law allows the Secretary to implement emergency interim measures for fisheries in 
which overfishing is taking place.  If the action is taken for a fishery that is under a fishery management 
plan, the interim measure may only remain in place for 180 days; however, the measures may then be 
extended for an additional 186 days (with the extension, this allows the Secretary to implement interim 
measures for a year and a day).  This section would modify this authority to allow the Secretary to 
implement the interim measures for one year with the ability to extend for a second year.  Current law 
allows a Council to take up to two years to prepare and implement a fishery management plan or plan 
amendment to address a fishery that is overfished yet current law only allows interim measure to be 
implemented for one year (assuming the extension is granted). This provision would allow the interim 
measure authority to be consistent with the time period allowed for a Council to prepare and 
implement a rebuilding plan for a fishery identified overfished. 

Section 304 – Exempted Fishing Permits.  This section would require the Secretary, prior to an 
exempted fishing permit to be approved or issued, to: direct a joint peer review of the EFP application 
by the appropriate regional fisheries science center and State marine fisheries commission; certify that 
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the Council or federal agency has determined that the fishing activity to be conducted under the EFP will 
not negatively impact any conservation or management objectives in existing FMPs; certify the Council 
or federal agency has determined that the social and economic impacts and loss of fishing opportunities 
on all participants in each sector of the fishery will be minimal; certify the Council or federal agency has 
determined that the information collected under the EFP will have a positive and direct impact on 
conservation and management; and certify that the Council or federal agency has determined the 
Governor of each coastal state potentially impacted by the EFP has been consulted on the fishing 
activity to be conducted under the EFP. 

This section would prohibit the Secretary from issuing an EFP if the EFP establishes a limited access 
system or establishes a catch share program; however, this prohibition would not apply to EFPs 
approved prior to the date of the enactment of this legislation. 

Section 305 – Cooperative Research and Management Program.   This section would amend Section 
318 of the Act to require the Secretary, within one year of the enactment of this Act and after consulting 
with the Councils, to publish a plan for implementing and conducting a cooperative research and 
management program.  This section would require that the plan identify and describe critical regional 
fishery management and research needs, possible projects to address the identified needs, and the 
estimated costs for such projects. 

This section would require that the plan be updated every five years and each update must include a 
description of projects that were funded during the previous five years and which management and 
research needs were addressed by those projects. 

This section would add would also amend current language to give priority to projects that use fishing 
vessels or acoustic or other marine technology, expand the use of electronic catch reporting programs 
and technology, and improve monitoring and observer coverage through the expanded use of electronic 
monitoring devices. 

Section 306 – Gulf of Mexico Fisheries Cooperative Research and Red Snapper Management.  This 
section would strike section 407 of the Act.    

This section would require the Secretary to include Gulf State recreational surveys that are certified by 
the Secretary and include other data related to red snapper gathered by the Gulf States Marine Fisheries 
Commission, non-governmental organizations and other non-governmental sources (such as universities 
and research institutions) in establishing the acceptable biological catch and total allowable catch for 
Gulf of Mexico red snapper. 

This section would allow a Gulf State that conducts a recreational fisheries survey to submit the survey 
to the Secretary for certification.  The Secretary would be required to make a certification or a denial of 
the certification for any submitted survey within six month of the survey being submitted.  If the 
Secretary does not make a certification or a denial, the survey will be deemed to be certified. 

If the Secretary denies the certification of a survey, the Secretary would be required – within 60 days - to 
provide the Gulf State a proposal for modifications to the survey.  The proposed modifications must: be 
specific to the survey and may not be construed to apply to any other submitted survey; require 
revisions to the fewest possible provisions of the survey; and may not unduly burden the ability of the 
Gulf State to revise the survey. 
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This section would allow a Gulf State which had a survey denied certification to modify the survey and 
submit the modified survey for certification.  This section would require the Secretary to certify or deny 
certification of the modified survey within 30 days of the modified survey being submitted.  If the 
Secretary does not act on the modified survey within the 30 days, the survey will be deemed certified. 

This section would define “Gulf State” and “red snapper”. 

This section would require the Secretary, acting through the NMFS Regional Administrator of the 
Southeast Region to develop a schedule of stock surveys and stock assessments for the Gulf of Mexico 
region and the Southeast region for the 5-year period beginning on the date of enactment and for every 
5-year period thereafter giving priority to those stocks that are commercially or recreationally important 
and ensuring that each important stock is surveyed at least once every five years.  The Secretary is 
required to direct the Science Center Director of the Southeast region to implement the schedule of 
stock surveys and stock assessments. 

This section also would require that the Science Center Director of the Southeast region ensure that the 
information gathered as a result of research funded through the RESTORE Act be incorporated as soon 
as possible into any stock assessments conducted after the date of enactment. 

This section would extend state management out to 9 nautical miles for the Gulf of Mexico red snapper 
recreational sector of the fishery. 

Section 307 – Ensuring Consistent Management for Fisheries Throughout Their Range.  This section 
would clarify that the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act would be the 
controlling fishery management authority in the case of any conflict within a national marine sanctuary 
or an area designated under the Antiquities Act of 1906. 

This section would require that if any restrictions on the management of fish in the exclusive economic 
zone are required to implement a recovery plan under the Endangered Species Act, the restrictions 
would be implemented under the authorities, processes, and timelines of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act.   

Section 401 – Estimation of Cost of Recovery from Fishery Resource Disaster.  This section would 
require the Secretary to publish the estimated cost of recovery from a fishery resource disaster within 
30 days from the time the Secretary makes the disaster determination. 

Section 402 – Deadline for Action on Request by Governor for Determination Regarding Fishery 
Resource Disaster.  This section would require the Secretary of Commerce to make a decision regarding 
a disaster assistance request - submitted under the provisions of section 312(a) of the Magnuson-
Stevens Act - within 90 days of receiving an estimate of the economic impact of the fishery resource 
disaster from the entity seeking the disaster declaration. 

Section 403 – North Pacific Fishery Management Clarification.  This section would remove a specific 
date that is currently in the Act regarding State management of vessels in the North Pacific region.   

Section 404 – Limitation on Harvest in North Pacific Directed Pollock Fishery.  This section would allow 
the North Pacific Council to change the harvest limitation under the American Fisheries Act for entities 
engaged in the directed pollock fishery as long as that percentage does not exceed 24 percent. 
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Section 405 – Arctic Community Development Quota.  This section would amend section 313 of the Act 
to require the North Pacific Fishery Management Council, if the Council issues a fishery management 
plan for the EEZ in the Arctic Ocean or an amendment to the Fishery Management Plan for Fish 
Resources of the Arctic Management Area that makes fish available to commercial fishing and 
establishes a sustainable harvest level for any part of that zone, to set aside no less than 10 percent of 
the total allowable catch for a community development quota for coastal villages located north and east 
of the Bering Strait. 

Section 406 – Reallocation of Certain Unused Harvest Allocation.  This section would require the 
Regional Administrator, beginning on January 1, 2018 and annually thereafter, to provide the allocation 
provided in section 803 of the Consolidated Appropriations Act (P.L. 108-199) to the Aleut Corporation 
for the purposes of economic development in Adak, Alaska under certain circumstances. 

Prior to making this allocation, the Regional Director must receive written notification that the allocation 
holder specified in P.L. 108-199 will not harvest some or all of the Aleutian Islands directed pollock 
quota.   

In allocating this quota to the Aleut Corporation, the Regional Administrator must reallocate the 
projected unused quota if the allocation does not exceed the total allowable catch for the Bering Sea 
subarea or if the allocation exceeds the total allowable catch for the Bering Sea subarea, reallocate a 
portion of the allocation up to the total allowable catch. 

This section would mandate that the allocation holder specified in P.L. 108-199 retain control of the 
allocation including such portions of the allocation that may be reallocated pursuant to this section and 
that the allocations made under section 206(b) of the American Fisheries Act apply to the Bering Sea 
portion of the directed pollock fishery and not to the allocation holder specified in P.L. 108-199. 

This section would require the Aleut Corporation to provide written consent for other vessels to take or 
process the allocation and the written consent must be on the vessel. 

This section would require the North Pacific Fishery Management Council, in consultation with the 
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS), to modify all applicable regulations and management plans so 
that the allocation holder specified in P.L. 108-199 may harvest the reallocated Aleutian Islands directed 
pollock fishery in the Bering Sea subarea as soon as possible. 

This section would require NMFS, in consultation with the North Pacific Fishery Management Council, to 
manage the Aleutian Islands directed pollock fishery to ensure compliance with the implemented 
statute and with the annual harvest specifications. 

This section would clarify that the taking or processing of any part of the allocation made by section 803 
of P.L. 108-199 and reallocated under this section shall be considered violations of section 307 of the 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act and subject to the penalties and 
sanctions under section 308 of that Act.  In addition, any fish harvested or processed under such taking 
or possessing shall be subject to forfeiture. 

Section 407 – Prohibition on Shark Feeding Off Coast of Florida.  This section would amend section 307 
of the Act to make it unlawful for any diver to engage in shark feeding in covered waters and for any 
person to operate a vessel for hire for the purpose of carrying a passenger to a site if the person knew or 
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should have known the passenger intended to be a diver who engaged in shark feeding in covered 
waters or engaged in observing shark feeding in covered waters. 

This section defines “covered waters”, “diver”, and “shark feeding”. 

This section would clarify that this provision does not apply to shark feeding conducted by a research 
institution, university, or government agency for research purposes or for the purpose of harvesting 
sharks. 

Section 408 – Restoration of Historically Freshwater Environment.  This section would amend the 
definition of “essential fish habitat” so that it would now read “The term ‘essential fish habitat’ means 
those waters and substrate necessary to fish for spawning, breeding, feeding or growth to maturity, 
except that such term shall not include any area previously covered by land or a fresh water environment 
in a State where the average annual land loss of such State during the 20 years before the date of 
enactment of the Strengthening Fishing Communities and Increasing Flexibility in Fisheries Management 
Act exceeds 10 square miles.” 
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(302) 518-1143 

Mid-Atlantic Council Seeking Applicants for Advisory Panels 

Applications Due by April 20, 2018 

The Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management Council is soliciting applications from qualified individuals to serve 

on eight advisory panels. Advisory panels provide information and recommendations to the Council during 

the development of fishery management plans, amendments, specifications, and management measures. 

One of the chief responsibilities of advisory panels is the development of annual Fishery Performance 

Reports. These reports provide the Council and SSC with information about the factors that influenced 

fishing effort and catch within each fishery during the previous year.  

Advisory panels are composed of individuals with diverse experience and interest in Mid-Atlantic fisheries. 

Members include commercial fishermen, recreational anglers, for-hire operators, dealers, scientists, 

environmentalists, and other members of the interested public. Most advisory panels meet 1-2 times per 

year. Members are compensated for travel and per diem expenses for all meetings.  Individuals who are 

appointed to advisory panels serve for three-year terms. All current advisory panel members must 

reapply in order to be considered for reappointment. 

The Council is accepting applications for the following advisory panels: 

• Summer Flounder, Scup, and Black Sea Bass  

• Mackerel, Squid, and Butterfish  

• Surfclam and Ocean Quahog 

• Tilefish  

• Bluefish 

• Ecosystem and Ocean Planning 

• River Herring and Shad 

• Dogfish (Jointly managed with New England Council)  

How to Apply 
Anyone interested in serving on an advisory panel may apply online or download an application at 

www.mafmc.org/forms/advisory-panel-application. Applications can also be obtained by calling the 

Council office at (877) 446-2362.  

Completed applications must be received by Friday, April 20, 2018. 

If you have questions or need additional information, please contact Mary Sabo at (302) 518-1143, 

msabo@mafmc.org.  

http://www.mafmc.org/forms/advisory-panel-application
mailto:msabo@mafmc.org
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