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Hi Roilie,

As per my e-mail, | madvertently addressed and sent this to Secretary Evans. Here's a hard copy for
you. Sorry for any confusion,

A~

Ron Clarke, Execufive Director
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A:;mm The Honorable Donald L. Evans

osmEMes . Secretary

e U.S. Department of Commerce :

R o TR 14™ Street and Constitution Avenue N.W.
e ey s~ Washington, D.C. 20230-0001

ASSOCATION

Al g, S A Ta I Tl W e

prS——— Re: Oceana’s Rulemaking Petition Regarding Deep-sea Coral and Sponges

Dear Secretary Evans:

Tt o The Marine Conservation Alliance (MCA) recommends you reject this emergency

Fis~emmens assocunon  rule-making petition and allow the North Pacific Fishery Management Council (NPFMC,

e Unacassca or Council) to complete its ongoing process of analysis and decision on Essential Fish

ConsTaL ViLLAGES Reson Habitat (EFH) and Habitat Areas of Particular Concern (HAPC). The NPFMC is
A proceeding on the tight time schedule ordered by a federal court and accepted by the seven
Eﬁw environmental group plaintiffs — including Oceana - in that hitigation. The EFH and
eoesetomme — HAPC process has been the subject of extensive public and stakcholder input, including
HEGH SEAS CATCRERS the presentation of several proposals by Oceana, which were fully considersd by the

COOMTRTE s
ICICLE SEArnals Council.

MIC-WATER Traw ERS In mid-June, the Council accepted for analysis a major Oceana HAPC proposal
MOTHERS = GROUF relating to corals and sponges; ironically, Oceana’s petition would eliminate the very

e — public input Oceana has strongly supported at the Council. The Magnuson-Stevens
Hormm Pacmc Fisees  Fishery Conservation and Management Act (MSA) fishery management structure is built

RESEARCH FOUNDATION
Nosmi Pacec Lonsuns 0N @ foundation of transparent action, with extensive opportunities for stakeholder

S ———— involvement. That foundation will be seriously eroded if you declare an emergency and
Cocesssmve usurp the ongoing process. The specific comments of the MCA follow.

MORTCN Soum

Ecomcass DOvVILOPWENT

T T I Designation of EFH and HAPCs Must Be Driven by Sound Scientific
it Information.

PACIFIC SEAFOOD

PRocESS0ns ASSOrIATION .

PHOWL = Frssegs The MCA is a strong and consistent supporter of science-based policy and
mﬂ‘i‘.ﬁmm regulations under the MSA. We support the NPFMC'’s science-driven approach to
solmn;zsrm — implementation of the EFH provisions of the Sustainable Fisheries Act (SFA), and believe
Sumers —OMfLMMEE — that both EFH and HAPC designations and regulation must be accompanied by an initial
_—...._.m_

Unmen Carorcn soars | Daseline analysis and on-going monitoring program. Unfortunately, the NPFMC is under
:_;:_.?:::T extraordinary pressure {0 meet the time constraints of the joint stipulation on the

- — regulatory schedule agreed to by the National Marine Fisheries Servicc (NMFS) and the
Westemaasa  environmental plaintiffs in American Oceans Campaign v. Daley, No. 99-982 GK
% (D.D.C.). The timeline the environmental plaintiffs insisted on in that case made it
ee— difficult for NMFS and the NPFMC to apply the necessary scientific rigor to the process,







