Annotated Agenda

MAFAC meeting – June 29-July 1, 2010

Juneau, AK

1. Agenda item Title of Discussion:
Recreational Fishery Issues
2. Discussion Leader/Presenter:
Ken Franke, Chair, Recreational Fishing Subcommittee





Eric Schwaab, Assistant Administrator for Fisheries

3. Objective/Purpose:
Present updates on the Recreational Saltwater Fishing Summit held in April, engagement of the Recreational Fishing Working Group (RFWG), and the Marine Recreational Information Program (MRIP), as well as discuss input to the DRAFT Recreational Saltwater Fishing Action Agenda  

4. Background/Synopsis:
NOAA hosted a Recreational Saltwater Fishing Summit on April 16-17, 2010 in Alexandria, Virginia. The Summit —the result of a promise made in a Sept. 2009 statement by Dr. Jane Lubchenco, Administrator of NOAA— sought to improve the level of trust between NOAA and the saltwater recreational fishing community necessary to effectively meet today’s ocean management challenges.   
More than 170 participants identified and shared their visions of a successful future in 2020, their perceptions of the most urgent challenges facing the recreational saltwater fishing community and NOAA in achieving that success, and potential actions to meet those challenges. NOAA ended the Summit with the commitment to continue the dialogue and exchange of information.
To reach a website that was created to contain all the Summit materials and its outputs (full report, summary report, and short video), click here.
One Summit outcome is a DRAFT Recreational Saltwater Fishing Action Agenda.  The RFWG was convened by conference call on Monday, June 21, 010 to discuss and provide their input on this draft agenda to MAFAC.  A transcript of that call, the audio recording of the call and a shorter summary of their recommendations are all available for MAFAC’s consideration. 
Updates about the MRIP program are contained in the Summer 2010 MRIP Newcast. Click here to visit the Marine Recreational Information Program (MRIP) website.

5. Options listed from 1 to n (e.g., brief summary of options considered/proposed & most important pros/cons of each.  State criteria used, such programmatic, policy, political, economic, biological, funding, staffing impacts and/or or expected cost/schedule/performance impacts; range of timing/quality/probability of outcomes/products/services accomplished under different options):
6. Preferred Recommendation (Include action/product/decision needed; responsible/ accountable party; date/timeline/schedule for action):
Record of Decision:

Decision, Next Step(s) and/or Action:

Assigned to:

Due Date:

