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(1:19 P.M.)


GREETINGS AND INTRODUCTIONS


MODERATOR CHRISTOPHER ROGERS: 


Welcome, everybody. How's the sound? Everybody can


hear me? We had a little bit of a mixup with the


configuration of the room and we need to know how


many places we might be short. We did a quick fix,


so to speak, with adding a couple of tables in the


back. But they'll work on the room configuration


again this evening. We just need to be able to tell


them how many more places we need here in the main


table.


Got any AP members that are not


seated around here? 


(No response audible.)


MODERATOR CHRISTOPHER ROGERS: All


right. Well, I guess we're okay then. Well, I had


circulated a draft agenda. I hope it got in


everybody's hands sometime last week. Just again,


as a reminder of the discussion we had at the end of


last year's meeting that we do want to let the group


have some autonomy, so to speak, in setting the


agenda, but we didn't want to have everybody to come


to the meeting having no idea whatsoever what would
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be taken at what point in time. 


So, we've sort of put this together,


knowing the topics that were on people's minds,


based on letters we had received, phone calls we had


received, and we do want to make sure that we do get


to all the topics that are of concern to folks. So,


we will be going shortly into a review of the draft


agenda that had been circulated.


Now, we did anticipate Rebecca being


here, but she's at a meeting downtown and I guess


we'll take her as she arrives, but in the meantime I


wanted to introduce our new office director, at


least relatively new from the perspective of the


last time we had an Advisory Panel meeting, Mr. Jack


Dunnigan, is well known to the panel. He's going to


have a few opening remarks. 


JOHN DUNNIGAN: Well, thank you very


much, Chris, and on behalf of the National Marine


Fisheries Service, let me welcome all of you here


for the HMS and Billfish Advisory Panels meetings


and look forward to a couple of very productive


days' worth of discussion. 


It is really nice for me to be able


to see so many of you again, probably some of you I
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haven't seen since the last time I was at an HMS


Advisory Panel meeting a number of years ago, and it


is good to be back. 


Let me just say a couple of things. 


A number of people have said to me, Jack, you had


the best job in the world, why would you have come


to work for the National Marine Fisheries Service? 


And to tell you the truth, there are a whole range


of reasons why I wanted to do it, but no small part


of that really was my read of the need for the


agency to do a better job than we have been for a


long time across a whole wide spectrum of issues. 


And in particular, in the way that we get


information into our decision making processes, and


how we deal with members of the public.


Now, I'm not inventing anything when


I say that to you. That is the mantra that Bill


Hogarth has made as the characteristic of what he


wants his stewardship of the National Marine


Fisheries Service to be. And it was with a real


desire to do what I could to help Bill achieve those


objectives that I made the choice that I thought I


would like to help here, if Bill thought that I


could. And I've been given the opportunity. I'm
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very grateful that he gave me that chance and I'm


really looking forward to doing what I can to try to


help him.


Obviously one of the major issues


that we have to deal with within the Office of


Sustainable Fisheries is our responsibility under


the Magnuson-Stevens Act to be the fishery


management planners for Atlantic Highly Migratory


Species. 


And I have to tell you that in the


HMS staff, I was extremely glad to be coming back to


a group of people that I knew from my own personal


experience when I was here before were an


outstanding crew, dedicated, smart, and very


hardworking. And it's been really nice to be able


to come back and spend time with these people --


with Chris and with his staff again. And I have to


tell you that as I've looked around throughout the


rest of the office, the overall quality of the staff


that we have are excellent.


Let me just highlight a couple of


important issues that the National Marine Fisheries


Service is working its way through now that don't


just deal with Atlantic Highly Migratory Species,
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but may be of interest to you and are important to


how the agency does its job broadly.


First of all, Bill Hogarth is


absolutely committed to improving the way that the


National Marine Fisheries Service reviews and


develops and promulgates regulations. We've been


known for a long time, and I've said it when I was


outside the agency, as the black hole. And there's


no excuse for that. 


We don't owe it to ourselves to put


ourselves in the position of causing those kinds of


problems. And we certainly don't owe it to the


public at large, who have such a strong interest in


the conservation and management of these resources,


to maintain a regulatory process that is too hard to


figure out, that is arcane.


What we like to be saying we're


looking for is transparency and timeliness, so that


the regional fishery management councils, the


states, you folks who help us in the Atlantic Highly


Migratory world, can see what's happening and can


expect that decisions will be made on a timely basis


that makes sense for the management of the


fisheries. 
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So, we call it the regulatory


streamlining process. I don't necessarily like the


word streamlining, because it implies that all you


have to do is rearrange the chairs on the deck of


the boat and somehow you'll miss the iceberg. 


That's a lot more to it than that. It's going to


require a commitment on our part to more resources,


to get the job done well. We are working within the


administration to try to get those resources in out


years. And it will require us to do summary


organizing of our decision making and become a lot


less redundant than we are now. And hopefully what


will come out of this is an improved regulatory


process that will get decisions made on a timely


basis and get them made in a way where the public


can understand what we're doing and see what is


happened. 


We are also dealing on a very broad


sense with issues relating to bycatch. I think we


understand that if you were to look across the


country at all of the fisheries that we have that


the one issue -- well, there are a couple of issues


that sort of cross-cut throughout, but bycatch is


really one of the dominating issues, and it could
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easily become the issue of the decade in deciding


what to do with fisheries conservation and


management. 


So, there is a renewed sense within


the Agency that we have to do a better job of


meeting our responsibilities under the law with


respect to bycatch, and provide for a better


conservation of all of the resources that we have to


deal with. 


We're also dealing with the


reauthorization of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery


Conservation and Management Act. It became apparent


to us within the last ten days that the House


Resources Committee really wants to move a bill this


year, and they're trying to have a hearing in a


couple of weeks, and so now we are madly scurrying


to try to get a number of position papers done. 


I can't really discuss what those are


right now with you, but I can tell you that there


will be the usual mix of technical amendments, but


there will also be some very broad and substantive


issues discussed within the agency. And you may


find the National Marine Fisheries Service coming


out with some stronger positions on some issues than
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we've been known to take in the past at this stage


of a reauthorization. 


So, I've learned so many interesting


things about this agency. I've learned a lot about


Patagonian toothfish. I've learned a lot about


Pacific whiting. And many other species. My focus


was rapidly expanded from the Atlantic coast to


include very many new things. But let me just say


that -- you know, looking back as you have with


different individuals who've served as the office


director, what I call tell you is that on these


issues, Highly Migratory Species, conservation and


management, and on the United States position at


ICCAT, I intend to be an active office director. I


know that these are important issues for the


director, and for Rebecca, and they're my bosses,


and I think it's my job to help keep them on the


straight and narrow and make their life as easy as


possible, and I can't do that unless I'm involved.


So, I will be a person who's engaged


in these issues and working with you, and I really


look forward to it, because I think in many ways


they're some of the most interesting and difficult


that the National Marine Fisheries Service has to
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deal with anyway.


So, I'm glad to be back. I'm looking


forward to a good couple of productive days. I'm


not going to run the meeting. I had my time running


the meetings. Chris is going to do that. As


Rebecca likes to say, I'm here to listen and learn. 


And help -- you know, hear firsthand the record that


you're creating rather than just -- you know, get it


from reading the minutes or reading staff reports


that come by afterwards.


So, I look forward to working with


you. If you had any general questions at this


stage, I'd be glad to try to answer them. But


again, thank you all for coming and I hope we have a


good couple of days.


MODERATOR CHRISTOPHER ROGERS: 


Thanks, Jack. I've been informed by Rachel that


Rebecca will be here about 4:30. And I think Bill,


what, is somewhere between Hawaii and California? 


Who knows? He's been doing quite a bit of traveling


these past couple days, so I don't think Bill will


have a chance to be here with us during the duration


of the meeting, but Rebecca definitely will stop by


later this afternoon.
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Since we do have some new members on


the panel, maybe we can just quickly go around the


table. Again, I wanted to make sure that all the


panel members, whether appointed or ex officio, are


seated at the table, or whether if you think that


somebody's not here, they will come, whether we need


to get the table arrangement reconfigured for


tomorrow. Is it too tight or are you guys all nice


and cozy? All right. So, we'll keep this


configuration in for tomorrow. 


Why don't we start -- myself, of


course, Jack Dunnigan, Chris Rogers, National Marine


Fisheries and start with Willy and go right around.


WILLIAM ETHERIDGE: Willy Etheridge,


commercial, Billfish Advisory Panel. 


ROBERT MCAULIFFE: Bob McAuliffe,


commercial, from the Virgin Islands HMS.


NELSON BEIDEMAN: Nelson Beideman,


Bluewater Fishermen's Association. 


GLENN DELANEY: Glenn Delaney. I'm


here as an alternate for Jack Devnew, who is a


commercial member of the Billfish AP.


GAIL JOHNSON: Gail Johnson, Fishing


Vessel Seneca on the HMS Panel. 
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PETER WEISS: Peter Weiss, General


Category Tuna Association. 


RICHARD RUAIS: Rich Ruais, Tuna


Association. 


VIRDIN BROWN: Virdin Brown, --


Caribbean Fishery Management Council and I'm on the


HMS Advisory Panel. 


DAVID CUPKA: David Cupka, South


Carolina DNR. 


HENRY ANSLEY: Henry Ansley, Georgia


Department of Natural Resources. 


DAVID WILMOT: David Wilmot, Ocean


Wildlife Campaign. 


RUSSEL DUNN: Russ Dunn, National


Audubon Society and Ocean Wildlife Campaign.


SHANA BEEMER: Shana Beemer, Audubon


Society. 


RUSSELL NELSON: Russell Nelson with


the Billfish Foundation. 


JOHN GRAVES: John Graves,


representing the ICCAT Advisory Committee. 


ELLEN PEEL: Ellen Peel, the Billfish


Foundation. 


JOHN DORLAND: Johnny Dorland, the
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Billfish Recreational. 


ROBERT PRIDE: Bob Pride here for the


Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management Council, billfishing


and HMS.


ROBERT HUETER: Bob Hueter, MOTE


Marine Laboratory. 


SONJA FORDHAM: Sonja Fordham, the


Ocean Conservancy, formerly the Center for Marine


Conservation, HMS Panel. 


MARK FARBER: Mark Farber, University


of Miami, Billfish AP. 


JAMES DONOFRIO: Jim Donofrio,


Recreational Fishing Alliance. 


JOSEPH MCBRIDE: Joe McBride, Montauk


Boatmen's and Captains' Association, also


representing New York State.


RICK WEBER: Rick Weber, South Jersey


Marina. 


RANDY BLANKENSHIP: Randy


Blankenship, Texas Parks and Wildlife Department,


Coastal Fisheries Division. 


MICHAEL LEECH: Mike Leech,


International Gamefish Association, HMS. 


PAMELA BASCO: Pam Basco,
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recreational, Billfish AP.


IRBY BASCO: Irby Basco, Gulf of


Mexico Fishery Management Council, HMS. 


ROM WHITAKER: Rom Whitaker,


Hatteras, North Carolina, on the HMS. 


WAYNE LEE: Wayne Lee, South Atlantic


Council. 


JILL STEVENSON: Jill Stevenson,


representing Maryland Department of Natural


Resources.


MAUMUS CLAVERIE: Mau Claverie, New


Orleans, for the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management


Council Billfish AP.


ROSS KRAMER: Ross Kramer. I'm with


the Fish and Wildlife Commission, Division of Marine


Fisheries. 


GLEN HOPKINS: Glen Hopkins,


commercial HMS. 


RUSSELL HUDSON: Russell Hudson,


commercial HMS, representing the directed shark


fisheries. 


MARK SAMPSON: Mark Sampson, Ocean


City Charter Boat Captain's Association. 


RAMON BONFIL: Ramon Bonfil, Wildlife




1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

16


Conservation Society -- OWC for HMS. 


MODERATOR CHRISTOPHER ROGERS: 


(Inaudible) open to the public at all times so we do


have some other HMS staffers around, as well as some


visitors from the public, legislative affairs, Coast


Guard, General Counsel of Fisheries and welcome all.


We will have some defined periods for


public comment during the course of the meeting, of


course, but primarily the purpose of the meeting is


for us, the Agency, to get some input from the panel


members with respect to ongoing fishery management


concerns and of course the need if any for


amendments to the plans. 


Just for the benefit of those new


members, I thought I'd review quickly the history of


the panel. It was authorized and in fact required


first during the 1996 Sustainable Fisheries Act


Amendments to Magnuson with the intent that the


Secretary form advisory panels for all those plans


and -- fishery management plans and amendments that


would be subject to Secretarial jurisdiction with


respect to HMS, the Atlantic Highly Migratory


Species.


And the charge, of course, is to
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advise the agency in terms of data collection and


management measures with respect to conservation and


management of the international -- or the Atlantic


Highly Migratory Species.


As we all know, there is a very


important international component, but this panel is


really not intended to duplicate the wonderful panel


currently run by John Graves with respect to the


ICCAT Advisory Committee. 


And I know there's a great deal of


overlap, as we go to public hearings often, there's


a spillover effect between domestic matters and


international matters. But to the extent we can


focus here in this panel on the domestic matters


before us, the ICCAT Committee has already met in


its spring session and John will be reporting


briefly on the outcome of that meeting later on


during our meeting. 


Just a quick note. We did revise the


SOPP's, our standard -- or statement of operating


practices and procedures, with respect primarily to


the terms, the duration of terms and the expiration


of terms. We found we were a little bit convoluted


in the fact that terms were expiring at different
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points throughout the year, and it really played


havoc with respect to scheduling a meeting because


if you picked any date in particular, you could find


that somebody's term was expiring just prior to the


meeting or something like that. 


So, we revised the SOPP's so that all


terms expire on a calendar year, and to improve the


ability to stagger the terms to provide for orderly


turnover without losing all the corporate expertise


of the panel, we established the billfish terms to


be two years with one half expiring each year. So,


some of you folks were notified of your appointments


as one-year appointments, some as two. Those that


are one year appointments, when they expire, they


will be renewed as two-year appointments. So, half


the panel will turn over each year. And likewise


with the HMS, except given the number of folks on


the panel, we set that up to be sort of a three-year


rotation, with one third of the panel being renewed


each year.


So, the fact that you were randomly


selected for a one year versus multi-year term is


immaterial. Nothing personal against you. It was


just our way of getting this staggered process going
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and you're certainly welcome to recompete, so to


speak, when your terms expire.


Okay. We will be presenting as we


had done last year and in prior years, we will be


presenting various updates on activities with


respect to the fisheries and certain issues that


have been raised to our attention as well as just


some of the background information. 


I believe everybody should have


received via FedEx a copy of this year's SAFE


reports, Stock Assessment and Fishery Evaluation. 


We do have more copies available and we'll make sure


that more copies -- I don't think we had any boxes


brought over today, but we'll make sure there's some


boxes tomorrow if you want to take some home for


other constituencies or didn't happen to bring yours


with you. We'll make sure you get copies there. 


Okay. 


___________________________________________________


ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA: PRIORITY TOPICS AND TIMING


MODERATOR CHRISTOPHER ROGERS: Now,


what I did want to do first was adoption of the


agenda. And again, what we wanted to do was put out


a structure so to speak for the meeting, but not
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necessarily preclude the panel from prioritizing any


issues that were before the panel. We had set it up


at the request of several of the Billfish Panel


members to deal with billfish issues today because


there's some meetings going on I believe in Florida


tomorrow that folks wanted to get to. 


So, we're pretty much committed to


dealing with billfish today, but the rest of the


agenda is somewhat flexible. And what I'd ask you


to do is offer any comments at this point as to


whether you feel the issues that are most important


to yourselves and your constituencies are reflected


in the agenda or if you just want to make sure it


might be, if you're not familiar with some of the


bullets that we put, sort of generally reflecting


some of the issues that were sort of on our minds,


just let me know and we'll make sure that we'll


pencil it in and make sure it gets covered.


So, with that, I'll open it up for


hopefully a brief discussion that we can adopt the


agenda pretty quickly here. Wayne. 


WAYNE LEE: Chris, last year we spent


time talking about the integration of HMS with the


ACCSP program. I don't see that issue on here and I
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was just wondering if we could get an update at some


time during this meeting as to progress that's being


made and what you all's time line is for possibly


getting that done.


MODERATOR CHRISTOPHER ROGERS: Okay. 


Well, I would put that in under miscellaneous issues


for Wednesday afternoon, where we were going to give


a brief overview of our logbook programs and efforts


to collect more economic data. So, that would


certainly fit in with that data collection. So,


I'll make a note to have some updates. 


I know both Margo and Pat Cheeta have


attended ACCSP meetings in the past and we'll make


sure we get that covered. Any other concerns? Mau


Claverie. 


MAUMUS CLAVERIE: Yeah, Chris, thank


you. If time permits, I'd like to put on the agenda


dolphin. I notice that our charge here in the


SOPP's is and incidental fisheries which interact


with billfish, and dolphins certainly do. That's


what they love to eat, one of the things they love


to eat, and we're about to get together and endorse


a dolphin and wahoo -- but dolphin as a food fish


fishery management plan. I think it would be
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appropriate to talk about what do these billfish


have to eat.


MODERATOR CHRISTOPHER ROGERS: Okay. 


We could take that up during our billfish discussion


this afternoon then, but just as a clarification,


the South Atlantic Council -- that's a three-Council


plan? It's the South Atlantic, Gulf --


MAUMUS CLAVERIE: It's a joint plan. 


The South Atlantic is the lead and we're having a


meeting to supposedly finalize it hopefully one more


try in Atlanta. When, Virdin? 


VIRDIN BROWN: 24th. 


MAUMUS CLAVERIE: 24TH. It will be


the first dolphin wahoo plan. It's an original.


MODERATOR CHRISTOPHER ROGERS: So,


again, just a point of clarification. Any comments


would be more appropriately directed to the Council


with respect to that plan, but certainly to the


extent we want to have a discussion of how Highly


Migratory Species fisheries through either targeted


effort that has a bycatch of dolphin or with respect


to dolphin as a forage base potentially for other


Highly Migratory Species that are of direct concern


to this council, we can certainly discuss that. 
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Okay. Henry. 


HENRY ANSLEY: Yes, I just wanted to


follow up on -- I believe it was brought up in an


early meeting regarding if a state has regulations


that are more restrictive in state waters, and to --


whether the more restrictive regulations would take


precedence. I think that was a discussion Wayne Lee


brought up. And I just wanted to follow up on that.


MODERATOR CHRISTOPHER ROGERS: Okay. 


That's a very important and very complex topic. Let


me just think of where we might be able to fit that


in, make sure we get it covered. You want to try to


at least touch base on that first thing tomorrow


morning before we get into shark, just to sort of


frame the issues and the questions and then maybe


defer to a little bit later date when we get a read


on how far into that subject matter we really want


to go, because it does involve obviously many states


and actually two pieces of legislation. There's a


specific protocol for preemption under Magnuson as


well as under Atlantic Tunas and they're somewhat


different. 


So, let's just plan on a quick 15-


minute introduction to the topic first thing off
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tomorrow morning. And then we'll see to what extent


the panel wants to really delve into the state


federal jurisdiction issues. 


Okay. Dave Wilmot. 


DAVID WILMOT: Chris, in the past


many of us have talked about the potential benefit


of having a presentation on the research dollars,


how they're being divided up and what priorities


NMFS is setting and how they're setting those


priorities. In talking with you, I understood that


you were putting a summary together that would be as


coherent and brief as possible. Is that available


at this meeting? Is that something that you have


that we could talk about? 


I don't think I need to go into it


here, but I really do think it would be very


beneficial to get some feedback from a lot of the


folks sitting around this table about the priority. 


And it would be good for us to hear and see what's


driving your decisions in terms of dollars being


spent on research, whether it's lawsuits, whether


it's Endangered Species Act, et cetera. 


MODERATOR CHRISTOPHER ROGERS: Well,


unfortunately we don't have a document ready to
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present. We've been doing a lot of homework, so to


speak, looking at the various avenues for funding


Highly Migratory Species research throughout the


agency, and it's a very convoluted process, because


it involves very many different line offices and


even line offices on the other coast, so to speak.


I think Bill Hogarth -- I know he's


mentioned in publicly, I don't know how many of the


panel members were aware, but Bill Hogarth has


appointed three persons within the agency that were


somewhat removed from day-to-day HMS Management. 


Was it Donna Darm, Jim Coe and Rob McGinnis, all


west coasters, so to speak, to do a review of the


HMS program, the Atlantic HMS program. And they


were going to look at some of these research and


funding opportunities and certainly any problems


that the Agency might have in terms of prioritizing


research money.


So, something will probably be


forthcoming from that review process. We can touch


base on it here, but unfortunately I don't think


we're in a position to have a detailed list of all


the money that's spent and how it's spent, through


what program. It's something that we really want to
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get to, the Division members, we really do want to


get something like that developed and to be updated


on a continued basis, probably added to the SAFE


report when we do get that opportunity.


Just as you noted, there are a lot of


other pressing things that we need to do with


respect to rulemaking and unfortunately litigation,


as well, that sometimes take our minds off some of


the longer term things that we try to do. But we


can certainly try to at least mention some of that


funding that does get directed towards HMS research,


probably not till the miscellaneous issues again on


Wednesday afternoon. (Inaudible) -- panel meeting


but (inaudible). 


JOHN DUNNIGAN: At this time next


year I will promise you that. That's a fair


question and we ought to have a more open way of


everybody being able to discuss that. Because there


are lots of tradeoffs, you know. I mean, HMS


species against other responsibilities that our


research centers have. We'll do that. That's a


good idea, David.


MODERATOR CHRISTOPHER ROGERS: Okay. 


You heard the promise, so we better get to work. 
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Okay. Sonja. 


SONJA FORDHAM: Sonja Fordham, Ocean


Conservancy. I heard you when you said this was --


we were supposed to focus on domestic issues, but as


you know there are a number of issues that affect


Atlantic sharks that aren't covered by ICCAT, and I


was just wondering perhaps tomorrow morning or under


miscellaneous issues if you could give us or have


someone from the staff give us an update or some


information on the international strategy for


sharks. 


Specifically I'm wondering about what


the U.S. has planned for encouraging implementation


of the international plan of action for sharks, and


what the process will be for updating and improving


our national plan of action for sharks, which I see


is in the document here. And fulfilling our


commitments for international work under the U.S.


shark finning prohibition act. And then finally any


either bilateral discussions or agreements that we


have in the works with Mexico for shared Atlantic


stocks. Thank you. 


MODERATOR CHRISTOPHER ROGERS: We'll


make sure those are covered tomorrow morning then,
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with the shark discussion. Rich Ruais. 


RICHARD RUAIS: Yeah, Chris, I was


wondering what's your thinking on putting the


angling category permit discussion and charter head


boat issues under miscellaneous as opposed to under


the bluefin tuna issues. 


And a second question was what are


you anticipating at the public comment period or


what should we anticipate. We don't have any


busloads coming or anything like that that you're


aware of this year. 


MODERATOR CHRISTOPHER ROGERS: With


respect to the first part of your question, the


charter head boat is now an Atlantic HMS charter


head boat permit, so it's more than just bluefin. I


know it initially had started as a bluefin tuna


permit and then migrated or morphed, as they say,


into an Atlantic tunas permit and now it's more


robust, even so, as an Atlantic Highly Migratory


Species charter head boat permit, and there has been


some discussion in several of our recent rulemakings


and data collection discussions with respect to


making that same transition for the angling


category. 
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So, that's what the intent, and


because it was more than one species, that's why it


was put under miscellaneous. But certainly there


are many of the folks who get those permits because


of their activities in the bluefin tuna fishery. 


So, to the extent that we have time,


maybe we could touch on them with respect to


bluefin, but again it's more of a multispecies


discussion that we intended.


With respect to public comment, we do


know that there's a great deal of concern with


respect to allocation, not only with our recent past


experience with bluefin tuna and setting up an


effort control program and in a sense undoing that


over the last several years, we went through a


rulemaking process in response to some accelerated


fishing activity and catching the quota up in the


mid '90s to sort of slow the fishery down and


increase fishing opportunities as the fish migrated


throughout their range, and New England and Mid-


Atlantic and on into North Carolina waters on the


return trip, so to speak, in the late fall and early


winter.


And the fish really haven't
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cooperated in the last several seasons and it's


caused us to revisit our effort control schedule and


catch limits and things like that. 


So, we do know there's a lot of


interest in it, not only in the early season but


also in the late season, and we're aware that a lot


of members of the public would be in attendance to


discuss bluefin tuna, particular some folks wanted


to come up from North Carolina. 


So, we have set up tomorrow evening,


after dinner, as a public hearing session, so to


speak. It's not a proposed rule per se that we're


having a hearing on, but just to hear some views of


the public. We do try, again, since this is a


meeting open to the public but we do primarily want


to hear from the panel members themselves, we do


want to provide certain portions of the meeting,


certain opportunities for the public to speak so


that the panel can hear the comments and concerns


expressed by the public.


Certainly we do expect that as panel


members you are in tune, so to speak, with your


respective constituencies, but sometimes you can


benefit from hearing from so-called other
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constituencies as well. 


So, again, that's our plan is to have


a presentation by staff with several of the issues


that have come up in recent years, recent months,


then having after the break an Advisory Panel


discussion primarily and then the public comment


period in the evening session. 


And in fact, because of the public


comment period we plan for tomorrow evening is to


actually open up on Wednesday morning before we get


into bycatch issues with any follow-up discussion by


the panel members based on the input from the public


on Tuesday evening.


So, we'll have reflections by the


panel as a -- first off on Wednesday morning, based


on the public comment session on Tuesday night for


bluefin tuna issues. Joe McBride. 


JOSEPH MCBRIDE: Thank you, Chris. 


Joe McBride. I'd like to support Rich's request for


the charter head boat issues, angling category


permit issues be moved up to the bluefin tuna area,


where the other aspects of the permits are not as


potentially controversial as would be the bluefin


part of it, so -- and it would give us a little more
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time. 


I'm very leery at 2 o'clock, and many


of us have to be at airports two hours ahead, that


there's going to be much time for discussion on


Wednesday afternoon for an issue that's so important


to our industry. 


MODERATOR CHRISTOPHER ROGERS: We'll


pencil that in then for at least an introductory


discussion on the [GAP IN RECORDING] hear from some


of our colleagues from the Gulf of Mexico with


respect to the moratorium on the for hire sector and


see where that's going and how that might either be


supported by or in conflict with the HMS permitting


program. And clearly that's more than bluefin tuna. 


So, we will have to revisit that, so to speak. We


can deal with it on bluefin tuna specific issues


first, but then broaden the discussion later on.


Any other comments on the agenda? 


Folks pretty much satisfied with the way it's set up


then? Hopefully we'll get through it all. It is


ambitious and I'll try to be as firm as possible. 


Sometimes I feel it's an awkward position. I guess


it was easier for Jack as a moderator from the


Commission. You know, clearly you were appointed
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and invited here to provide input to the agency, and


it sometimes seems a little bit awkward if the


agency is cutting you off when you're trying to


speak. But I will try to keep us on point. 


And I just might make one reflection. 


I did get some calls after last year's meeting that


some of the debate got a little too personal for


some folks' taste. So, I do understand that folks


have their interests and constituencies to


represent, but again, let's try to respect others'


opinions and if things do seem to be getting a


little too personal I guess I will have to cut that


off to make sure that doesn't escalate. And I only


say that because of the follow-up calls I did get


last year about the meeting.


So, with that, I guess we can get


into our billfish issues and a little bit ahead of


schedule, which is good. Pat Cheeta, can you assist


me in setting up this computer here.


_______________


BILLFISH ISSUES


MODERATOR CHRISTOPHER ROGERS: I did


want to review briefly our rulemaking that I had


hoped would be final by now, but since it's not




1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

34


final, I thought we could open it up for a little


bit with respect to final observations by the


Advisory Panel. We issued the rule back in December


and had some public hearings throughout the Gulf and


South Atlantic region, as well as Mid-Atlantic, and


did receive some comments.


Let's try to use that one. Hopefully


we've got enough battery power. We seem to have


misplaced our power cord here.


But again, this rulemaking was in


response to the ICCAT recommendation from Morocco in


2000 with respect to the marlin rebuilding program


that did require the United States to monitor


tournaments and also limit billfish catch or blue


marlin and white marlin catch to 250 fish per year,


including those landings made outside the tournament


context.


We have had an ongoing tournament


reporting program, tournament monitoring program for


many years, and I guess we have the good fortune of


having Doctor Mark Farber on the panel with us now,


who was involved in the billfish program in his


former life at the Southeast Science Center in


Miami. But one of the big issues was how to get a
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handle on landings made outside of the context of


tournaments. We did get some comment at the ICCAT


meeting in Morocco from several nations with respect


to non-tournament landings and improving our ability


to monitor billfish landings outside of the


tournament context. 


So, we had proposed that -- at least


as an initial step -- that a call-in requirement be


made for any billfish landings that were not being


reported through the tournament. So, currently we


have a requirement that tournament operators


register with National Marine Fisheries Service and


based on those tournament registrations we would


select tournaments for reporting. Now, these would


be all HMS tournaments whether it be a shark


tournament, a tuna tournament or a billfish


tournament. 


Currently, all billfish tournaments


are selected for reporting. So, there is a follow-


up requirement that the tournament operator supply


NMFS with some information on catch and effort. 


We also included in that rulemaking a


provision for incorporating the resurgence of the


swordfish. I guess these slides are a little bit





































































































































































































































































































































































































































