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Backgroud iIrSBRMEAL:

5 erJf].L)Jf -Stevens Act reguirements

SESEC rur 03(a)(11) National Standard 9,
_)aw :IonS

5 «\M - ullngs
= ceana V. Evans I (Amendment 13 challenge)

— I-'"'

S

__:':i: - Oceanav Evans I/ (Amendment 10 challenge)

- - Oceanav Locke (2007 SBRM challenge)
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> Irl Lf]d]]dﬂ& 2SHeNg! roun -‘ Hd*scallopractions;
D.C. Circ UI’[ Court found the A13 and A10

cloctingleh ts

. ﬁajled to fully evaluate reporting
= methodologles to assess bycatch

_-:__-, ~ < Failed to respond to potentlally
~ Important scientific evidence

- Strictly speaking, rulings apply solely to the
Sea Scallop and Northeast Multispecies FMPs
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RinNchallenge to the 2007 SBRM Amendment, the
DSHACE C urt initially found In favor of the gov't

- Aggaelss S\Court overturned the District Court

= Cour t~found fault with only one aspect, but
e aeated the whole amendment

e

_'f' -=Gounc:|ls formed a new FMAT specifically to
~ address the deficiencies in the prioritization
trigger and process as identified by the Appeals
Court
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9 r)Jg,n Her S0 S e aNOrOtEssEs o onitor and .
ISSESS! ycatch In Greater Atlantic Region fisheries

Siermine if current methods and' processes need
wdE moditied and/or supplemented

=" FS eabhsh standards of precision for bycatch
ﬁﬁ_.__st*lmatlon for Greater Atlantic Region fisheries

= rConS|der accuracy of estimate as well as precision

~« Document the SBRM established for all Greater
Atlantic Region FMP fisheries
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" Stater ent of the prablem
2 P Jfgr and need

. 1“1 as to pe addressed

- Cple ﬁT 2 Description of the Fisheries

= — -Background on each subject FMP
—— - Recent landings and value (updated)

——
-"-

——

-u=|=

== ﬁapter 3 — Description of Fishing Modes

= ~ = Characterization of each gear/area-based mode
- |Landings, ports, areas fished, no. of vessels (upaated)

- Chapter 4 — Bycatch Reporting Mechanisms

« Overview of each mechanism used and/or considered
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ampling Design and Estimation; ot
‘~]Q' “anarAcCCUracy
DISCL SSIOﬂ of sampling design
J E'u_r atlon off precision

,_\n, yS|s of accuracy.

]ae er 6 — Alternatives Under Consideration

ue; ,-Preferred alternatives (once selected)
—— Other alternatives considered
= Alternatives considered but rejected

'hapter 7 — Environmental Consequences

= - = Affected environment
- Blological, physical, socio-economic effects
- Cumulative effects

- Chapter 8 — Applicable Laws and Directives
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- Glossary, References, and Appendices :



"-
Status guoe - -'r—-lmplement electronic video monitoring
_---——’

._»;vm-J'/’v Al Tec - ig! Integrated allocation .‘mmlmu percent i

dGFAIOCAtIC ' | - allocation approach w.
f e d | erpfue / observer coverage
DI9SEIRVESS - ,._.men ment approacn Importance filter

SISBRIM Performance ;
i " 0 performance standard
staneara e

Specify a S

[eVIEW Process

Framework Frameworks anc
adjustment Fannualiadjustment

Status quo

Frameworks and annual
adjustments, exclusive of

Status quo

- —— fishing mode
,%_@iﬁ—ﬁ'za‘ tion Process
= .=-=6 I"‘I‘-'urTéﬁng trigger Identify specific SBRM funding sources
- — o Proportional Penultimate Cell
: _-—-"'.6 7 R(jallocatlon Council consultation adjustment Approach
= 6.3 Less than Minimum Y Scrioritization Remove fleets with Remove fleets with high
Pilot Coverage P high MPC MPC to days absent ratio

7.Industry-Funded
Observer Programs

ORserver provider

Status quo - )
approval

Rramework provisions

Shaded cells indicate the alternatives adopted by the Council in June 2006



SBRM INslement 2. J.a-

Aflell Y] cal] Teg.nnwue:sw AllecationIeFOBSEIVErSH
- QrAz?JJ“ SBRM Amendment Process

o mmgmreo allecation approach

- lrligejgal ed allecation approach w/ importance filter

& O] t|on A: 2007 SBRM public hearing draft

| _—thOn B: Filters as adopted in 2007 SBRM (2007
—— SBRM. implemented option)

—

i

~ = Option C: Same as option B, but without unlikely
(gray-cell) filter (Status quo, Ad Hoc Committee
preferrea)

- Minimum: percent observer coverage

\ M |
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Br \rnew/JMAr u tment ?mvmr 1S

- S eftfe
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HEloES! @_CV based perfermance standard, how discard data is
ed, SBRM reporting, industry funded observers, and fishing modes
-amendment

-

Jla,
l

----C-r

SR ework adjustment

._ﬁ;... =ameworks and annual adjustments (2007
— -SBRM Implemented option)

'_- ‘Frameworks and annual adjustments, no Council
- action needed for changes to fishing modes
(Addlitional option, Ad Hoc Committee preferred)
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gilgiization Pieeesss =
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EIREInG Irgger (6-1) - How we determine the
dva]Jab]eE{

v {s\ Sea Day Adjustments (6.2) - What we
= xa—-—ﬁe trigger condition Is met

_-.—-"'E-— “‘"‘- ;
o _.—__':._'_""__.-

-

. Funding Below Minimum Pilot Coverage (6.3) -
What if not all fleets can get useful coverage
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SBRM EISEMORM— S

PlRHIZation Rrocess—ID,__artET ‘Trigger
oMl IdrlrJJ(Jr

SRUSES) combination of avallable sources of funding
Within | established funding restrictions,
]Jff]]r'c ions, and expectations.

. d deficient by the Court

'. 612 Hentlfy specific SBRM funding sources (Ad Hoc
Gomm/ttee preferred)

~ = Funds allocated to the Region under 4 specific
5 - Congressional appropriation lines would be used
for SBRM coverage.

- Does not specify a fixed dollar amount.

—

=
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. . 10e Proportion
Funding' Line

50102017

Northeast Observers 98 percent

Atlantic Coast Obse 43 percent

National Obser: /A;; mgram 43 percent
Reducing Bycat ,n - Observers 13 percent

l-.
.-J.,_ _‘-

r\‘lrln'_L, a:%‘t Observers funding line is divided between Greater Atlantic
Region, § outheast Region, and HQ.
= ~1‘< .nﬁ a a:l@bserver Program and Reducing Bycatch funds are divided
___,_.Hfoetween all 6 Regions and HQ.
__'_:, -=_Fund|ng allocated to the Region through these lines would be used to
= support SBRM consistent with legal requirements.
» Observer funding from other sources may also be available outside of SBRM
(MMPA, ESA, catch shares, etc.).
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~ Current Use .
e [SBRM
~|SBRM, Atlantic herring closed

Bldget Fund

Atlantic herring closed area
At-sea monitoring (ASM), special
projects

At-sea monitoring

Marine mammal bycatch

Inshore fisheries

Reducing

-. Com.

'_é‘tates'Mar. Fish

SBRM
SBRM

SBRM
SBRM

Under SBRM amendment

At-sea monitoring
Marine mammal bycatch
Inshore fisheries
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~ Status Quo (Sea Days)*
6,001
6,228
646
658
566
882
14,981

"E"Pﬁdm'@—prlorltlzatlon review.

-_—

FY14 Support under SBRM

Amendment (Sea Days)

13,058

475

0

0]

516]6)

882

14,981
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6.2. 1 Staiusie|tfe -J:.'
Wikhipgshe; A gency- fum‘t’s‘-

A
1) Ider ruy fleetspthaticonies OGNS flndinglrestrctionsy
IIEatC ns and expectations

'\.JJ.J J- ents of days to cover unfunded fleets

AL _) @ of ad hoc methods including sea day
“al eatlons proportional to last year's effort used to
> mh.ﬁ eet funding source, Agency, and Council needs.

" Consultation with Councils on proposed observer sea-
aday allocations.

|

|,|1

However, this Is similar to the previous process, which was
found deficient by the Court.
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Witrllr) Erle AefS)] ncy- funde

nifleet, derive' COMBINED MPC Ajusted days by
Jnﬁ‘e‘ e minimum pilot days from the COMBINED

o » T
S E ¢

2. r:epertlon shortfall
_ (f_ e/l F'ﬂays-_e— min pilot days) / (COMBINED MPC Adjusted days)

— ‘Eer each eret derive rescaled days
— __—-" (COMBINED MPC Adjusted days x proportion shortfall)

4. Derive prioritized days
(rescaled days + min pilot days)

19
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Djépqﬁefdays e Termlnology Used

s ERVplicale

5,255 60% non-SBRM-applicable

=

484 6% SBRM-applicable
274 3% non-SBRM-applicable
49 1% SBRM-applicable
276 3% SBRM-applicable
8,786 100%
— -‘Agen_cy funded days 3,257 37% Applicable for SBRM process
- Agem:y -funded days 5,529 63% Not applicable for SBRM process
Industry-funded days 3,606 Not applicable for SBRM process

20



2012

Min | Sea Days

Mesh Pilot | Pilot Needed

Row | Gear Type Region Group |RCRAB| SBM |[MONK| GFL | GFS |SKATE| DOG | FSB | TURS | days | Days | COMBINED
5 |Otter Trawl MA sm [3231(364| 0 |497 |545 | 397 | 325 | 513 [1,719| 160 30 3,231
6 |Otter Trawl MA lg [5551| 0 [164 (141 | O 107 | 333 | 173 |2,952| 266 27 5,551
7 |Otter Trawl NE sm 0 411 | 0 | 461|451 | 531 |1,151] 489 - 168 29 1,151
8 |Otter Trawl NE lg [3879| 0 |[568 | 76 | 280 | 261 | 229 | 788 - 415 35 3,879
17 |Otter Trawl, Haddock NE Ig 0 0 0 0 0 | 257 | 567 | O - 100 | 100 567
22 |Sink, Anchor, Drift Gillnet MA sm 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 172 | 40 13 172
23 |Sink, Anchor, Drift Gillnet MA Ig 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 172 43 13 172
24 |Sink, Anchor, Drift Gillnet MA xlg 0 0 70 0 0 83 0 0 |1,096] 61 15 1,096
26 |Sink, Anchor, Drift Gillnet NE lg 0 0 0 0 0 0 97 0 - 134 | 14 97
36 [Scallop Dredge MA all 0 0 [312| O 0 164 0 0 598 | 238 | 109 598
| 39 [Mid-water Paired & Single NE all 0 0 0 0 0 0 571 0 - 43 43 571
Pots and Traps, Lobster NE all 429 | 429 | 429 | 429 | 429 | 429 | 429 | 429 - 429 17 429

2012:- 55 fleets Agency-funded fleets 18,301

- Industry-funded fleets 2,289

o 46-Agency-funded fleets
o Orlndustry-funded fleets

Indicates “driving” species group for the fleet
Purple shade indicates Industry-funded fleets

Total 20,590

* Turtle sea days for gear type groups have been distributed across fleets
according to the percentage of days needed for each fish fleet.
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- 6.2.2 F oportional Example (full example glven In
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Total MPC Adjusted Proportion

Agency-funded fleets 3,257 2,032 0.12
2012 2012 2012 2012 2012 2012 Sea Days
2012 Sea Days Sea Days
Sea Days Sea Days Sea Days Industry- | Allocated for
L Sea Days Needed non-SBRM -
for Min Pilot Needed SBRM funded | April 2012 -
Needed COMBINED (Catch share,
Coverage COMBINED . PRIORITIZED Sea | March2013
Mesh COMBINED . MPC Adjusted . MMPA,
(MPC) MPC Adjusted (Proportional) . Days (Total)
Row | Gear Type Region Group Rescaled Discovery)
5 [Otter Trawl MA sm 30 3,231 3,201 381 411 411
6 |Oftter Trawl MA Ig 27 5,551 5,524 657 684 1,271 1,955
7 | Otter Trawl NE sm 29 1,151 1,122 134 163 163
8 |Oftter Trawl NE Ig 35 3,879 3,844 457 492 1,981 2,473
17 |Otter Trawl, Haddock Separator NE Ig 100 567 467 56 156 203 359
~ | 22 |Sink, Anchor, Drift Gillnet MA sm 13 172 159 19 32 32
23 |Sink, Anchor, Drift Gillnet MA Ig 13 172 159 19 32 32
~ | 24 |Sink, Anchor, Drift Gillnet MA xlg 15 1,096 1,081 129 144 287 431
| 26 [Sink, Anchor, Drift Gillnet NE Ig 14 97 83 10 24 640 664
| 36 [Scallop Dredge MA all 109 598 1,713 1,713
.| 39 |Mid-water Paired & Single Trawl NE all 43 571 528 63 106 106
Pots and Traps, Lobster NE all 17 429 412 49 66 66
MMPA coverage 274 274

Agency-funded fleets 1,225 18,301 17,076 2,032 3,257 5,529 8,786
Industry-funded fleets 783 2,289 3,606 3,606

12,392

Total 2,008 20,590

indicates Industry-funded fleets
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Witnie) tre \Jenr\: l (Q( fleets
1) WY “each fleet, list days in descending order
2) _)érj\j’% .,dlfferences pbetween days within fleet

3) R Ran the differences across fleets but
I« pectlng the sequence of differences within
.‘"“ﬂeets

_.-‘__—_.._.-

—— .—::_._--

4 j?educe sea days needed following the ranked
: - order until the cumulative reduction meets the
shortfall

23



I 1,51 p2 16 100 33 39 295
545

| 5 |otter Trawl MA sm | 3231 | 1,719 | 513 | 497 [ 397 | 364 [ 325 [ 30 | 545
RCRAB TURS GFS FSB GFL SKATE SBM DOG MPC
2 3 13
< 2,5§9X 2,61§X 160_D 9 23 34 80
[ 6 [otter Trawl MA lg [ 5551 [ 2952 ] 333 [ 173 | 164 [ 141 [ 107 [ 27 |
RCRAB TURS DOG FSB MONK GFL SKATE MPC
7
( 626) 42 28 10 40 382
[ 7 |otter Trawl NE sm | 1151 [ 531 | 489 | 461 | 451 [ 411 [ 29 |
DOG SKATE FSB GFL GFS SBM MPC
1 11 12
3,091 220 288 19 32 153 41
[ 8 [otter Traw NE lg [ 3879 ] 788 [ 568 | 280 | 261 | 229 | 76 | 35 |
RCRAB FSB MONK GFS SKATE DOG GFL MPC
10 16
( 316 X 157D
| 17 |otter Trawl, Haddock Separator _ NE lg | 567 | 257 | 100 |
DOG SKATE MPC
15 .
CD 1) Order days within fleets
[ 22 [sink, Anchor, Drift Gillnet MA sm | 172 | 13 | .
TURS  MPC (descending)
, i 2) Derive differences within fleets
| [ 23 [sink. Anchor, Drift Gillnet va__ g [ 172 T 18 | 3) Rank the differences across fleets
| TURS MPC . -
* 6 (but sequentially within fleets)
€101 13 55
[ 24 [sink, Anchor, Drift Gillnet MA Xxg [ 1006 [ 83 | 70 | 15 |
TURS SKATE MONK MPC
17
(; 83D H
| 26 |Sink,Anchor, Drift Gillnet NE Ig | 97 T 14 | 4) Reduce Sed days followmg the _
DOG . MPC ranked order until the cumulative Partial reduction
528> reduction equals the shortfall
| 39 [Mid-water Paired & Single Trawl __NE al | 571 | 43 |
DOG MPC
9
C 412D .
[ 48 [Pots and Traps, Lobster NE al | 429 | 17 | 6.2.3 Penu|t|mate Examp|e
Pilot  MPC




6.2.3 Penultimate Example (full example given in Appendix)

2012

2012 2012 Sea Days 2012 Sea Days
Sea Days Industry- | Allocated for
Sea Days on-SBRM .
Needed SBRM (Catch share funded | April 2012 -
PRIORITIZED |V "| Sea |March2013
Mesh |COMBINEL . MMPA,
(Penultimate) . Days (Total)
Row | Gear Type Region Group Discovery)
Otter Trawl MA sm 3,231 545 545
Otter Trawl MA Ig 5,551 173 1,271 1,444
Otter Trawl NE sm 1,151 531 531
Otter Trawl NE Ig 3,879 280 1,981 2,261
17 |Otter Trawl, Haddock Separator NE Ig 567 100 203 303
22 |Sink, Anchor, Drift Gillnet MA sm 172 13 13
23 [Sink, Anchor, Drift Gillnet MA Ig 172 13 13
24 [Sink, Anchor, Drift Gillnet MA xlg 1,096 83 287 370
_'_ 26 [Sink, Anchor, Drift Gillnet NE Ig 97 74 640 714
—— 36 |Scallop Dredge MA all 598 1,713 1,713
_:' = 39 |Mid-water Paired & Single Trawl NE all 571 43 43
— 48 |Pots and Traps, Lobster NE all 429 17 17
MMPA coverage 274 274
Agency-funded fleets 18,301 3,257 5,529 8,786
Industry-funded fleets 2,289 3,606 3,606
Total 20,590 12,392

Purple shade indicates Industry-funded fleets




MA OTTER TRAWL LARGE-MESH (ROW 6)

2.0
1'3: . 30% CV |
17 - —— RCRAB Days Needed for fleet
16 2 5,551
1.5 -
14 ——— MONK
1.3 o Days Prioritized to fleet
1o ——— SKATE Y
> 5,378 day difference 173
1.0 - s
O 0o $6.5 million dollars
Impact:
Red crab: 195% CV
Dogfish: 42% CV
Other FISH species groups:
""" <=30% CV
0.0 ' I ' : : : ,
0 2000 4000 6000 For TURS, see MA Trawl

Sea Days Need to acheive 30% CV

T T T T T T
1000 1500 2000 2500 3000
Number of Trips

10 20 30 40 50
Percentage of Trips based on previous year's activity



OT sm MA (Row 5)

30%CV
RCRAB
411 da\;s -- GFS
e FSB
GFL
545 days SKATE
SBM

OT Ig MA (Row 6)

2000 3000

Sea Days Need to achieve 30% CV

173 days = - S0%CvV
y 1,271 additional — RCRAB

non-SBRM sea days | ---- DOG

= FSB
684 da VS MONK

--- GFL

1000
Number of Trips

Sea Days Need to achieve 30% CV

10 20 30 40 50
Percentage of Trips on previous year's activity

2000
Number of Trips

20 30 40 50
Percentage of Trips on previous year's activity

green solid line indicates days prioritized via proportional approach;
blue dashed line indicates days prioritized via penultimate approach
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SBRIM emegt 9. 3 _"5"

DlibKitization. Process=Pant.3:.f Jﬂ" 0 .Belov
SoVErage @0 s
MPC | 3 *E ips per quarter, using average trip length

_sable discard estimate for all fleets
below MPC, some fleets would lose coverage

Minimum Pilot

‘l.
"I-

Wit @. ; b')_'

>
U
=
i.lFllr.II]tmlllt-h:IEk U‘,

T — .
- — —
___,_._ -_-
"ﬁ

) '1'7\33|gn coverage ad-hoc
—=5 -3‘2 Eliminate fleets w/ highest MPC days

- 6.3.3 Eliminate fleets w/ highest ratio of MPC to days
absent (Ad Hoc Committee preferred)

28
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ign Cove rag‘é“j&\d—hoc
—— J

Regional Administrator and Sciel ce Research Director prepare
PrEpeSal for Cou URCIls which cludes:
Detal L of the funding shortfall

'f Eﬁendatlons of which fleets receive coverage

__L_-mandates, management priorities, or data needs
__.-_r:-e' nsidered.

R

=

=3
—
- i

_— Councns would consider the proposal at a public meeting,
- and may recommend revisions or additional

= considerations.

"|' n
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- 6.3.2 Eliminate Highest MPC Example

(itlifexample given in Appendix)

Example |

2012

2012

2012 Sea Days Sea Days 2012 Sea Days
SeaDays | MPC Allocated for
o SBRM non-SBRM Industry- .
for Min Pilot| Rank April 2012 -
PRIORITIZED | (Catch share, | funded Sea
Coverage | (Desc) March 2013
Mesh (MPC) (SBRM <MPC _MMPA, Days (Total)
Row| Gear Type Region Group Option 1) Discovery)
1 [Longline MA all 67 4 67 67
8 |Otter Trawl NE Ig 35 10 35 1,981 2,016
15 |Otter Trawl, Ruhle NE Ig 59 6 59 37 96
17 |Otter Trawl, Haddock NE lg 100 2 0 203 203
18 |Shrimp Trawl MA all 120 1 0 0
~ | 25 |Sink, Anchor, Drift Gillnet NE sm 41 8 41 41
36 |Scallop Dredge MA  all 109 1,713 1,713
39 |Mid-water Paired & Single NE all 43 7 43 43
—| 45 [Pots and Traps, Hagfish NE all 74 3 0 0
50 |Pots and Traps, Crab NE all 67 4 67 67
53 |Dredge, Other MA all 41 8 41 41
MMPA coverage 274 274
Remaining Days 69
Agency-funded fleets 1,225 1,000 5,529 6,529
Industry-funded fleets 783 3,606 3,606

Total

10,135
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6:3.3 Eliminate Highest MPC to Days Absent Ratio

Example™(full example given in Appendix)’
Exa 0 e Vv

2012 2012 2012 Sea Days
Sea Days _ Sea Days Sea Days 2012 AIIocate_d
. TOTAL . Ratio non-SBRM |Industry-| for April
for.Mm VTR Ratio Rank SBRM (Catch funded 2012 -
Pilot (MPC/VTR) PRIORITIZED
Coverage DAYS (Desc) (SBRM < MPC share, Sea March
. Mesh (MPC) Option 2) .MMPA, Days 2013
Row | Gear Type Region Group Discovery) (Total)
13 +|Otter Trawl, Ruhle MA Ig 9 7 1.28571 2 0 0
14 + |Otter Trawl, Ruhle NE sm 27 25 1.08000 3 0 0
15 |Otter Trawl, Ruhle NE lg 59 389 0.15167 8 0 37 37
116 + |Otter Trawl, Haddock MA lg 8 12 0.66667 5 0 0
| 25 |[Sink, Anchor, Drift Gillnet NE sm 41 28 1.46429 1 0 0
| 36 [Scallop Dredge MA all 109 11,906 1,713 1,713
38 |Mid-water Paired & Single MA all 17 40 0.42500 6 0 0
44 |Pots and Traps, Hagfish MA all 3 3 1.00000 4 0 0
45 |Pots and Traps, Hagfish NE all 74 369 0.20054 7 0 0
49 |Pots and Traps, Crab MA all 12 83 0.14458 9 12 12
53 |Dredge, Other MA all 41 347 0.11816 10 41 41
MMPA coverage 274 274
Remaining Days 13
Agency-funded fleets 1,225 149,684 1,000 5,529 6,529
Industry-funded fleets 783 30,284 3,606 3,606
Total 2,008 179,968 10,135
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OIIMENT PErIoC ‘Was initially open from
g:emgg , 2013 through October 27, 2013

ﬁ:JJ.Jf" Reg/ster notice was published on
NOVEIT per 19, 2013, reopening the comment
— —peri ‘d through December 19, 2013
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e
-~ Implement electronlc video monitoring

o @ ______ —_—,
S approach w inimum percent
- - /allocation ’)r) - / P

ghdrAllecatio . 3

- | A Im rrzance. liter observer coverage
@ISENVErS A approach s g
A b

Standard

Specify a: SBRM Reguire periodic discard
Status quo [eview process [eports
(Option D = 3 yrs) (Option B'= Annual
Framewaorks and annual
adjustments; exclusive of
fishing modes

Framework Frameworks and

Dl adjustment  annual adjustments

— = ..=" ; s
= '6‘1~Egnd|ng trlgger Status quo Identify specific SERM fundin
- ] : Pro ortional enultimate
[ Reallocatlon Council consultation P RS ”‘” Izt
e o adjustment A,)r)ror,lam
6.3 Less than Minimum r———— Remove fleets with BREMOVENIEESIWItANIgH

Ad hoc prioritization

Pilot Coverage high MPC MPC 10 days ansent ratio

7.Industry-Funded OhSserver provider
Observer Programs approval

Shaded cells indicate the alternatives selected by the NEFMC Ad Hoc SBRM Committee on 1/1 6/20,%

Status quo

Framework provisions



34



	Standardized Bycatch Reporting Methodology (SBRM)�Omnibus FMP Amendment
	Presentation Overview
	Background for SBRM Amendment
	Court Rulings
	Court Rulings (cont’d)
	Purpose of SBRM Amendment
	Structure of SBRM Amendment
	Structure (cont’d)
	Slide Number 9
	SBRM Element 2
	SBRM Element 5
	SBRM Element 6�Prioritization Process 
	SBRM Element 6.1
	Slide Number 14
	Slide Number 15
	Slide Number 16
	SBRM Element 6.2
	6.2.1 Status quo
	6.2.2 Proportional Approach
	Slide Number 20
	Slide Number 21
	Slide Number 22
	6.2.3 Penultimate Approach
	Slide Number 24
	Slide Number 25
	Slide Number 26
	Slide Number 27
	SBRM Element 6.3
	Slide Number 29
	Slide Number 30
	Slide Number 31
	Review Public Comments
	Slide Number 33
	Questions?

