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Regulations, any commercial,
recreational, scientific, or educational
collection activities, including the
collection of Ursia furtiva, would
require a permit by the National Park
Service. Also, we have not identified
any threat to the species under the other
four listing factors reguiring regulatory
protection. Consequently, we do not
find that the lack of regulatory
mechanisms, other than the National
Park Service’s permit requirement,
constitutes an independent threat to the
species, We conclude that the U. furtiva
is not threatened by the inadequacy of
existing regulatory mechanisms now or
likely to become so.

Factor E. Other Natural or Manmade
Factors Affecting lis Continued
Existence

For a more detailed description of
how we consider the effects of climate
change as a component of our analyses
of species under the Act, please see
Factor A, Climate Change, above under
the Tamaulipan agapema. While it
appears reasonable to assume that
ciimate change will accur within Big
Bend National Park where the only
specimen of Ursia furtiva has been
documented, we lack sufficient
information to know specifically how
climate change will affect the species. In
addition, since we have no information
of the habitat required by this species,
we cannot make any predictions about
the effects of climate change on the
habitat. We have not identified, nor are
we aware of, any data on an appropriate
scale to evalnate habitat or population
trends for the species, or to make
predictions on future trends and
whether the species will actually be
impacted. Therefore, based on the best
available information, we conclude that
U. furtiva is not threatened by climate
change now or likely to become so.

Finding for the Ursia furtiva

As required by the Act, we considered
the five factors in assessing whether the
Ursia furtiva is endangered or
threatened throughout all of its range.
We examined the best scientific and
commercial information available
regarding the past, present, and future
threats faced by the U. furtiva. We
reviewed the petition, information
available in our files, and other
available published and unpublished
information, and we consulted with
recognized moth experts and State
agencies.

Based on our review of the best
available scientific and commercial
information pertaining to the five
factors, we found no information to
indicate that there are threats to the

species or ifs habitat, from any of the
five factors. This species is known from
only one documented specimen.
Therefore, we lack data about Ursia
furtiva’s habitat, current or historical
distributions, and susceptibility to
threats. Based on the very Limited
information about this species, we have
determined that U. furtive is not in
danger of extinction or likely to become
§0.

Significant Portion of the Range

Having determined that Ursia furtiva
is not in danger of extiontion or likely
to become so throughout its range, we
must next consider whether there are
any significant portions of the range
where the species is in danger of
extinclion or is likely to become
endangered in the foreseeable future.
Because the species is known from only
one documented spechmen, we lack
information about U. furtiva’s habitat,
current or historical distributions, and
susceptibility to threats. There is
nothing 1o suggest that threats are
disproportionately acting on any portion
of the species’ range such that the
species is at risk of extinction now or in
the foreseeable future. Therefore, we
find that listing the U. furtiva as an
endangered or threatened species is not
warranted throughout all or a significant
portion of its range.

Conclusion of 12-Month Finding

We find the Tamaulipan agapema,
Sphingicampa blanchardi, and Ursia
furtiva are not in danger of extinction
now, nor is any of these three species
likely to become so throughout all or a
significant portion of its range.
Therefore, Hsting any of these three
species as endangered or threatened
under the Act is not warranted at this
time, )

We request that you submit any new
information concerning the status of, or
threats to, the Taumalipan agapema or
Sphingicampa blanchardi to our Corpus
Christi Ecological Services Field Office
(see ADDRESSES) whenever it becomes
available. New information will help us
monitor the species and encourage its
conservation, If an emergency situation
develops for either the Taumalipan
agapema, S. blanchardi, or any other
species, we will act to provide
immediate protection.

Also, we reguest that you submit any
new information concerning the status
of, or threats to, Ursia furtiva to our
Austin Ecological Services Field Office
(see ADDRESSES) whenever it becomes
available. New information will help us
monitor U. furfiva and encourage its
conservation. If an emergency situation
develops for U. furtiva, or any other

species, we will act to provide
immediate protection.
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A complete list of references cited is
available on the Internel at hitp://
www.regulafions.gov and upon reguest
from the Austin and Corpus Christi
Ecological Services Field Offices (see
ADDRESSES}.
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The primary author of this notice is &
staff member of the Southwest Regional
Office.

Authority: The authority for this section.
is section 4 of the Endangered Species Act of
1973, as amended {16 U.5.C. 1531 ef seq.).

Dated: September 7, 2011.

Rowan W. Gould,

Acting Dirsctor, Fish and Wildlife Service.
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AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS], National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce,

ACTION: Proposed rule; request for
comments,

SUMMARY: This proposed action would
establish the 2012 harvest specifications
and management measures for certain
groundfish species taken in the U.S.
exclusive economic zone (EEZ) off the
coasts of Washington, Oregon, and
California consistent with the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act and
the Pacific Coast Groundfish Fishery
Management Plan (PCGFMP). This
action includes regulations to
implement Secretarial Amendment 1 to
the PCGFMP. Secretarial Amendment 1
contains the rebuilding plans for
overfished species and new reference
points for assessed flatfish species.
DATES: Comments must be received nu
later than 5 p.m., local time on
November 8, 2011.
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ADDRESSES: You may submit comments,
identified by NOAA-NMFS-2011-0207,
by any of the following methods:

» Electronic Submissions: Submit all
electronic public comments via the
Federal eRulemaking Portal at hitp.//
www. regtlations.gov.

s Fax:206-526-6736, Attn: Sarah
Williams.

¢ Mail: William W. Stelle, Jr.,
Regional Administrator, Northwest
Region, NMFS, 7600 Sand Point Way,
NE., Seattle, WA 981150070, Attn;
Sarah Williams.

Instructions: All comments received
are a part of the public record and will
generally be posted to hitp.//
www.regulutions. gov without change. |
All personal identifying information (for
example, name, address, etc.)
voluatarily submitted by the commenter
may be publicly accessible. Do not
submit confidential business
information, or otherwise sensitive or
protected information.

National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMFS) wiil accept anonymous
comments (enter N/A in the required
fields if you wish to remain
anonymaous). Attachments to electronic
comments will be accepted in Microsoft
Word, Excel, WordPerfect, or Adobe
PDF file formats only.

Information relevant to this proposed
ruke, which includes a final
environmental impact statement (FEIS),
a regulatory impact review (RIR), and an
initial regulatory flexibility analysis
{IRFA) is available for public review
during business hours at the office of
the Pacific Fishery Management Council
{Council), at 7700 NE Ambassador
Place, Portland, OR 97220, phone: 503—
820-2280. Copies of additional reports
referred to in this docuwment may also be
obtained from the Pacific Fishery
Management Council (Council).

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Sarah Williams, phone: 206--526-4646,
fax: 206-526-6736, or e-mail:
sarah.williams@noaa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Electronic Access

This rule is accessible via the Internet
at the Office of the Federal Register
Web site at hitp://www.access.gpo.gov/
su_docs/aces/aces140.himl. Background
information ar:d documents are
available at the NMFS Northwest Region
Web site at hitp://www.nwr.noaa.gov/
Groundfish-Halibut/Groundfish-Fishery-
Munagement/index.cfm and at the
Council’s Web site at http://
www.peouncil.org.

Background

Every other year, the Pacific Fishery
Management Council (Council) makes

recommendations to set biennial
allowable harvest levels for Pacific
Coast groundfish, and recommends
management measures for commercial
and recreational fisheries that are
designed to achieve those harvest levels.
Far the 20112012 biennium, the
Council recommended Amendment
16~5 to the PCGFMP and proposed
specifications and management
measures. Amendment 16-5 included
one new and seven revised rebuilding
plans, and new reference points for
assessed flatfish species. A Draft
Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)
was published in August 2010 that
analyzed the effects of Amendment
16-5 and the 2011-2012 groundfish
harvest specifications and management
measures. During the comment period
on the DEIS NMFS reviewed the DEIS
and the comments and concluded that
the analysis did not clearly explain the
alternatives in such a way that NMFS8
could choose among thern. Therefore
the Amendment was disapproved on
December 23, 2010.

Because management measures were
needed, NMFS published a final rule
establishing harvest specifications and
management measures for most species
(75 FR 27508, May 11, 2011), pursuant
to NFMS’ emergency authority under
section 305{c} of the Magnuson-Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management
Act (MSA), 16 U.5.C. 1301 et seq.
Accordingly, the provisions are effective
for a maximum of 366 days. For more
detail, see the “Comments and
Responses” section of the final rule, 76
FR 27509. The provisions implemented
pursuant to emergency authority
included the rebuilding plans and
corresponding harvest levels, new proxy
reference points for assessed flatfish
species, and the Overfishing Limits
(OFLs), Acceptable Biological Catches
{ABCs), and Annual Catch Limits
(ACLs} for assessed flatfish based on the
new reference points.

This action proposes to implement
specifications and management
measures previously in place through
the emergency rules discussed above.
The specifics associated with the
development and decision making
processes for this action can be found in
the proposed rule {75 FR 67§10,
November 3, 2010) and final rule (75 FR
27508, May 11, 2011,

Regulations Implemented Through
Secretarial Authority and Secretarial
FMP Amendment 1

Under MSA section 304(z) (18 U.S.C.
1854(c)), when the Secretary of
Commerce {the Secretary} disapproves
of & Council’s FMP amendment, the
Council may resubmit a revised

amendment. If the Council does not
submit a revised amendment, the
Secretary, acting through NMFS, is
authorized to prepare an amendment,
16 U.8.C. 1854(c}{1),

NMEFS disapproved of the Council's
FMP amendment, and in June 2011, the
Council decided not to resubmit a
revised amendment. NMFS therefore
proposes to implement Secretarial
Amendment 1 to the FMP pursuant to
section 304(c) of the MSA.

Secretarial Amendment 1 s a revised
version of Amendment 16-5. While a
Secretarial Amendment is rare, the
substance of this Amendment is routine
and implements provisions through
notice and comment rulemaking that
were previously created by emergency
action. Specifically, this action proposes
to update the reguiations at 50 CFR part
660 to establish new and revised
rebuilding plans, establish the 2012
harvest specifications consistent with
those rebuilding plans and new flatfish
proxies, and calculate the resulting
shorebased trawl allocations.

Secretarial Amendment 1 also
proposes to make some non-substantive
structaral changes to the PCGFMP by
moving the descriptions of rebuilding
plans and associated text to an
appendix. The appendix could be
updated without requiring an FMP
amendment, following notice and
cominent provisions as described in the
FMP. This change would ensure that the
rebuilding plans are easily accessible to
the Council, agency, and members of the
public. Currently, the PCGFMP allows
the updating of rebuilding parameters,
such as the target year to rebuild,
through regulatory amendments rather
than FMP amendments. However, the
exact provisions of the rebuilding plans
are frequently difficult to locate because

. they are imbedded in the rule's text and

in the main body of the FMP. By moving
text to an appendix, Secretarial
Amendment 1 would not change any
substantive rebuilding policies or
procedures described in the PCGFMP.
Rather, it would enhance the public’s
access to current rebuiiding plans; if a
rebuilding parameter or other element of
a rebuilding plan changes through the
biennial harvest specifications and
management process, the appendix
would be updated after the final rule is
in place without a separate FMP
amendment.

Regulations Implemented Through
Routine Rulemaking

In addition to the regulations
proposed to implement Secretarial
Amendment 1, this acticn proposes two
regulatory changes. First, this rule
proposes to correct the 2012 limited
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entry fixed gear sablefish tier limits. On
May 18, 2011, NMFS was notified by
the Executive Director of the Council
that there was a mistake in the
caleulation of the 2011 and 2012
sablefish cumulative limits during the
development of the 2011~2012 biennial
specifications and management
measures, The Executive Director
requested that NMFS correct the
sablefish cumulative limits for the
limited entry fixed gear primary fishery
as quickly as possible, because the 2011
primary fishery season opened on April
1, and some vessels are actively fishing
on their camulative limits. A previcus

_rule corrected the limits for 2011 (76 FR
34910, June 15, 2011), but no corection
was made for 2012, These limits were
incorrect in the 2611~2012 final rule,
and therefore this rule proposes to
vorrect these limits for 2012,

The limits proposed in this rule are
consistent with the analysis in the FEIS
on the 20112012 Harvest
Specifications and Management
Measures and the intent of the
previously published regulations
because the tier lmits corrected through
this rule are the result of a minor
calculation change and do not reflect a
policy or management shift in regards to
season structure, opening or closing
dates of the fishery or any other
managemen! measure,

Second, this rule proposes to update
the lingcod regulations and sllocation
tables for the Trawl Individual Quota
(T10Q} program at § 660,140, because of
a new geographical split for lingeod.
Lingcod is one of the Individual Fishing
Quota {IFQ) species that is allocated
through the TIQ program. NMFS
initially issued Chuota Share {QS) and
Quota Pounds (QP) for lingcod gn a
coastwide basis. For the 2011-2012

harvest specifications, the lingcod OFLs, .

ABCs and ACLs were split at 42° N, lat;
kowever, the trawl rationalization
regulations were not conformed to the
split. Therefore, this rule proposes to
conform the trawl rationalization
regulations to the split at 42° N. lat.
Current regulations at
660.140{c){3}{vii)(A)(2) state that,
following initial QS allocation, if a
species has a new geographical
subdivision QS holders will be issued
an amount of (S “for each newly
created area that is equivalent to the
amount they held for the area before it
was subdivided.” Consistent with this
provision, this rule proposes to update
the list of IFQ} species, the shorebased
traw] allocations, the shorebased IFQ
accumulation limits, update the
shorebased [FFQ) vessel acourmulation
limits, the IFQ) management areas, the
Pacific Coast treaty Indian fisheries

allocations and harvest guidelines, and
Table 2d (A1-Sea whiting fishery annual
set asides).

Classification

Pursuant to section 304(b)(1){A) of the
Magnuson-Stevens Act, the NMFS
Assistant Administrator has determined
that this proposed rule is consistent
with the Secretarial Amendment 1,
other provisions of the Magnuson-
Stevens Act, and other applicable law,
subject to further consideration after
public comment,

This proposed rule has been
determined to be not significant for
purposes of Executive Order 12866.

A DEIS and FEIS were prepared for
the 20112012 groundfish harvest
specifications and management
measures, which this action would
implement in part. The DEIS includes
an RIR and an IRFA; the FEIS includes
a FRFA. The Environmental Protection
Agency published a notice of
availability for the final EIS assoctated
with this action on March 11, 2011 (76
FR 13401). A copy of the DEIS and/or
FEIS is available online at hitp://
www.pcouncil.org/.

NMFS prepared an initial regulatory
flexibility analysis (IRFA) for this rule,
as required by section 603 of the RFA
(RFA}. The IRFA describes the
economic Impact this proposed rule, if
adopted, would have on small entities.
A description of the action, why it is
being considered, and the legal basis for
this action are contained at the
beginning of this section and in the
preambie. For the 2011-2012 biennium,
NMFS published a final rule that
established harvest specifications and
management measures for most species
(75 FR 27508, May 11, 2011). The IRFA
and the FRFA associated with the May
11, 2011 rule making (and with the DEIS
and FEIS) describe the sconomic
impacts of the measures being proposed
in this rule. The discussion below,
except for the update on recent trends
in the shorebased trawl fishery, repeats
the FRFA discussion found in the
preamble of the May 11, 2011 rule. A
copy of the IRFA is available from
NMFS {see ADDRESSES},

The following summary is based on
analyses discussed in Chapter 4 of the
FEIS and in the May 2011 FRFA.

NMFS considered five elternatives {o
the proposed action. A no action
alternative, the Council's final preferred
alternative, and three aliernatives which
were discussed as a “low”,
“intermediate” and ‘“high” options for
overfished species ACLs, The No Action
alternative would have retained the
status quo in the fishery prior to NMFS’
implementing the emergency rules, The

Council’s preferred alternative,
Alternative 3, was a mixture of “high”
and “intermediate” ACLs for overfished
species. It is discussed in detail below.
NMFS’ preferred alternative was &
slightly modified version of the
Council’s preferred alternative and only
varied in the ACL values for two
overfished species. The low,
intermediate, and high aliernatives
varied only in their ACLs for overfished
species. After adjusting each alternative
to have the same level of whiting
harvests, there are no differences
between the Council’s FPA and the
NMFS preferred alternative in terms of
ex-vessel revenues and recreational
trips.

The overall economic impact of

" NMFS' preferred alternative is that

many sectors are expected to achieve
social and economic benefits similar to
those under the current regulations, or
the No Action alternative. For both 2011
and 2012, the combined tota} annual ex-
vessel revenues associated with the
NMFS preferred alternative including
at-sea whiting, is expected to be about
$96 million, compared with the No-
Action level of $82 million. (Note that
ex-vessel revenues are just one indicator
of the commercial value of the fishery.
For example, they understate the
wholesale, export, and retail revenues
earned from the fishery. Data on these
other indicators is either incomplete or
unavailable.}

On a coastwide basis, excluding at-sea
whiting, commercial ex-vessel revenues
for the non-tribal and tribal groundfish
sectors are estimated to be
approximately $70 million per year
under NMFS' preferred alternative,
compared with approximately $68
million under No Action; and the _
number of recreational bottom fish trips
is estimated to be 646,000 under NMFS’
preferred alternative compared with
609,000 under No Action. However,
there are differences in the distribution
of ex-vessel revenue and angler trips on
a regional basis and on a secior-by-
sector basis. These changes are driven
by changes in the forecast abundance for
target species and overfished species.
The significant changes to major
commercial target species are associated
with Pacific whiting, Dover sole, petrale
sole and sablefish. Compared to the No-
Action Alternative, Pacific whiting
harvests are expected to increase by 50
percent and Dover sole by 25 percent,
while sablefish harvests are expected to
decrease by 10 percent and petrale sole
harvests by 23 percent. With the
exception of the Pacific whiting and
nearshore open access sectors, all other
non-iribal commercial fisheries sectors
are expected to receive lower Jevels of



Federal Register/Vol.

76, No. 187/ Tuesday, September 27,

2011/ Proposed Rules 59637

ex-vessel revenues than under No
Action. The limited entry fixed gear
sector shows the greatest projected
decline [~ 10 percent) in revenue as a
result of the sablefish ACL decrease.
The Pacific whiting fishery at-sea sector
(including tribal} revenues are expected
to increase by 51 percent and the
shoreside whiting trawl (excluding
tribal) revenues are expected to increase
by 33 percent. Ex-vessel revenues in
both the non-whiting traw] (excluding
tribal) and the tribal shoreside fisheries
{traw] and fixed, including whiting) are
expected to decrease by about 2 percent.
A variety of time/area closures
applicable to commercial vessels have
been implemented in recent years. The
most extensive of these are the Rockfish
Conservation Areas {RCAs}, which have
been in place since 2002 to prohibit
vessels from fishing in depths where
overfished groundfish species are more
abundant. Different RCA configurations
apply to the limited entry trawi sector
and the limited entry fixed gear and
open access sectors. In addition, the
depth ranges covered can vary by
latitudinal zone and time period. The
alternatives vary somewhat in terms of
the extent of RCAs. In addition to the
RCAs, two Cowcod Conservation Areas
(CCAs) have been in place since 1999 in
the Southern California Bight to reduce
bycatch of the overfished cowcod stock,
and velloweye conservation areas have
been established off the Washington
Coast to reduce bycatch of the
overfished yelloweye rockfish stock.
The NMFS preferred alternative for the
limited entry non-whiting trawl fleet
generates slightly lower ex-vessel
revenue on 4 coastwide basis when
compared to revenues under the current
regulations or No Action alternative.
This difference is primarily driven by a

decrease in the abundance of sablefigh - -

and petrale sole as opposed to changes
in status of constraining species, Area-
based management for the limited entry
non-whiting trawl fleet under the NMFS
preferred alternative will be comparable
to what was in place in 2009 and 2010—
the area north of Cape Alava,
Washington and shoreward of the trawl
RCA will remain closed in order to
protect overfished rockfish species.
Given the decreased amount of fishable
area in northern Washington since 2009,
fishery participants are expected to

- continue to experience higher costs due
to increases in fuel required to travel to
and fish at those deeper depths would
remain.

The fixed gear sablefish sector will
generate lower revenue under NMFS’
preferred alternative than No Action
because the sablefish ACL has
decreased. However, the fixed gear fleet

will have somewhat more area available
for fishing than under N¢ Action,
because fishing will be open at depths
deeper than 100 fn {183 m) notth of
40°10" north latitude, whereas under No
Action, depths between 100 fm (183 m)
and 125 fin (229 m) will only open on
days when the Pacific halibut fishery is
open. Fixed gear fisheries south of

36° N. latitude wiil see sablefish harvest
close to status quo levels, There are no
recommended changes to area
management relative to status quo.

Under NMFS® preferred alternative,
the nearshore groundfish fishery is
expected to have a moderate increase in
ex-vessel revenues compared with No
Action due to increased targeting
opportunities for black rockfish
(between 42° N. latitude and 40°10 N,
latitude) and cabezon south (South of
42° N. latitude). Fishing areas open to
the nearshore fleets will be roughly the
same as under No Action. Fishing
opportunity and econcmic impacts to
the nearshore groundfish sector are
largely driven by the need to protect
canary and especially yelloweye
rockfish.

Excluding whiting, the NMFS
preferred alternative is projscted to
decrease ex-vessel revenues by 3%,
thereby providing the west coast
economy with slightly lower ex-vessel
revenues than was generated by the
fishery under No Action. However,
effects on buyers and processors along
the coast will vary depending location.
In addition, NMFS' preferred alternative
attempts to take into account the desire
expressed by buyers and processors to
have a year-round groundfish fishery.
Individual quota managernent for trawl
fisheries should help accommodate this
preference; however, in practice, in the
absence of trip limits it is sormewhat
uncertain how trawl landings will be
distributed in time and space.

In terms of recreationaFangler effort,
the number of angler trips under NMFS’
preferred alternative is slightly higher
compared to No Action, but somewhat
less than in 2009. However, an increase
in angler effort under NMFS’ preferred
alternative occurs primarily in south
and central California, while northern
Washington shows a slight increase and
Oregon shows no change compared with
No Action. It is expected that under the
proposed 2011-2012 management
measures, tribal groundfish fisheries
will generate legs revenue and personal
income than under No Action due to a
reduction in sablefish harvest,

The 2011~2012 period will be the first
groundfish management cycle in which
the shoreside trawl sector fisheries will
be conducted under the Amendment 20

- trawl rationalization program, including

issuance and tracking of individual
fishing quotas {IFQ) for most trawl-
caught groundfish species. IFQ
management is designed to provide
opportanities for fisherman and
processors to maximize the value of
their fishery by creating incentives to
make the optimum use of available
target and bycatch species. Since all
trawl trips will be observed, catch of
constraining overfished species will be
monitored in real time, and individuals
will be held directly responsible for
“covering” all catch of groundfish
species with IFQ. Since using IFQ to
constrain catch of overfished species
represents a real cost in terms of money
and/or fishing opportunity, NMFS
expects that fishers will take special
care to avoid unnecessary catch of these
species,

At the same time there is uncertainty
about how individuals will be able to
manage the individual risk inherent in
a system based on personal
responsibility. This issue may present a
considerable challenge, especially to
small businesses that have access to
only a single Hmited entry trawl permit.
Exhausting all readily available supplies
of IFQY for a particularly constraining
species such as yelloweye may result in
the business being effectively shut down
for the remainder of the season. Party
for this reason it is expected that over
timne the number of vessels and permits
engaging in the limited entry trawl
fishery will decline as fishers strive to
consolidate available IFQ onto a smaller
number of vessels in order to reduce the
costs of harvesting the quotas. A smaller
number of active vessels will mean
reductions in the number of crew hired
and in expenditures made in local ports
for materials, equipment, supplies and
vessel maintenance. As such, while
wages and profits for those crew and
vessel owners that do remain in the
fishery should increase, the amount and
distribution of ex-vessel revenues and
comunity income will change in ways
that are not yet foreseeable, but probably
to the detriment of some businesses and
communities currently involved in the
groundfish trawl fishery.

Due to these types of countervailing
uncertainties, impacts on trawl fisheries
under the 20112012 management
measures used in this analysis were
estimated using a model designed to
project overfished species bycatch levels
under a status quo cwmulative trip Hmit
management regime. Likewise, the
model used to estimate community
income impacts was calibrated based on
recently estimated spending patterns for
regional vessels and processors. While
providing a useful starting point for
comparing gross-level effects under the
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alternatives, the true range of economic
impacts achievable under the
rationalized, IFQ-managed fishery may
reflect a considerable departure from
these estimates.

The above discussion indicates that
there were uncertainties in the
economic modeling because of the
irnplementation: of the IFQ} program. In
comparing 2011 to 2010 through June of
each year: Effort in terms of number of
trips has decreased by 50 percent; or in
terins of vessels has decreased by 30
percent. Average catch per vessel has
remained constant; however, average
revenue per vessel has increased 27
percent. Total landings have decreased
by 30 percent and total revenues have
decreased by 10 percent. The fish are
being processed by fewer buyers-—the
number of buyers has fallen from 41 t0
25 while the number of ports where fish
are processed has fallen from 18 to 15.
Average ex-vesse} price has increased
from $0.49/1b to $0.62/1b. One of the
major reasons for the increase in prices
is related to sablefish. Traw] sablefish
ex-vessel prices for January-June 2011
prices are up to an average of $2.41/1b.
versus $1.83/1b, last year based on
simple averages by port, for Jan—June.
These estimates are preliminary and it
is not clear if these trends will be
maintained as the fishery moves into the
summer and fall fisheries.

The IRFA analysis includes a
discussion of small businesses, This
rule will regulate businesses that
harvest groundfish. According to the
Small Business Administration, a small
commercial harvesting business is one
that has annual receipts under $4
milifon, and a small charter boat
business is vne that has annual receipts
under $7 million. The IRFA estimates
that implementation of NMFS preferred
alternative will affect about 2,600 small .
entities. These small entities are those
that are directly regulated by this
proposed rule that is being promulgated
to support implementation of NMFS'
preferred alternative. These entities are
agssocialed with those vessels that either
target groundfish or harvest groundfish
as bycatch. Consequently, these are the
vessels, other than catcher-processors,
that participate in the limited entry
portion of the fishery, the open access
fishery, the charter boat {leet, and the
tribal fleets. Catcher/processors also
operate in the Alaska pollock fishery,
and all are assoctated with larger
companies such as Trident and
American Seafoods. Therefore, it is
assumed that all catcher/processors are
“large” entities.

Best estimates of the limited entry
groundfish fleet are taken from the
NMFS Limited Entry Permits Office. As

of June 2010, there are 399 limited entry
permits, including 177 endorsed for
trawl (172 trawl only, 4 trawl and
longline, and 1 trawl and trap-pot); 199
endorsed for longline (191 longline
only, 4 longline and trap-pot, and 4
trawl and longline); and 32 endorsed for
trap-pot {27 trap-pot only, 4 longline
and trap-pot, and 1 trawl and trap-pot).
Of the longline and trap-pot permits,
164 are sablefish endorsed. Of these
endorsements 130 are “‘stacked” {e.g.
more than one permit registered to a
single vessel) on 50 vessels. Ten of the
limited entry trawl endorsed permits are
used or owned by catcher/processor
companies associated with the whiting
fishery. The remaining 389 entities are
assumed to be small businesses based
on a review of sector revenues and
average revenues per entity. The open
access or nearshore fleet, depending on
the year and level of participation, is
estimated to be about 1,300 {o 1,600
vessels, Again, these are assumed to be
“small entities.” The iribal fleet
includes about 53 vessels, and the
charter boat fleet includes 525 vessels
that are also assumed to be “small
entities.”

NMFS' preferred alternative
represenis efforts to address the
directions provided by the Ninth Circuit
Court of Appeals, which emphasizes the
need to rebuild stocks in as short a time
as possible, taking into account: (1) The
status and biclogy of the stocks; (2) the
needs of fishing communities; and (3)
interactions of depleted stocks within
the marine ecosystem. By taking into
account the "needs of fishing
communities,” NMFS simultaneously
takes into account the “needs of small
businesses,’” as fishing communities
rely on small businesses as a source of
economic activity and income. The FEIS
and RIR/IRFA include aralysis of a
range of alternatives that were
considered by the Council, including
analysis of the effects of setting
allowable harvest levels necessary lo
rebuild the seven groundfish species
that were previously declared
overfished. An eighth species, petrale
sole, was declared overfished in 2010
and this action includes a new
rebuilding plan for this species along
with the ACLs and management
measures consistent with the adopted
rebuilding plan. Associated rebuilding
analyses for all eight species estimate
the time to rebuild under various levels
of harvest.

The Council initially considered a
wider range of alternatives, but
ultimately rejected from further analysis
alternatives allowing harvest levels
higher than what is generally consistant
with current policies for rebuilding

overfished stocks and & “no fishing”
scenaric {F=0). Section 2.4 of the FEIS
describes six integrated alternatives
including No Action, the Council’s FPA,
the NMFS preferred alternative, and
three other alternatives (including the
Council’s Preliminary Preferred
Alternative, which is similar to the
Conencil’s FPA). NMFS finds that the
F=0 and Alternatives 1A, 1B, and 2,
while resulting in shorier rebuilding
times for most of the overfished species,
lead to projected major decreases in
commercial revenues and recreational
activity. Allowing toc many
communities to suffer commercial or
recreational losses greater than 10
percent fails to take into account the
needs of fishing communities.
Alternative 3, the Council FPA, and
NMFS’ preferred alternative all reduce
the impacts to communities to less than
10 percent, but they differ in their
impacts on rebuilding times.
Alternative 3 reduces rebuilding times
from status quo for many of the
overfished species, but does not reduce
the rebuilding time for yelloweye
rockfish, and results in only minor
reductions for cowcod and darkblotched
and rockfish. The Council’s FPA
improves upon Alternative 3 by
reducing the rebuilding time for
darkbliotched rockfish by two years
while maintaining Alternative 3’s small
positive increases in commercial
revenues and recreational activity. The
NMFS preferred alternative improves
over the Council FPA by further
reducing the rebuilding times of cowcod
and yelloweye by three years and ten
years, respectively, Comparison of the
action alternatives with the No Action
alternative allows an evaluation of the
economic implications to groundfish

-sectors, ports, and fishing communities;

and the interaction of depleted species
within the marine ecosystem of
reducing ACLs for overfished species to
rebuild stocks faster than they would
under the rebuilding strategies that
NMFS adopted and has modified
coasistent with new, scientific
information on the status and biology of
these stocks.

Alternative 20112012 groundfish
managerment measures are designed to
provide opportunities to harvest healthy
target species within the constraints of
alternative ACLs for overfished species.
The integrated aliernatives allow
estimation of target species catch under
the suite of ACLs for overfished species
both to demonsirate if target species
ACLs are projected to be exceeded, and
to estimate related socioeconomic
impacts.

The Council reviewed these analyses
and read and heard testimony from
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Council advisors, fishing industry
representatives, representatives from
non-governmental organizations, and
the general public before deciding the
Council's FPA in June 2010. The
Couneil’s final preferred management
measures are intended to stay within all
the final recommended barvest levels
for groundfish species decided by the
Council at their April and June 2010
meetings. NMFS reviewed these
analyses, read and heard testimony from
Council advisors, fishing industry
representatives, represenfatives from
non-governiental organizations, the
general public, and considered legal
obligations to comply with a court order
(NBDC v, Locke) before deciding NMFS’
preferred alternative in February 2011.
The NMFS preferred management
measures are intended to stay within all
the final recommended harvest levels
for groundfish species that were part of
the NMFS preferred alternative.

NMFS issued Biological Opinions
under the Endangered Species Act
{ESA) on August 10, 1890, November
28, 1991, August 28, 1992, September
27,1993, May 14, 1996, and December
15, 1999 pertaining to the effects of the
Pacific Coast groundfish PCGFMP
fisheries on Chinook salmon (Puget
Sound, Snake River spring/summer,
Snake River fall, upper Columbid River
spring, lower Columbia River, upper
Willamette River, Sacramento River
winter, Central Valley spring, California
coastal), coho salmon (Central California
coastal, southern Oregon/northern
California coastal}, chum salmeon {Hood
Canal summer, Columbia River),
sockeye salmon {Snake River, Ozette
Lake}, and steelhead (upper, middle and
lower Columbia River, Snake River
Basin, upper Willamette River, central
California coast, California Central
Valley, south/central California,
northern California, scuthern
California). These biological opinions
have concluded that implementation of
the PCGFMP for the Pacific Coast
groundfish fishery is not expected to
jeopardize the continued existence of
any endangered or threatened species
under the jurisdiction of NMFS, or
result in the destruction or adverse
moedification of critical habitat.

NMFS reinitiated a formal section 7
consultation under the ESA in 2005 for
both the Pacific whiting midwater trawl
fishery and the groundfish bottom rawl
fishery, The December 18, 1999,
Biological Opinion had defined an
11,000 Chinook incidental take
threshold for the Pacific whiting fishery.
During the 2005 Pacific whiting season,
the 11,000 fish Chinook incidental take
threshold was exceeded, triggering
reinitiation. Also in 2005, new data

from the West Coast Groundfish
Observer Program became available,
allowing NMFS to complete an analysis
of salmon take in the bottom trawl
fishery.

NMFS prepared a Supplemental
Biological Opinion dated March 11,
20086, which addressed salmon take in
both the Pacific whiting midwater trawl
and groundfish bottom trawl fisheries.
I its 2006 Supplemental Biological
Opinion, NMFS concluded that catch
rates of salmon in the 2005 whiting
fishery were consistent with
expectations considered during prior
consultations. Chinook bycatch has
averaged about 7,300 fish from 1991-
2005, and has only occasionally
exceeded the reinitiation trigger of
11,600 fish. From 2005-2010 the
average Chinook bycatch was 4,130 fish,
well below the average from 19912005,
The Chinook ESUs most likely affected
by the whiting fishery have generally
fmproved in status since the 1999
section 7 consultation. Although these
species remain at risk, as indicated by
their ESA listing, NMFS concluded that
the higher observed bycatch in 2005
does not require a reconsideration of its
prier “'no jeopardy™ conclusion with
respect to the fishery,

For the groundfish bottom traw]
fishery, NMFS concluded that
incidental take in the groundfish
fisheries is within the overall limits
articulated in the Incidental Take
Statement of the 1999 Biological
Opinion, The groundfish bottom trawl
limit from that opinion was 9,000 fish
annually. NMFS will continue 1o
monitor and collect data to analyze take
levels. NMFS also reaffirmed its prior
determination that implementation of
the Groundfish PCGFMP is not likely to
jeopardize the continued existence of
any of the affected ESUs.

Lower Columbia River coho {70 FR
37160, June 28, 2005} and Oregon

. Coastal coho (73 FR 7818, February 11,

2008} were recently relisted as
threatened under the ESA. The 1999
biological opinion concluded that the
bycatch of salmonids in the Pacific
whiting fishery were almost entirely
Chinook salmon, with little or no
bycatch of coho, chum, sockeye, and
steelhead.

The Scuthern Distinct Population
Segment {DP8S) of green sturgeon was
listed as threatened under the ESA (71
FR 17757, April 7, 2006). The southern
DPS of Pacific eulachon was listed as
threatened on March 18, 2010, under
the ESA (75 FR 13012). NMFES has
reinitiated consultation on the fishery,
including impacts on green sturgeon,
eulachon, marine mammmals, and turtles.

Alfter reviewing the available
information, NMFS has concluded that,
consistent with sections 7{a)(2) and 7{d}
of the ESA, this action would not
jeopardize any listed species, would not
adversely modify any designated critical
habitat, and would not result in any
irreversible or irretrisvable commitment
of resources that would have the effect
of foreclosing the formulation or
implementation of any reasonable and
prudent alternative measures.

Pursuant to Executive Order 13175,
this proposed rule was developed after
meaningful consultation and .
collaboration with tribal officials from
the area covered by the PCGFMP, Under
the Magnuson-Stevens Act at 16 U.S.C.
1852(b)(5), one of the voting members of
the Pacific Council must be a :
representative of an Indian tribe with
federally recognized fishing rights from
the area of the Council’s jurisdiction. In
addition, regulations implementing the
PCGFMP establish a procedure by
which the tribes with treaty fishing
rights in the area covered by the
POGFMP request new allocations or
regulations specific to the tribes, in
writing, before the first of the two
meetings at which the Council considers
groundfish management measures. The
regulations at 50 CFR 660.324(d) further
state “the Secretary will develop tribal
allocations and regulations under this
paragraph in consultation with the
affected tribe(s) and, insofar as possible,
with tribal consensus.”

List of Subjects in 50 CFR Part 660

Fisheries, Fishing, and Indian
fisheries.

Dated: September 20, 2011,
Samuel B. Rauch I, :
Deputy Assistant Administrator for
Regulatory Programs, Nutional Marine
Fisheries Service.

For the reasons set out in the
preamble, 50 CFR part 660 is proposed
te be amended as follows:

PART 6680—FISHERIES OFF WEST
COAST STATES

1. The anthority citation for part 660
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 16 U.5.C. 1801 et seq., 16 U.5.C.
773 ef seq., and 16 U.8.C, 7001 et seq.

2. Revise § 660.40 to read as follows:

§660.40 Overfished species rebuilding
plans,

For each overfished groundfish stock
with an approved rebuilding plan, this
section contains the standards to be
used o establish annual or biennial
ACLs, specifically the target date for
rebuilding the stock to its MSY level
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and the harvest control rule to be used
to rebuild the stock. The harvest control
rule is expressed as a “Spawning
Potential Ratio” or “SPR” harvest rate,

(&) Bocaccio. Bocaccio south of 40°10°
N. latitude was declared overfished in
1999, The target year for rebuilding the
bocaecio stock south of 40°10° N.
latitude to Busy is 2022. The harvest
control rule to be used fo rebuild the
southern bocaccio stock is an annual
SPR harvest rate of 77.7 percent.

{b) Canary rockfish. Canary rockfish
was declared overfished in 2000. The
target year for rebuilding the canary
rockfish stock to Bmsy is 2027, The
harvest control rule to be used to
rebuild the canary rockfish stock is an
annual SPR harvest rate of 88.7 percent,

{c} Cowecod. Coweod was declared
overfished in 2000, The target year for
rebuiiding the cowcod stock south of
40°10" N. latitude to Busy is 2068. The
harvest conirol rule o be used to
rebuild the cowcod stock is an annual
SPR harvest rate of 82.7 percent.

(d) Darkblotched rockfish.
Darkblotched rockfish was declared
overfished in 2000, The target year for
rebuilding the darkblotched rockfish
stock to Busy is 2025, The harvest
control rule to be used to rebmild the
darkblotched rockfish stock is an annual
SPR harvest rate of 64.9 percent.

(e} Pacific Ocean Perch (POP). POP
was declared overfished in 1998, The
target year for rebuilding the POP stock
to Busy 1s 2020, The harvest control rule
to be used to rebuild the POP stock is
an annual SPR harvest rate of 86.4
percent.

{f} Petrale Sole. Petrale sole was
declared overfished in 2010. The target
year for rebuilding the petrale sole stock
to Bumsy is 2016. The harvest control rule
is the 25-5 default adjustment, which
corresponds to an annual SPR harvest
rate of 32.4 percent in 2012.

(g) Widow rockfish, Widow rockfish
was declared overfished in 2001. The
target year for rebuilding the widow
rockfish stock to Bugy is 2010. The
harvest control rule is a constant catch

of 600 mt, which corresponds to an
annual SPR harvest rate of 91.3 percent
in 2012,

{h) Yelloweye rockfish. Yelloweye
rockfish was declared overfished in
2002. The target year for rebuilding the -
yelloweye rockfish stock to Buysy is
2074. The harvest control rule to be
used to rebuiid the yelloweye rockiish
stock is an annual SPR harvest rate of
76.0 percent.

3. Revise §660.50(f)(3) to read as
follows:

* * * *® &

(ﬂ * k ok

(1} EE A

{2} EIE

{3) Lingcod taken in the treaty
fisheries are subject to an overall
expected total lingcod catch of 250 mi,
which is attributable to the stock north
of 42° N. latitude.

4. Tables 2a, 2b, and 2d to Part 660,
Subpart C are amended to read as
follows:

BILLING CODE 5001-06-P



Federal Register/Vol. 76, No. 187/ Tuesday, September 27, 2011/Proposed Rules 59641

Table 2a. To Part €60, Subpert C - 201Z, and beyond, Specificatioms of OFL, ARC, 3L,
ACT and Pighéry Harvest guidelinss{weights ip metrie tons).

Soecien Bres ORL- 3 To ASTL &/ 20T Pizhary HE
ROUNDPESH: _ : 3 ‘ : ‘ b
Lingood T Nof 42° W, iak. b/ %,25% a.251% 2,483 )
T 8 of 42° M. lat. of 2,897 2,164 2,164
Pacific Cod 8F ) Coaatwids: 3,200 2,222 4 800]
pacific Whiting e/ Cotgtwide &/ 2/ el i 2/,
Salblefish o ¥ of 36" ¥, lav. £/ . . - B34 See Tanls 2o
DS S : 8,623 ¥, 247
9 of 26" B. lat. g/ : 1258 1284
Cabepon, 467167 vo4¥Y N, lab., nf 54 ag 48 4B
T ) & of 42° H. 1at. 17 178 168, 188 168
FLATFISH: } i P 3
Dover sole 3F Coastwide 44,826 42,843 25,000 EERE
Bnglioh, séie kf ) Constwide 10, 428 1073180 10,450 ] 10,050
Penyale sols if o Comstwide 1,279 L, 222 14,1808 1994.6
Arzowtooth flounder. n/ ) Coastwide 14, 460 12,045 12,049 ) 2,970
Staiyey Flowndar nf j Coastwide 1,813 1,817 1o 360 ) © - 1;383
Othar flattfiah of Coastwide. 10,148} 7., 044 4, 8841 &, 686
ROCKFLSH; ; . Sy
Pacifis Oppan Pemch p/ Mool 40°L00 W.olag. %, 007 9632 183 A7 1441
Shortbelly qf Coastwide 6,850 5,789 50 L44
Widow v/ ) “Coastwide 4, 923) 4,705 ET 539,13
Canary s/ Ceaptuide e 584 107 G
Chilipeppar g of 4010 X, lab, 1,872 1,788 1,788 L, TEE
Bovacecio wf & of 4O°L0* W. lat. 732 o8 e 250, 6
Bplivhogg. v/ S of 40714 K. lat. L, G610 1,538 1,538 %530
Yoliowsall w/ N of 40°10* N, :lat, 4,573 4,371 4,371 3,872
Shortsping tThoynyhead x/ o3 Of”?‘.‘l?"??* W lag, 2,458 2,288 1, 588 . :,51;
. 8§ of 3427 R, lak, 401 358
Longaping ,thqamg‘zzeadj y,f W ool 34727F W, lat. 5, 483 P 3-_,0§41 2.022
8 of B6°27¢ W, lat. 366 263
cowand 2/ & of 40°10* ¥. lat. 13 A4 5 ) 2.7
Davkblotchad aa/ Coastwide 487 £78 298 RTT. T
vl lowaye: bby Caastwilde 48 467 17 1.1
cailfornis Scorpionfish cef 8. of 34922 N. ifat, 132 185 1 124
B1gol T ¥ oef astke) W, lat.. dd/ 438 435 435 401
' : 5 of 48416’ W. lat. eell 1,169 1,347 1,0001 14000
Minoy Hockfish North ££/ Coaahwids © 3,820 3,414 2,227 2, 1EE
ThE B 5] ] TEH
BOGE 400360 B, dan. T 157 FREYT) S5E _ 925
1,507 14357 1,160 ) 1,082
h Cuastwide: 4,281 LR 2,384 ) 2, a0
Nearmhara o 1,545 Bant EXT18 i EE
ERelf & of 40710 W, Iaf. 2,243 e FEL ) 741,
. Siopa ' 504 Baz §28 j 555
SERRES/SKRTES/RATELSH/ MORIR! : ;
Lorgnose $keve hhs Coagbwide 3,508 N YE L, 849 Epy- 1)
Otlay fish %) R Coagtyide T 13,180 i 7742 5, 575 5,875
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&/ ACGLs and HGs are specifiéd as total catch values. Fishery harvést
guideline {HG} medns tlé harvest guideline ¢r gquéta after -subtiracting from
the ACL O ACT any allocation for the Pacific Coast treaty Indian tribes;
piojeeted research catch, deducticng foi' fishing mdrtality in non-droundfish
Tiskeries, @#¢ hetéssdry, and set-ggides for EFPE.

b/ Lingcod north (Oregon and Washlngtcn; & new linggod stock asséssment was
prepared in 2009. The. lzngcod north biomass was: estimatéd to be at 62 percent
of its unfished biomass in 2009, The FL. of 2, 251 nt was calculated uslng an:
Ekg-proxy'oﬁ gy The ABC of 2, 151 ne was based on a 4 peércent re&uctlon from
the O?L {G=0. BGfP* 0.48) as 1&‘8 & category L species. Begause the stock is
above Bagy caasthde, the ACL ig set egual to the ABC. ACL is Ffurther reduced
for the Tribal fighery (250 wmt), ,1nc1denta1 OpEn BCCess flshery'(lﬁ mt} and
research catch (5 mt), vesulting in a fishery HG of 1,880 mt.

¢/ Dingded south (California). & new lLingrod stock -agsessmént was prepared in
2009.. The lingcod south bibmdss was estimated to be at. 74 percent of its
unfighed biomass in 2009. The OFL of 2,597 mt wids calculated using an Fauey
proxy of Fue. The ABC of 2,164 mt was based On- a 17 pereent redubtion from the
OFL: (=0.72/P*¥=0.40) as it's a category 2 species. Because the stock is above.
Bapy coastwide, the ACL is det egual to the ABC. An indidental open access set-
agide of 7 wt is deducted from the ACL, resulting in a Eishery HE of 2,187
mE

d/ Pacific Cod. The 3,200 mt OFL is based on the waximun level of higtoric
landings. The ABC of 2,222 mt is a 31 percent reduction from the OFL
{O0=L.44/B%=0.40) ag it'g & category 3 speties. The 1,600 mi ACL is the OFL
reduced by 50 percent as a precaltionary adjustment. A set-aside of 400 wt ig
dedurted from the ACL for the. Tribal fishery, resulting in a fishery HE of
1,200 mt.

e/ Pacific whiting. A range of ACLs were considered in the EIS (96,968 mt-
290,903 mt} . & new. stock assessment will be prepared prior to final adoption
of the Pacific whiting specifications.

£/ Sableflsh Ticrth. A coastwide sablefigh stock assessment was prepared in
2007. The coastwide sableflsh ‘biomags was estimated to be at 38.3 percent of
its unfished bicmass in 2&07_ The coastwide OFL of 8,623 mt was based on the
2007 stock asgessment with a Fyy proxy of Fum. The ABC of 8,242 mh is & 4
perceht reductisn: frbom the OFL {0=0.36/P*=0.45) &8 it’s & category 1 sSpetied.
The 4010 hatvest policy was applied to the ABC to derivé the coastwide ACL
and then the ACL was apportioned north and south of 36° N. lat, using the.
avexage of annual swept area blomass (2003- 2008} from the NMFS NWFSC trawl
survey, between the northern and scuthern areas with 68 percent going to the
srea norbth of 36° W. lat. and 32 p@rcent ‘going to the area south of 36° ¥,
lat. The northern portion of the ACL is 5,347 mt and is reduced by 535 mt for
the tribal allocation {10 percent of the ACL north of 36% W. lat.) The 535 mt
tribal allotation ig reduced by 1.5 percent to account for discard mortality.
Detailed sablefish allocations are ghowm in Table 2c.

g/ Sablefish South. That portion of the coastwide ACL (32 percent)
apportionsd to the area south of 36 N. lat. is 2,816 mt. An additional 50
pekreent reduction for uncerteinty was made, resulting in an ACL of 1,258 mt.
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A Bet-asidé of 34 nt is deducted from ‘the ACL for EFP catch (26 wmg), the
incidental d&pen acdéess fishery (6 mt) and reseaich catch {2 wt), resulting in
& Lighery HG of 1,224 mt. :

h/ Cabezon (Oregon). A new cabezon stock assessment was prepared in 2009. The
cabezon biomass in Oregon wag estlmated to be at 51 percent of its unflsh@d
Liomass in 2009, The OFL. of 50 wmt was caleulated using an. Fuey Proxy Of  Fiss.
The ABC oFf 48 mt was based,on a4 pergent reduction from the CFL

{(6=0.36/P%*=0. 45y as it’s a cabegory 1 .species. Because the stock .is above Basn.
coasthda, the ACL is set egual to the: ABC. No set- asides were removed so the
fishery HE is also agqual to. ‘the ACL at 48 mt. Cabezon in waters of ¥ Oregon
were: removed from the “other Fish” complex, while cabazon of Washington will
continue to be managed within the “other fisgh#* complex.

i/ Cabézon (California) - A new tabezdhn stocdk aggsesshent was prepared in
2009. Thée c¢abezon south biomass was estimiteéd to be at 48 'perc’emt of its
unfished biomags in 2009. The OFL of 178 mt was calculated using an Fusy PTOXY
&f Pise. The ABC of 188 mt was baseﬁ on a 4 percdent veducticn from ths OFL
{o=0:36/P*=0.45) ag it's a dategory 1 sgpecies. Because the stock is above Baos:
coastwide, the AUL is 58t equal to the ARG, No set-asides were removed so the'
flshery HE iz also-égual to the. ACL akt 168 mt.

i/ Dover scle. A 2005 Dover gole assessment estimated the stock to be at 63
percent of its unﬁished bmomass in 2005. The OFL .of 44,826 mt is based on the
results of the 2005 stock agseasment. with an Fue proxy of E}%, The ﬁBC of.
42,843 wb 18 .a 4 percent reduction from the OFL (6=0.36/P*=0.45)as it's a
gategory 1 species. Becaise thé stogk 1% above Basy Coastwide, the ACL could be
et dgual te the ARC. However, the ACL of 125,000 mt is #&t st & level below
the ABC and higher than the maxiwum historical landed catch A set- as;&@ of
1,590 mt is deducted £from the ACL for the Tribal ﬁlshaxy (1,497 mt), the
incidental open access flshery {55 mt) and research cateh (38 wt), resulting
in a fishery HG of 23,4190 mt.

k/ English sole. A stock assebsment update was prepared in 2007 based on the
fuill assessment in 2005. The ‘etock was estimated to be at 116 percent of its
unfished bilomass  in 2007, The OFL of 10,620 mt is baged on the resilts of the
20607 adgassment update with an Py proxy of Fsaps Thé ABC of 20,150 mt is a9
percent xeductlon from the OFL {G~G 36/9*—0 45) as it's a category i specieg.
Because the stock is above Biiy, the ACL was set equal to the ABC: A set-aside:
of 100 mt is dedueted from‘the AO& ﬁor the Trzbal flshery (91 mt}, th@
1ncm&ental open access flshery (4 mt) and xeseamch catch {5 mt), resultlng in
& Fighery HG of. 10 050: mt..

1/ Petrale sdle. A petitaly pole gtock assessment wag prépared for 2009, In
2009 the petrale sgole ghock was. estdmated to be at 12 percent. of its unfighed
blomass ooastw1d@, resultmng 1n: the stock belng declared as overflshed The
OFL of 1 279 mt' ds based on the 2009 assagsment, w1th & Fygy Fﬁw PEOEY . ?he Aaﬁn
of 1,222 wt. i5 a 4 perceit rédliciion £fom the.OFL.(ﬁuﬁ.EQKE*MDhQS)aS it's.a.
dategory 1 qpeczes - Thé 1,160 wt ACL {8 represents An SPR harvest rate of

32.4 percent. A set-aside of 65 mt is deducted frow the ACL for the Trlbal
fishery (45.4 mt), the incidental opén. dccegs fishery (1 wmt}, EFP cateh (2
mel and regedrch canch (17 wmt), resulting in a‘fishery BG-of 1,094.8 mt.

m/ Arvrowtooth flounder. The. gtock was last assessed in 2007 and was estim&ted'
to be at 79 percent of its unf;sbad bmamass in 2007: The OFL of 14,460 wt is
based on thé 2607 assessment with & Fgﬁ Fym proxy. The BBC 6f 12,029 wme is a

17 percent reductlon from the OFL (6~0 ?ZIP*uO id)as. it's . a category 2
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speciés. Because theé. stock 18 abovie Bues, Cthe ACL ds set equal to the ARG, A
set-agide of 2,078 mt is deducted from the ACL for the Tribal. fishéry (2,041
mt), the incidental open access fishéry (30 mt), and Yesearch catch (7 me),
raéultlng ih a fishedy HG oF 9,971 nt.

i/ Starry Floundér, The stock was assessed for the . flrst Lime in 2008 and. waE:
gstimaced to be above 46 percent of its unflshaﬂ piomass in 2005. For 2012

rhe coastwmde OFL. of 1,813 nit- is based,on the 2005 assessment wzth a Foer proxy
of Fwﬁ. The ABC of 1,311 mt is a 17 percent reduction from the OFL

{o=0. ?2/?* g. 40)as 1t's & category 2 species, Because the stock is above BWQ,
the ACL could have ‘been ‘set equal to the ABC. As a. (precautionary measure, the;
ACL of. 1,360 mt, is a 25 pergent reductlon irom the OFL, which is a 10

nercent raductlon from the ABC. AKS@t"aS1de of 7 mt is deéuctaé from the ACL
for the Trxibal fishery (2 mt) and the incidental open access fishery {5 mb),
resulting in a fishery HE of 1,353 mt.

o/ “Other flatfish” are the unassessed. Fratfish spooiés thalt do not hive
individual OFLS/AEC/ACLS and include. butter sele, curlfin. sole, flathesad
sole; Pagific sand daky, rex sole, rouk sole, ard sand sole.  The other
fiatflsh OFL of 10,1486 mt is based-on the summad coptribution of the OFLs
dgtermgnﬁd_fqr tha,componeﬁt ghocks. The Aﬁﬂ.ﬁﬁ 7,044 mE ig a 31 percent
veduction From the OFL (G=1.44/P*%=0.40) ag all gpedies in this complex Hre
catefory ¥ species.. The AUL-of 4,584 nb if equivdlent to £he 3010 OY, bdécabse
thérébeVQ.bé&ﬁ&nc.significant-ehangeszin the gtatus oy mandagement of stocks
within Ehe comples. A geb~asidé of 198 wmb is dedueted from the ACL £537 thHe
Tribal fishery {60 mu), the ircidental open access fishery (125 mt), and
réEfesrch catenl (13 atd, resulting in a.fiShéry HE of 4,586 mE.

p/ POP. A POP stock asséssment update was prepared: in 2009; based on the 2003
£u11 assessment, and: the stock was estimated o be -at 29 percent oF 1ts
unfighed blomass in 2009. The OFL of 1,007 wt for the Vancouver and Columbla
aress i based on the 2009 stock assedsment update with ap: Fugy Fusy prcxy ‘The.
ABE of 962 mE ig a4 percent reduction from the. OFL (o=0. 36/P*a0. 48)Yas it's. a.
category 1 species. The ACL of 183 mt is based on a rebuilding plan with &
target year: o rebuild of 2020 and an 8PR harvest rate of 86.4 percent . An
ACT of 157 wb is bexng astablished to addxess MRnEgement: uncertamnty and;
ingreéase. the llkelmhood that total -catel remaing within Lhe ACL. A peb- ~agide
of 12.9 it i dedueted from the ACT for the Tribal fighery (10,92 mt), the
1n01deﬁta1 opeli access flshery (0.3 mt), BFP catch (0.1 mg) and research
gated (1.8 mt) y resultlng i a flshery HG of 1ad4.1 mt.

Th@ spawn;ng stack bxcmass wE. shoxtbelly roakxlsh Was, esﬁlmated at &7 percmnt
of its unfished blomass im 2005. The QFL of &, 950 mi was recommended for the
gbaék An 2012 with &9 ABC of 5,789 mt {6=0.72 with a P* of 0.40). The 50 mE
ACL is slightly highér than recent landings, but mocH lower than previous OYs
in récognition of the stock’s importance as a forage specied in the
California Current ecosystem..A set-aside of 1 mt is dedudtsd Ffrom the ACH
for research catch, resuliting in a fishery HG of 49 mt.

r/ Widow rockfish, The stock was aséessed in 2009 and was estlmated te be at
39 percent 6f its unfzshed biomass in 2009. The OFL of 2,923 wt is Based on.
the 2009 stock assessment with an Fugy, Fuey Proxy. The ABC of 4,705 mt is & 4
percent reduction from the OFL (0=0.35/P*=0.45)a8 it'g a cabegory 1 species.
A constant catch of 600 mt, which corresponds to an SPR harvest rate of 1.3
percent in 2012, will be used to rebuild conszstent with the rebuilding plan
and s target vear to rebuild of 2010. A set- agide of £0.9 mt is deducted From
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the ACL for the Tribal fishery (45 wmit), the ideddental vpen access fishery
(3.3 mb}, EFP catch {11 @) and iegdedreh catch {1.6 mt), resulting in a
fishery HE of 339.1 mt.

s/ Canary rockflsh A canary rGCkflSh stock aﬁsessm&nt update as completed
be HY 23 7 percent of ats unf;sn@ﬁ blomass coasthde in 2009 The CO&Ethde
OFL of 622 mt-is based on the new assesSmemt with a Frgy proxy of Fgﬁ. The ABC
of 594 mt ds 3 ¢ percent reduction from the OFL {o=0. 36}9* 0. és}as ibte a
category 1. species. The ACL of 107 mt is based on & rebuxldxng plan thh &
target year:to rebuild of 2427 and. a 9PE harvest rate of B88.% percent A set-
aside of 20 mt is deducted from the ACL for: the Tribal flshery {9.5 mt), the
1nczdepta1 open aAceess flsh@ry {2 mt), EFP catoh (1 3 mt) and research catch
(7.2 mt), resulting in a flshexy HE of 87 mt. Recreational HGs are being
specified as follows. Washington recreatlonal 2 mt; Oxegon racraatlonal )
mt; and Caleornma recreational 14.5 mt.

£/ Chzllpepper rockﬁ¢sh The coastwide: chxlapepper stock was assesgsed 1n 2007
and estimated to be at 71 percent of its unfished biomass coasthde in 2096.
Given that: chilipepper rockfish are predominantly @ southern species, ‘the
stock is managed with stock specxflc harvest specxfmcatxons south of 40“10 N,
lat. and within minor shelf . rockfish north of 40°10 W. lat. South of 40°1G H.
1at., the OFL oﬁ 1,872 mt is based.on the 2007 assessment with an Bay proxy: of
Hssp. The AEC of 1,78% mt 15 a & percent reduction from the OFL

{o=0. 36/P%=0.45) as it's & gakegory 1 spepiles. Bacduss the Diowdss ig
estimated to be above 40 pelcent 'of the unfished bilomass, the ACL wag ‘get
equal to the ABC. The ACL is reduced by the incidental open access fighexy {5
mt), and résearch catch (9 mt), resulting in .a fishery HG of 1,774 wt.

u/ Bocaceio. A bocaccio stock assessment was prepared in 2009 fiom Cape
Mendocine to Cape Blands {43° N, 1at }. Bocaccic rockfish are. managed with
stock- spac1f1c harvest specxfmcatxcns south of 40910 M, Tat. and within winor
shelf rockfish north of 40010 W. lat. The bocaccic stock was estimated to be
at 28 percent of ité unfished biokass in 2002, The OFL of 732 wmz is based on
tha new Stodk azgddsment with an Fygy Proxy of Fiepw The ABC of 700 mt i -a 4
pergent reduction from the OFL (G=0. 36/P*~0 45)as it’s a category 1 species.
The 274 wt ACL is based on a rebumldlng plan w1th & target year Lo rebulld of
2822 and a PR harvast rate of 77 7 pereent . A Set &Sldﬁ of 14 4 mk im
daductad ﬁxcm the ACL for ‘the 1ncldenta1 open. access flahery {07 mt), BFE
catch {11 wt) abnd regearch cateh (1. 7 mt), reaulting in a fishery HEG of 260.6
it

v/ Splmtnose rockﬁxsh A new coastw1de assessm@nt was pregared 1n 2009 that
Spl;tnase ln th& noxth ls managed under the mlnor slop@ rockf;sh complex and
in th@.south {south of 40°107 N, lak, }, with species- spacaflc harvest:
specxﬁmcatxons The 610 mE OFL - south of 40°10 & lakt. is based on tha 20@9
aszessment. with an Fﬁw proxy of Fa. The: ABC of 1,538 mt 48 a 4 percent
reduction from the ORL (0=0. 36/P*=0.45) as itis, & cateddiy 1 species. Because
the unfished biomass is eatimated t¢ be ‘above 40 ‘percent of the unfishéad.
blomass, the ACL 'is set egual to the ABC, A gebtr agide wf 7 mt ig deducted
from the ACL for reseaich catch, resulting in a. fmshery BG of 1,531 nt,

w/ Yellowtail rockflsh A yellowtail roékfish. stock assessment was 1ast
prepared in. 2005 for the Vanoouver, Columbla, Eureka areas. Yellowtaill
rockfish was estimated to be abt 55 pervent of its unfished bionass. in 2005.
The OFL of 4,572 wnt 48 Daged on the 2005 stdck asSeddment with bhe F. Proxy
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of Fipp. The ABC of 4,371 mt i8 & 4 peréent reduction £rém the OFL
(G=0.36/P*=0.45) as it's a category 1 species. The ACL was. seL equal to the
KBC because the stock is above: B A set-aside of 499 wmh is- daduct@d from
the ACL for the Tribal figheéry {49@ mt), the 1ncxdental open access fishery
(3 ‘wt) , EFP catch {2 mwt) and ressarvch catch {4 m&}, resulbing in & fishery HG
of 3,8?2 mi.

%/ Shortspine thornyhead., A coagtwide stock assessment was conducted in 2005
and the steck was estimated to be at 63 percent of its unfished lemaSS in
2005. A coastwide OFL of 2,358 mt ie based on: the 2005 stock assessment with
a i Fuey Droxy. The coastwide BBC of 2,254 mt is a 4 percent reductlon from
thi OFL (0=0.36/B*=0.45}) ag it's & cacegory 1 speclesd. Feor' the portion of the
stork that is north of 34°27' N. lat., the ACL is 1,556 mt, 66 percent of the
coastwide OFL. A set-~dvide of 45 wt is deducted from the ACL for the Tribal
fizhery (38 mt), the incidéental open access fishery (2 wt), and research
gagch {5 mt), resulting in a fishery HE of 1,511 mt for the area north of
34“27' . Iat. For that partlom of the stock south.of north of 34727 N lat.
the ACH Ea 401 mt: which ig 34 perecent. of the coastwide OFL for the portion of
ﬁha bxomass faund south of 34527 N. lat reduced by 50 percent as a
precautionary’ ad;ustmeﬁt A,set ~zgide of 42 nit is deducted from the ACE for
the dngidental opern access flshery {41, mi) . ‘and. research catch (1 mt),
rasultmng in a fishery HG of 359 mt for the, area soutl of 34° 27' . lat, The
sum of the northeyn and southern area ACLs (1,957 mt) is & 13 perdent
reduction frow the coastw;de ABC,

¥/ Tongspine thornyhead. A codstwide stock assessment, was conducted in. 2008
and the stock was éstimated to ba at 71 percent of its unfished biomass in
2005. A coagstwide OFL of 3,483 mt: is based on. the 2005 stock assessmént thh
a me Fugy proxy. The ABC of Ze 902 mt is & 17 percent redugticu from the DFT
{6=0. 72/ P¥F=6..40) ag it's & category 2 SpeC1es Foy the portzon of the stock:
that is dorth of 34°27" N. lat., the ACL is 2,084 mk, dnd ig 79 percent fal 4
the coastwide OFL- fox'the-bibmaSS in that aread. A get-dside of 4% mk is
dedueted from the! ACL for the: Tribhal fishery (39 wt), the incidental opeén
décess fighery (1 mbtj, and résearch cabtch (13 mbt), resulting il & fighery HG
of 2,020 wi. For that portion of the Stockisbﬁthsbf 387270 W. lat. the AL is
366 mt. and igv 2% percent of the coastwide OFL reduced by 50 percent as: &
precaubionary’ adjustment. A ser-aside of 3 mt is -deducted from the ACL for
the incidencal open sccess fishery (2 mt), and research .catdh (T me),
resulting if a fishery G of 363 mt. The sum of the noruhern and ‘gouthdrn
area ACLs (2,430 mb) is a 16 percent reduction from the coastwide ABC,

z/l Cowddd, b stock dssedsiient update was prepared in 2009 and the stock was
éstimated to be 5 percent bounded between 4 and 21 pércent of its unfished
biowdss -in 2009, 'The OFbLs for the MNotferey and Concepfion aress vers summsd
o dérive the douth of 40910 N. lat. OFL of 13 mt. Thé ABC for the area south
GF 40°10¢ W, lab. is 10 mbt. The sbsessed porticn of the stock in the
Conception Area was considered category 2, withi a Concepticn Arsa
contribution to the ABC of 5 wt, which is a 17 peftent reduction from the OFL
{&=0:72/P%=0.35) . The unassessed. portion of the stock in the Monterrey arsa
wag congideted a category 3 stock, with a contribution ¥6. the ABC of & mb;
which is a 29 percent reduction from the OFL (0=1.44/P*=0.40). A single ACL
of 3 mb lﬁ being =set for both aresas combined. The ACL of 3 mt. is Based on g
rebulldxng plan with a target yearn to rebuild of 2068 and an SPR rate of B2.7
percent; The amount anticipated to be taken. during regesrch activity is 0.1
wt and the amount expectad to ke taken during EFP activity is 0.2 mt, which
resultg in a Eighery HG of 2.7 mt,
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aa/ Darkblotched rockfish. A stock agsessment upddte was prepared in 2009,
bzged cn the 2007 full assesshent, and the stoek wad esbindted Lo be at 27.%8
percent of irs unfished biomass in 2009, The OFL 4& préjected to be 497 my
and is basged on the 2002 stock desessnent with an Fuey proxy of Fsor. The BRC OF
475 mt ig a 4 pexcant rediction fro the OFL (0=0.36/P%=0.45)as itfs a
wategory 1 specxes4 The ACL of 286 mt iy based oh & rebulldlng plan with &
target yesdr to rebuild of 2025 and an ‘SPR harvest rate of 64.%9 percant -y
set-agide of 18.7 ut. is dedudted fron the ACL £ér the Tribal Fishery {0.1
mt), the incidéntal oper acoéss Lishery (15 Bt), BFP catdh (1.5} 203 research
catch {2.1 wt), vesulting in 4 fishery HG of 277.3 de. '

bb/ Yel loweye zockflsh, Tha stock waa aasessed.lm 2009 and was estlmated to
was dexlved fram tha base mm&el 1n,the new stack assessment w;th an &%y praxy
of Fm@ ?ha AB¢ af 46 mk. ig. a 4. percent reductlon fxom the OFL

{G=0. 36/9* =0, 45Fas it's ‘a category 1 gpeciés, The 17 @it ACL ig based on a
rebuilding plan with & target yeay to rebuild of 2074 and an SPR. harvest rate
OF 76 percent. A seb-aside of 5.9 mt is d@ductad from the ACL foy the Tribal
fighery . (2.3 m), the 1ncldantal ‘opEn sccess fm&hery (0.2 mt)‘ BFE catch - (0 1
mt} and research catch (3.3 i) resylting in a ﬁlshery HG of 11 1 mt,
Recreational HGs :are. be1ng established as follows: Washlngton recreatlonal

o Gregon recraatlonal 2.4 mty and Ca§1forn1a xecxeammonal 301w

dof Caltifornia Scorpionfish solth wis dssedsed in 2005 and was egtindtsd bo
be at 80 percent of its unfighed biomags in 2005. Thé OFL of 132 mt 18 based
on the new dgsessment with & Barvest. véte progy of me The ABC &F 126 mE ig a
4 perc&nt reduetlon fram.the OFL (GMQ 36/?* =1 45) as it+s & category EN
species. Beca_ée the stock is above Bips, the ACL is set equax to the ABC A
gset-aside of 2 wt is d@duated from the ACL For the 1n01deﬂtal qpen access
fishery, resulting in a fishery HG of 124 nmt.

dd/ Black ‘rockfish north (Washington). & stock assessment was prepared in
2007 for black dockfish north of 45°B5'N. lat.{Cape Falcon, Ofégony. The
Biomdes in this area was sstimited to be at 53 percent of its unfiskisd
biomass in 2007, The. OFL from fhe adéessced s¥sa e Yaved oh the 2007
assessment with @ ba¥vest wale Prody of Fyy The résulting OFL for: the dres
north of 46°16 N. lat. {the Washipgton/Oregon Bordser) is 435 @, which ig 97
percent of the OFL firlom the.afsessed area.. The ABC-of 4185 wt for the area
noxth of 46°167 N, lat. % @ 4 pepcent reduction from the OFL

{6=0,36/P*= 5¥:aSkitﬂs‘éicate' By 1 dpedies. The ACL Wag get egual to the
ABHE, since tha desck: 18 above qu ‘A set-dsids of 14 #h Fof the Tiival. fishery
restlts in a ‘fishery HG of 401 W

se/ Black rockfish south (Oregon and Californial. & 2007 stock assessment was:
prepaked for black rockfish stuch ¢f 45°B6Y N. 1&€. (Capé Faldon, Oregon} to
the southein Timit of the stockfs Sisteribution in Ceéritral Californid. Thé
bicwass in tHe south wam SFtimsted. to be at 74 percent gf dts uafighed:
biomass in 2007. The OFL frowm the assessed arésa is Hubéd on the 2067
assassnsnt with a harvest rata proxy of Fuy, Three pereent . GF ‘tHe ‘OFL. £¥oi the
stodk desessment preparedKfor black xookEish north oFf 458°567 N, 1at. 1g added
to the OFL from the astessed ares south of 45°567 » The xesultlng OFL For
the areées douth of 4693167 M. lat. is 1,169 mE. The ARC &F 1,107 miy for the
south ie a 4 p@rcent reductmon from the OFL {0=0,36/P*=0. 45) as It's o
category 1 species. The ACL was set at 1, 000 ey wl _'1s a. constant catch
strategy desmgﬂe‘?to keep the stock blomass above ng The black xockf,sh ATy
in the area south of 46916°¢ W laz is subdivided with separate HGs being
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st for the avea north of 42% :N. lat. (580 wt/58 percent) and: for the dres
south of 42°% N. Iat. (420 mt/42 peréent).

££/ Minor rockFfish north is conprised of three minor rockfish sub-pomplexas:
nearshore, shelf, and slope. The OFL of 3,820 wt is the sum of OFLs for
nesrshonre (116 mt}; ghelf {2 187 mt) and slope {1 50? wt) north sub-
complexes Each sub-complex COFL is the sum of the (Fls of the component
species Wlthln ‘the compl&x The: ABCs for the mino rockflsh complexes and
sub- complexes are based on & sigma value of C. 36 for category 1 stocks:
(8plitnose and chilipepper rockﬁlsh} g7 ﬁor category 2 stodks
(gresenstriped rockfigh and blue rockfish i Callfornla) and 1.44 for. category
3 stocks (all others) with a P* of 0.45. The resulting minor Fockfish north
ABG, which is the summed contribution of the ABCs £Or thé cbntributing
species in sach sub-complex {nearshore, shelf, and slope) is 3,414 mt. The
ACL of 2,227 wmt for the complex is the sum of the shb-compleéx’ ACLE. Thée sub-
compléx ACLS are the sum 6f the component stdck ACLS, which are less than or
agual td the ABC contribution #f esdh component stock. There are no gat-
asides for the nearshore sub-complex, thus the fishery B is eqial to the
ACL, whick isg 9% nit. The set-#side for the shelf gub-comples is 43 mb -
Trxibal fishery (9 mt}, the incidental open access fishéxry (26 mt), EFP catch
(4 mt) and research wvatch (4 mb), resululng in a shelf fishery HG of 925 mb.
The set-aside. for the slope sub-complex is 68 me - Tribal fishery {36 wt},
the incidental open aceess fishery (1% mt), EFP catch {2) and research catch
(11 mt), resulting in .a slope fishery HG of 1,092 mt.

ggf Minor réckfish south is comprised of thige minor rotkfish stb-tomplexes:
nesrshore, shelf, and slope. The OFL of 4,491 mbt is the sulm of OFbs for
nearshore (1,145 m), shelf {2,243 mt) and sldpe (903 mb) south sub-
complexes ., Bach sub-conplek OFL i the sum 5L the OFLE of the: component
gpécies within the cowplex. The ARCs for the mirnor bockfish complexes and
sib~romplexes. are based on & gigma value of (.28 for category 1 stocks:
{gopher rockflsh noreh of Point Conception, blackgill), 0.72 for catggory 2
stocks. {blue rookfish in the assessed areéa, gregnstriped rockfish, and bank
rockflsh] and 1.44 for category 3 stocks {gll othsrs) with a P* of §.45, The
resulting minor rockfish south ABC which is the summed contribution of the
ABCs for the contributing speczes in each sub-complex, is 3,712 mt. The ACL
of 2,341 mt for the complex is the sum of the sub_complgx ACLs. The sub~
complex ACLS are the sum of the component stock ACLs, which are less than or
equal to the ABC contribution of each component stock. There are no sat-
asides for the nearshore sub-complex, thus the fishery HG is equal to the
ACTL, whlch is 990 wt. The set-asides for the shalf sub‘complex is 13 mbk for
the incidental open acaess fishery (9 mt), EFP catch (2 mty and research
catch {2 mt); resulting in & shelf fishery HG of 70l mt. The set-asides for
the slope sub-complex is 27 ut for the incidental copen access: fishery (17
me) , EFP cabteh (2 mt) and resesarch catch (8 mbt}, resulting in a slope fishery
HG of 599 mb.

hh/ Longacse skate. A gtock assessment update was prepared in 2007 and the
stock was estimated to be at 66 percent of its unfished bilomass. The OFL of
3,008 wt is baped on the 2007 stock assessment with an Fuy proxy of ¥u.. The
ABC b 2,873 m:t is a 4 percent reduction from the OFL (0=0.36/P*=0.45) as
it*s a category 1L sp&cx@a The ACL of 1,349 is the 2010 OY and représents a
50 pervent increage in the average 2004-2008 cdatch mortality (landings and
diseard mortality). The set-asides for longnose skate is 129 mi for the
tribal fishery (56 wt), incidental open accéss Fishery (65 wh), and ressarch
catch (8 mt), résulting in a fishery HS of 1,320 mt.
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i/ “Other Pigh’ ddntding 8511 undssessed groundfish FMP gpecies that are
neither rockfish {(family Scorpdénidae)l nor flatfish. Thess spéciés indlude
big skate, California skate, lebpard shark, goupfin shark, spiny dogfish,
finescdld codling, Pacific ratfail, ratfish, cabezon off Washington, and kelp
greenling. The OFL Of 11,150 mt ds the 2010 MSY harvest level minus the 50 mt
gontribution mads for cabezon off Obegon, which dis a newly assgssed stock to
ke maﬂage& with stodk- specmfic specificationg. The ABC of 7,742 mt is a 31
percent reduction frdm the OFL {G=1. 44/P*=0.40} as all of the stocks in the
rothel figh complex ars aaﬁagory 3 ‘species. The ACL of 5,575 mt .is equal to
the 2010 0¥, minus bhalf of the BFL contribution for Cabszon off of Orsgon {25
mi) . Thie Eishery HE is égual to the ACL.
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Table 2bi To Part 660, Subpart € - 2012, and beyond,
(Weights in Metric Tons)

Speoies Group.

Allocationg by Species oF

ALiotatiody
'spec.i:n_e 5: Teawl B brawl
righery Ho % He v e

Lingacd
TReE AR W, e 1,880 45% agg BEg[ 1,034

£1.0F a2 H. Xax, 2,187 45%] 573 554 LTS
Pacitic abd 1,200 EETSS 1,546 £l 54
Paoifiy whiting #oo Table Za- 1O0%] See Table. da 0% i
Sabiefisn
WSRO Tae Sow Tabie 2¢ OF CML& SWOpart

§ oF 76 W, 1EEL L, %34] %] 54| 5] L
PLATPISH:
Doversole! T I a2, e 5% 5, LT
nglish sole 16,080 BEY 9,548 57 EQ3
Pebtrale sole af 1,0894.6 1,080 35
Arrowtocth floundsr g E71) 5% 5,472 3 429
Svaify Plounder 1,253 BO% 877 50% £7%
Otvher flatfish 4,688 5G% 4,217 10% 469
ROCEFTSH: _
Pacifiy Qoean Perch 144L1 85 LYY 5% Fl
Widowoe/ 535.3] oI i A
Canary af 87 34.8 258,
lchiYipeppey. - 5 of 40°1¢ N.. Lat. 1,714 5% 1,332 25% ELE
Bogsonio ~ & of 4C0°10-N. Lat. af 260.6 [£4 1BRLE
[Splitriose -~ & of §0°10 . Lat. 1; 531 95% 1,454 8% k&
velloweail ~ N of 40%10 N, Lat., X872 8% 3,407 7% 455
Shortspine thornyhead: "

Kool 34vEY WL lab. 1,513 BhY 3,438 55 76

5 of 3demTr R, imt, 389 14 20y
Longspine tharnyhead: ) : ) .

¥ of 34°27) N. Zag. 2. 020] i) 3,918 5% 101
Covidod' - 8 of 40°30 %, Lat. a/ i Y 1.8 X
Darkiblovrched ¢/ ‘ 297 .3 5% . 26k 5% 14
Yalloweye &/ 13,71 9.4 ] A
Mindr Rockfish Worth

shelf sf BISI 60.20% 557| 39.80% 358

sioge. ' 5,092 a1% 8885 8% 267
Minor Rogkfish South ) ]

snelf af | o1]  12.2% BEL 87.8% . 61B
. Siape. 555 Py 7 7% 555
ARARKS/ SEATES /RETPF ISR /MORIDS /CRENADTERS/KELY GRESRLING
[Longnese Skate &y 0 7 T T L2207 9sy] 2,153 53] 81

a2/ Allocaticons were decided through the bisnnial specificacion process.

B/ The Pop trayl allocation is further &iviﬁe@ with 12.6 mt for the
shorebased IFg fishery, 7.2 mt for the motherghip fishery, and 10.2 wt for
the catcher/pracessor fishery.

o/ The canary rockfish trawl allocation is further divided with 6.2 mt for
the shorsbaged IFQ fishsry, 3.6 mt for the mothership fishery, and 5.0 mt for
the catcher/processor fishery,

g/ The dazkblotched zockfish trawl sllccation is Ffurther divided with 10.35 mt
for the shorebased IFQ fighery, 6.0 wt for the mothership fishery., and 8.5 mt
fox the catcher/processor fighery.

g/ The widow rockfish trawl allocavion is furthey divided with 107.imt for
the shorebased I¥Q fishery, 61.2 st for the Mothership Fishery, and 86.7 wt
for the catcher/processor fishery. '

% k F k&
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Table 2d. To Part 660, Subpart ¢ — At-Sea Whiting Fishery Annual

Set-Asides; 2012 and beyond.

Bpecies or Speciss Complex Set~aside (mt)

Lingcod N of 42°

Lingcod S of 42°

N2

Pacific Cod

Pacific Whiting

Allocation #

Sablefish N. of 36

50

Sablefigh 8. of 36°

NA

PACIFIC OCEAN PERCH

Allocation ¥

WIDOW 'ROCKFISH

Allocarion *

ﬁhilipegper S; ¢f 40510

NA

Splitnese 8. of 40910

N&

Yellowtail N. of 40910

300
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Shortspine Thornvhead N. of
34°271 20
Shortspine Thorayvhead 8. of
NA

F4C27Y
Longspine Thornyhead N. of
34°27" 5
TIongspine Thornvhead S. of

L NA
34027
DARKBLOTCHED Bllocation
Mirior Slopée RF N. -
Minocr Slope RF S. NE
Dover SBcle 5
English Sole c
Petrale Scle ~ coastwide 5
Arrowtooth Flounder 10
Starry Floundex 5
Other Flatfish 20
CANARY ROCKFISH Allccation *
BOCACCIO A
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COWCD A,
YELLOWEYE 5.
Black Rockfish NA
Blue RGCKEdsh (CA) A
MinGy' Nearshove RE N. W
Minor Nearshore RE . NA
Minor Shelf RF N. iz
‘MinoY Shelf RF S. YA
California scorpiontish -
Cabezon (off CA only) WA
Other Fish 520
‘Longnose Skate 15
Pacific Halibut 10 ¥

2/ See Tablé 2.b., to Subpart

whiting allocations for these species.

b/ As stated in § 660.55(m},

£, for the at-ses

the Pagific -

hatibut det-dsidé ts 107 M, to dcobmmbdaie

bycateh inothe at-ses Paedific whiking
fisheries and in the showsbased trawl sector
south of 409107 N lak. {estimated Yo Pe
approximately 5 ab each).

BILLING CODE $001-06-C

5. In § 660.140 revise paragraph (¢)(1),
(€)(2), (@)D}, (d)4)(}C), and
(£)(4){i) to read as follows:

§660.140 Shorebased IFQ Program.,

* * * * *

[c)* = *

(1} IF(} species. IF(} species are those
groundfish species and Pacific halibut
in the exclusive economic zone or
adjacent state waters off Washington,
Oregon and California, under the
jurisdiction of the Pacific Fishery
Management Council, for which QS and
IBQ will be issued. Groupings and area
subdivisions for IFQ} species are those

groupings and area subdivisions for
which ACLs or ACT's are specified in
the Tables 1a through 2d, subpart C, and
those for which there is an area-specific
precautionary harvest policy. The lists
of individual groundfish species
included in the minor shelf complex
north of 40°10° N, lat., minor shelf
complex south of 40°10° N. lat., minor
siope complex north 40°10° N. lat.,
minor slope complex south of 40°10° N.
lat., and in the other flatfish complex
are specified under the definition of
“groundfish” at §660.11. The following
are the IFQ species:

IFQ SPECIES

Roundfish

Lingcod N of 42°
Lingcod 8 of 42°
Pagcific cod

Pacific whiting
Sablefish N. of 36°
Sablefish S. of 36°

Flatiish

Daover sole

Engish sole
Petrale sole
Arrowtooth flounder
Starry flounder
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IFQ SPECIES—Continued

IFQ SPeCIES—Continued

Other flatfish stock cormplex
Pacific halibut (IBQ) N. of 40°10

Rockfish

Pacific ocean perch N, of 40°10°
Widow rockfish '

Canary rockfish

Chilipepper rockfish S. of 40°10°
Bocaccio S of 40°10°

Splitnose rockfish 8. of 40°1¢
Yellowtail rockfish N. of 40°10°
Shortspine thornyhead N. of 34°27"
Shortspineg thoryhead S, of 34°27

Cowcod S, of 40°18°
Darkblotched rockfish
Yelioweye rockfish

Minor shelf rockfish complex N. of 40°10
Minor shelf rockfish complex S. of 40°10°
Minor slope rockfish complex N. of 40*1¢/
Minor slope rockfish complex S. of 40°10°

(2} IFQ Management areas. A vessel
participating in the Shorebased 1F(}
Program may not fish in more than one
IFQ management area during a trip. IFQ
management areas are as follows:

(i) Between the US/Canada border and

(ii} Between 42°N. lat. and 40°10° N,
la{[.i‘ii] Between 40°10" N, lat. and 36° N.
latf{v] Between 36°N. lat. and 34°27' N.
lat[."r) Between 34°27' N. lat. and the

Us/Mexico border.
(d] LI
(1) L
(ii] % k%

(D} For the 2012 trawl fishery, NMFS
will issue QP based on the following

l.ongspine thomyhead N, of 34°27 42°N. lat., shorebased traw] allocations:
FQ Species Managerment area Sgﬁgigﬁsoid{;%‘m
LINGEOU e e e e North of 427 Mot e 840.00
LINGCOU 1o et South 0F 42° N. lat e 970,65
PACIIC GO0 oottt cen ettt rseamessencnrees | foiimeesaess st st e aese s re e et et s e et e e e s s et e e era e et en et e e g e ae g st es et erens 1,135,00
PAcific WHIING oot | ottt et e p et e e s et bt b b e TBD
Sablefish ..... North of 36° M. Iat ... 2,467.00
Sablefish ... South of 36° N. lal ... 514.08
DOVET SOIB oot e iee st | aeeeerees s e 22,234.50
ERQlsh 018 ooeviiriiiiie e et e sannens | eeees 9,542.50
PEITEIE SOIB oo beme | oo rece e e n e e e b e bt n e s e nrne 1,054.60
ArroWIOOE FIOUNTRY .ot | i b e e re et e e e e 8,462.45
Starry flounder .......... 671.50
OLher ISR oo e ettt evrs s e res e trescnssneee | ervversresrannes e sraaereer et 4,197.40
Pacific Ccean perch . North of 40°10' N. ¢ 119.50
Widow roCKESh oot | e e 342.62
Canary roCKASH ..o reerr e esnent | verreste et raeenes 26.60
Chilipepper roCKASh ..o South of 40°10" N. lat ... 1,331.25
BocacCio rockish ... South of 40°10" N. lat ... 80.00
Splithose rockfish ..... South of 40°10" N. lat ... 1,454.45
Yellowtall rockfish e North of 40°10' N, Iat ... 3,107.36
Shortspine thormyhead ... North of 34°27° N. lat ... 1,415.45
Shortspine thormyhead ... South of 34°27" N. lat ... 50.00
Longspine themyhead ... North of 34°27" N. lat ... 1,814.00
COWEOT it e e e South of 40°10° N fat e 1.80
Darkblotched rockiish ..o | e 248.94
Yelioweye rockfish .............. 0.60
Minor sheif rockiish complex . North of 40°10" No Jat s 522.00
Minor shelf rockfish complex ... South of 40°10” N. fat 86.00
Minor stope rockfish complex ... L North of 407107 N Jad oo 829.52
Minor siope rockfish complex ... | S0Uth 0F 40°107 NL (8L e 37737
or o r QS and BQ QS and 18Q
(4y% * # Species category controf fimit Species category control limit
)+ * * (in percent) : {in percent)
{C) The Shorebased IFQ program Widow rockfish .... 5%  Shelf species .. 5.0
accumulation limits are as follows: Carnary rockfish 44  Slope species ... . 5.0
Chilipepper rockfish S, of Minor rockfish complex s, of
Qs and IBQ A0°T0" s 10.0 40°10"
SBpecies category control limit Bocaccic 8. of 40°10" ........... 18.2 Shelf species ...c.ceennnins 9.0
(in percent)  Splitnose rockfish S. of Slope species . 6.0
40°107 . 10.0  Dover sofe ......... 2.8
Nor-whiting QFOUﬂdeSh spe- Yeliowtail rockfish N. of English sole 5.0
cies . 27 4010 50 Potrale sole oo 3.0
ngcod——wN ‘of 42° 25  Shortspine thornyhead: Arrowtooth flounder ............ 10.0
Lingcod—3. of 42° . 25 N, of 34°27 6.0 Starry flounder ..o 10.0
Pacific cod ............ 126 8, of 34°27 6.0 Other flatfish stock complex 10.0
Pacific whiting (shoremde) 108 Longspine thornyhead: Pacific halibut (1BQ) N. of
Sablefish N. of 84°27" ...oviiniirinnnnss B0 40710 v 5.4
N. of 36° (Monterey north) 3.0 Cowcod 8. of 40°1¢° 17.7
S. of 36° {Gonception Darkblotched rockfish ... 45 & # * * ¥
area) ... 10.0  Yelloweye rockfish ..ooevereernnn. 57 . & %
Pacific ocean perch N.of Minor rockfish complex N. of (e)
AP e 40 40°10"; (4) > » =
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{i) Vessel limits. Vessel accounts may
not have QP or IBQ pounds in excess of
the QF Vessel Limit in any year, and, for

species covered by Unused QP Vessel
Limits, may not have QP or {B(} pounds
in excess of the Unused QP Vesssl Limit

at any time. These amounts are as
follows:

QF vessel limit Unuseier_ft’
Species category {annuai limit) (d\g[ss;a .'{)ma
(in percent) y limit) (in
percent)
Non-whiting Groundfish SPBCIES 1vvviivirr i et it b s b e bt ar s et st e b isbeset b eae it eraee 1R e tmeanntbnesnnanisane s 3.2
Lingood—N of 42° ..ciiniirennn, 3.8
Lingeotd—=S8 0f 42° ..o et s 38
PAGHIG GOO oot sttt s v e bs b s a4 4 b s b0 a4t b aben kbt 44m 8 b e e e Re e b e e aabedhesemnenbeneh bt etnntenrensebans 200 [ e,
Pagcific Whiting (SHOTESITE) ..oviieiiir ittt e bbbttt s e b be e b 1 et ere b fee s e smnnensesetssbesserseeee 5.0 | e eeceeraes
Sabiefish:

N, Of 362 IMONTEIEY NOMAY ooii ittt emeee et e ctee et seemn s e s eseseess s aereatdebe et saeasessstesssbesbestesebens 45 | e

S, of 36° (Conceplion area) ... nsesanes 15.0 | rccemricnimenn
Pacific 0CBaAN PEICH N. OF 4010 et rar e e e et e e e e s e e s b b e e e s s s e s e narenaats e tesstsanssssatsaseatensn 8.0 4.0
WWHHOW TOCKEISE T ittt ettt ettt bt m e eo e s s s bt st e skt ekt £ eab e 2 e m e st emmssm et ket cntpaneresessaesnses 8.5 5.1
Canary rockfish ..o 10.0 4.4
Chitipapper rocifish 8. of 40°10° 15.0
Bocaccior S, of 4010 ..., 15.4 13.2
Splitnose rockfish 8. of 40°10° ... 1500 e
Yallowtail TOCKASH N, OF 40%107 ..o it st et aae bt b sbsas bbb ebese et £ bnb b bes b f bbb e e eneesereennesensereees TB L e
Shortspine thornyhead:.

N OF B0 it ee s e et bbbt s £ m b e ad £ ke es e vsshnan eeenrse st ses s et e eas et s s e e ees s ensereere s enrares < K

G Of B0 oot ieee ettt et et e et £e £ ehem £t Y e AN A AR e s bR tenrmrn e rEe S RaeR e st ebe e Re et eRtrerbeaber s rabesr e ta e abe s Q0 | e
Longspine thomyhead:

L O BAOZT et et s er e e e bAoAt ekt ek er oAb < X4 1 OO UOR
Cowcod S. of 40°10" ... 17.7 17.7
Darkblotehed rockfish ... e 6.8 4.5
Yelloweye rOCKASH ..o vre 114 57
Minor rockfish complex N. of 40°10"

SRBIE BPBOIBE e et a1 e R e b e oA R AR e e e A Aok e e b n b e e R e A b e et bnmnnnne TE | i

SHOPE SPOOIES oot et ar SRR R AR SR AR oA RS e A bR Ak R d st e m s 7B | i
Minor rockiish complex S. of 40°10":

Shelf species ... 13.5

Siope species .. 9.0
Dover sole ..vienns 3.9
English sole ... 7.5
Petrale sole ... 4.5
Arrowtooth flounder 20.0
Starry flounder ............ 20.0
Other flatfish stock complex ........ 15.0
Pagcific halibut (IBQ) Nu 0 40107 1 iiiieriesimiri e irie sttt et s e se s s et s s st e et sta s be s e saea s se st eman emensasaresnnstansseene 14.4

11§ widow rockfish is rebuilt before initial allocation of QS, the vesset limit will be set at 1.5 times the control imit.

* * £ * &

6. In § 660.231 paragraph (b){3}{i) is
revised to read as follows:

§660.231 Limited entry fixed gear
sablefish primary fishery.
* * * * *

by * * *

(3) Cumulative limits.

{i) A vessel participating in the
primary season will be constrained by
the sablefish cumulative limit
associated with each of the permits
registered for use with that vessel.
During the primary season, each vessel
authorized to fish in that season under
paragraph (a) of this section may take,
retain, possess, and land sablefish, up to

the cumulative limits for each of the
permits registered for use with that
vessel (i.e., stacked permits). If multiple
limited entry permits with sablefish
endorsements are registered for use with
a single vessel, that vessel may land up
to the total of ali cumulative limits
announced in this paragraph for the
tiers for those permnits, except as limited
by paragraph (b}(3){ii) of this section.
Up to 3 permits may be registered for
use with a single vessel during the
primary season; thus, a single vessel
may not take and retain, possess or land
more than 3 primary season sablefish
cumulative limits in any one year. A
vessel registered for use with maltiple
limited entry permits is subject to per

vessel limits for species other than
sablefish, and to per vessel limits when
participating in the daily trip limit
fishery for sablefish under § 660.232,
subpazt E. [n 2011, the foliowing annual
limits are in effect: Tier 1 at 47,607 1b
(21,635 kg), Tier 2 at 21,680 1b (9,834
kg), and Tier 3 at 12,389 1b (5,620kg).
For 2012 and beyond, the following
annual iimits are in effect: Tier 1 at
46,238 1b {21,017 kg), Tier 2 at 21,017
1b (9553 kg), and Tier 3 at 12,010 1b
(5,459 kg).

* * * * *

[FR Doe. 2011-24702 Filed §-26-11; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P



