October 17, 2011

ODFW: MARINE RESOURCES PROGRAM _
SUMMARY OF PUBLIC INPUT REGARDING 2012 COMMERCIAL NEARSHORE
FISHERY HARVEST SPECIFICATIONS AND REGUALTIONS

The Marine Resources Program (MRP] held a series of meetings to gather public
input on the 2012 harvest specifications for the limited entry nearshore groundfish
fishery (nearshore fishery) and various additional issues that will be affecting the
fishery in the next year. This public input is summarized below.

There were three meetings held in late September in Pacific City (9/27), Gold Beach
(9/28), and Port Orford {9/29). A total of 18 nearshore fishermen attended, one
Oregon State Police (OSP) officer, and 9 ODFW staff members attended these
meetings, in addition to the MRP staff running the meetings. A representative from
the federal West Coast Groundfish Observer Program also attended the meeting and,
following the specifications discussions, gave a presentation and answered
guestions. The meeting in Port Orford had the highest industry attendance with
nine fishermen; however, this was expected, given that the majority of the permit
holders are in Port Orford. Industry attendance was higher overall than the meeting
series for 2011.

HARVEST SPECIFICATIONS

In general, the fishermen that attended the meetings did not have major concerns
regarding the continued management of the nearshore fishery. There were no
major changes for the landing caps or the cumulative trip limits, except for the
decrease in the 2012 cabezon landing cap (comments below). There was general
support for the current trip limits and managing for a 12-month season. Many
fishermen would like to move beyond the 20 fathom limit, and some on the south
coast are concerned about localized depletion, as the majority of the permit holders
are located there. A few requested more flexible options for depth restrictions,
similar to those presented to the sport sector, though it was acknowledged that this
would be difficult for the commercial sector to produce.

The majority of the comments from the public were regarding the slight decrease in
the 2012 landing cap for cabezon. Most fishermen were upset that the shore and
estuary catch was being taken off the top of the state landing cap, as they considered
this harvest from the sport sector and felt it should come out of the sport allocation.
A few felt that it was fair, since both the sport and commercial sectors were
impacted equally. Some also felt that it may be a good impetus to revisit the original
allocations for the sport and commercial sectors. All felt that keeping the current
trip limits would work, considering the small decrease in the overall commercial
portion of the landing cap.

The other main focus of comments was the kelp greenling landing cap and
cumulative trip limits. Most fishermen suggested that the current cap and trip limits
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are much too conservative and reiterated the need for an improved assessment of
kelp greenling in Oregon waters, considering its importance to the fleet.
Additionally, some fishermen also felt that the prohibited yelloweye and canary
rockfish species are actively rebuilding, though some also noted the patchiness
associated with encountering these species.

Other comments regarding the harvest specifications included a request to increase
the daily trip limits in the black rockfish management areas and multiple requests to
retain discarded lingcod during the winter spawning closure. An industry
representative who is now working on the Groundfish Advisory Panel with the
Pacific Fishery Management Council (PFMC}) indicated that he would be continuing
to pursue this and has requested data on the subject from MRP. Additionally, a few
fishermen also noted that one month trip limits could be used as a tool to slow down
landings, as opposed to closing the fishery. However, a few others did not like this
option. A few also noted that there may be increased participation in the nearshore
fishery in the future, as sablefish catch limits decline.

OBSERVER PROGRAM

A representative from the National Observer Program attended all three meetings,
gave a presentation on how data collected from the nearshore fishery was utilized,
and spent a considerable amount of time answering questions and responding to
concerns from fishermen at each meeting.

Many fishermen felt that it was difficult to take observers out with them, owing to a
variety of reasons related to the size of their vessels, type of craft, and to weather or
bar conditions. There was also general frustration expressed with the 24 hour
notice rule, and many fishermen felt that they have lost fishing opportunities
because of this requirement. There were many questions regarding the various
types of exemptions and how to secure them. There was general consensus that
having observers on board affected how and when the fishermen fished, which is a
concern for the observer program.

Many fishermen expressed concern regarding the accuracy of the discard mortality
rates, and there was a strong consensus to revisit these for a variety of species, but
specifically yelloweye rockfish. Some fishermen suggested that the improved
release techniques should be incorporated into the discard mortality rates. There
were also concerns expressed in the effort data the observer program collects, and
many fishermen felt that they were not useful measures of effort for the different
types of gear utilized in this fishery. Finally, there was some concern regarding the
accuracy of observers’ species identification.

There were a number of suggestions from the public on how to deal with these
concerns. One popular suggestion was to reduce selection intervals to one month,
rather than the current two month selection period, though longer intervals were
also discussed. There were also multiple suggestions for the utilization of
Automated Underwater Vehicle (AUV) data to enhance fisheries data collection.



Both ODFW and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) are
currently pursuing the technical capabilities and collection of information from
various types of visual survey tools. Another suggestion from Pacific City included
using more local sources of information to judge weather conditions for exemptions,
rather than an offshore NOAA weather buoy. Alternative platforms for data
collection were discussed as well, though it was unclear how popular or effective
these might be. A reward system for vessels participating in the observer program
was also mentioned, though details were not discussed. Finally, some also
suggested that observers be trained in species identification on the docks at Port
Orford, where they are landing a substantial number of live specimens, and to
enhance local contacts for observers to work with when they first start.

In general, fishermen felt that there needed to be more flexibility for issuing
exemptions. In addition to vessel size, operational constraints in specific ports such
as power to weight ratios for local bar crossings or beach entries were stated to be
important considerations. Shorter observer selection periods were also generally
favored by fishermen. Everyone involved felt that the opportunity to discuss all
these concerns was beneficial, and suggestions were made to continue the dialogue
in the future.



