
North Pacific Fishery Management Council 
 

Eric A. Olson, Chairman  605 W. 4th Avenue, Suite 306 
Chris Oliver, Executive Director  Anchorage, AK 99501-2252 
 
Telephone (907) 271-2809  Fax (907) 271-2817 
 
 Visit our website:  http://www.npfmc.org 
 

 

Final AP Minutes 1 October 2013 

ADVISORY PANEL MINUTES 
October 1–4, 2013 
Anchorage, Alaska 

 
The following members were present for all or part of the meetings (absent stricken): 
 
Ruth Christiansen 
Kurt Cochran 
John Crowley 
Jerry Downing 
Tom Enlow 
Tim Evers 
Jeff Farvour 

Becca Robbins-Gisclair 
John Gruver 
Mitch Kilborn 
Alexus Kwachka 
Craig Lowenberg 
Brian Lynch 
Chuck McCallum 

Andy Mezirow  
Joel Peterson 
Theresa Peterson 
Neil Rodriguez 
Lori Swanson 
Anne Vanderhoeven 
Ernie Weiss 

 

C-1 Observer Program 
 
The AP recommends the Council adopt the OAC recommendations captured in pages 3 – 6 of the OAC 
report.  Motion carried 18/0 
  

 The OAC report includes the rationale for the recommendations. 

 This includes the comments on the NMFS letter on the EM pilot program listed on page 6. 
 
The AP recommends the Council ask NMFS to collect data on number of sets and hauls made by vessels 
carrying observers, the number of sets or hauls sampled, and the percent of each observed set or haul 
sampled.  Motion carried 18/0 

 

 This information could help in understanding the data from the observer samples.  

 It is not expected to be expensive or burdensome to collect.  Note this could not be verified with 
the Agency due to federal shutdown. 

 
C-2 SSL EIS Final Action 
 
The AP recommends the Council select its Preliminary Preferred Alternative as its preferred alternative 
for the SSL EIS.  The AP recommends the Council request that the Agency provide a draft biological 
opinion to the Council prior to the February 2014 Council meeting.  The draft BiOp should provide clear 
and definitive information to allow the Council to understand what elements of the PA do not create 
JAM and what adjustments are needed to any elements that may cause JAM. The draft BiOp should also 
allow the Council to discern what combinations of elements in each AI subarea are allowable. 

The timing of the draft BiOp should allow the Council to have full participation in crafting the final RPAs. 

Motion passed 17/1 
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C-3 BSAI Crab SAFE Report 
 
The AP recommends the Council approve the 2013 BSAI Crab SAFE report and the 2013/2014 OFL and 
ABC specifications as recommended by the SSC.  Motion carried 18/0   
 
C-4 Groundfish Specifications  
 

a) Stock Structure 
 
The AP recommends the Council establish a process for addressing stock structure concerns raised by 
the Plan Teams as part of the harvest specifications process.  This process should encompass the 
following: 

A) Clearly identify the problem that justifies a need for spatial management. i.e., Is this a yield 
issue?  Is it a conservation of genetic diversity issue?  Has a new stock been identified?   

B) Identify the possible tools that may be appropriate for dealing with the concern.  These may 
include industry’s ability to adjust harvest on a spatial scale, specification of OFLs, ABCs, or TACs, 
or other tools.   

C) This process should allow time for input by in-season management, stakeholders, and the 
Council before final SSC recommendations are made on harvest specifications 

Motion carried 17/0 
 

 Public needs to understand what the problem is, and why action is needed.  Stock structure 
alone may not require management action. 

 Industry has demonstrated the ability to respond to spatial concerns.  

 Input from management and fishermen will help all decision-makers understand the possible 
unintended effects of spatial management. 

 
b) Sablefish TAC apportionment 

 
The following motion failed on a 9/9 vote 
 
AP recommends that Council direct staff to develop an expanded discussion paper analyzing a broad 
range of options aimed at maximizing the utilization of all sablefish in the BSAI fishery.  Included in the 
analysis would be an evaluation of use caps, effects on CDQ participation in the fishery, adjustment of 
the trawl and fixed gear TAC apportionment, underutilized sablefish harvest by sector and gear type, and 
potential entry level opportunity in the sablefish fixed gear fishery. 
 
Minority Report 
BSAI Sablefish TAC Apportionment:  The minority felt that an expanded discussion paper regarding an 
evaluation of potential options aimed at increasing the utilization of Sablefish in the BSAI is appropriate 
at this time. 

 Additional analysis is required to provide information capable of achieving an adequate response 
to this issue. 

 Regulations regarding use caps and sector allocations in the BSAI may no longer accurately 
reflect current industry conditions, and restrict some industry participants from increasing their 
harvest of otherwise non-harvested sablefish. 
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 Employing a broader scope to examine possible actions will help avoid adverse consequences to 
sectors, current and future industry participants, and CDQ fisheries. 

 Additional analysis on potential factors impeding full utilization should also be addressed. 
Signed by:  Becca Robbins Gisclair, Ruth Christiansen, Ernie Weiss, Jeff Farvour, Theresa Peterson, Chuck 
McCallum, Brian Lynch, John Crowley, Joel Peterson. 
 

Rationale against the motion: 

 This is a very complex issue and only provides more fish to the few vessel owners that are at the 

IFQ use cap in the Bering Sea fixed gear sablefish fishery.  The Council has much bigger issues of 

greater importance to address. 

 There is unharvested TAC in both the trawl and fixed gear Bering Sea sablefish fishery.  Moving 

TAC from one sector to another does not address the root problem. 

 The Council is already considering a change in use caps to address this issue. 

 There are other options for fixed gear participants, including leasing CDQ fish. 

 As proposed, this could fund a new fishery (entry level) for fixed gear using TAC allocated to the 

trawl sector.  

 

c) Groundfish harvest specifications 
 
BSAI:   
 
The AP recommends that the Council adopt the ABC, OFL and TAC numbers for 2014 and 2015 
contained in the attached spreadsheet.   

Motion passed 18/0 
 
The AP recommends that the Council adopt the PSC limits and apportionments contained in Tables 10 
to13 in the Action Memo for the BSAI for 2014 and 2015. 

Motion passed 18/0 
 

 These TAC numbers make some slight adjustments, but primarily roll over last year’s numbers as 
a placeholder. 

 The AP adjusted the industry proposal slightly down for pollock and up for Alaska plaice . 

 Catch to date is 21,600 mt for plaice and went to PSC in May. There is a viable market for these 
fish and it is important to fund the fishery adequately  

GOA: 
 
The AP recommends that the Council adopt the SSC recommendations for ABC and OFLs for the GOA 
proposed specifications for 2014 and 2015, and: 
 
Roll over the TACs from Table 2 of the final specifications for 2013/2014 (attached) with the following 
changes 
 

1) Shallow-flatfish in WYAK to 4,299 MT 
2) Shallow flatfish in SEO to 1,092 MT 
3) Rex sole in WYAK to 823 MT 
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For the 2014 and 2015 proposed TACs. 
 
Adopt the tables (pages 10 and 11 in the action memo) that reflect: 
 

1) 2013/2014 halibut PSC limits, allowances and apportionments. 
2) 2013/2014 halibut PSC trawl limits between the trawl gear deep-water species fishery and 

the shallow-water species fisheries. 
3) Apportionment of the “other H&L fisheries” 2013 and 2014 halibut PSC allowance between 

the H&L catcher vessel and catcher processor sectors. 
 

For the proposed 2014 and 2015 specifications. 

Motion passed 18/0 
 

 This primarily rolls over the numbers from last year for now and adjustments can be made in 
December when we have more information available. 

 
C-5 GOA Trawl Issues 
 

a) Updated discussion paper on GOA trawl bycatch management. 
 
The AP recommends the Council accept the revised proposals received by the AP (Groundfish Forum and 
Pacific Seafoods) for inclusion in future discussion and analysis along with the current suite of proposals. 

Motion passed 18/0 
 

 The current suite of proposals has merit and its worth continuing to analyze all of them. 

 The revised proposals flesh out some important details from the previous proposals.  

 There are still details which need to be further developed in many of the proposals and we 
expect to see additional revisions as we move through the process. 

 The fleet needs tools to reduce bycatch and it is important to continue to move this process 
forward. 

 
The AP recommends the Council request an expanded discussion paper which compares the 
current/revised suite of proposals to the Council’s goals and objectives.  Motion passed 18/0. 
 

 While the proposals are still works in progress, comparing the current proposals to the Council’s 
goals and objectives will assist us in measuring the proposals against the Council’s stated goals 
and objectives. 

 This comparison should assist us in narrowing the range of proposals under consideration. 
 

b) GOA trawl data collection 
 
The AP recommends the council take final action and adopt the Preliminary Preferred Alternative. 
Motion passed 18/0 
 

 Adopting a data collection program now before the new trawl management program is in place 
makes sense to collect pre-program data.  
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 The consistency between this data collection program and that utilized in the Bering Sea will be 
helpful to industry in collecting and reporting data.  

 
c) GOA rockfish Chinook cap rollover 

 
The AP recommends the Council add:   
Alternative 5.  Rollover all Chinook PSC but 50 fish remaining in the Rockfish Program CV Chinook cap on 
October 1.  No uncertainty buffer would apply to the Rockfish Program CV sector.  Motion passed 18/0 
 

 A rollover provision is critical to the operations of this fishery.  It is important that we develop a 
plan that works 

 Utilizing an uncertainty buffer in the rockfish program makes things complicated.  

 For ease of managing the fishery, we need something simple and clean. 

 This alternative combines several approaches and is worth analyzing. 
 
C-6 BSAI Salmon Bycatch 
 

a) SeaShare report on Salmon Donation Program 
 

The AP received a report on the SeaShare PSC donation program. 
 

b) BSAI Chinook salmon report and industry Chinook IPA reports 
 
The Advisory Panel recognizes the continued importance of maintaining low Chinook salmon bycatch by 
the Bering Sea pollock fishery.  The AP has determined that the Amendment 91 IPAs are working as 
intended and are reducing Chinook bycatch at all levels of abundance.  The Performance Standard at 
47,591 and the 60,000 hard cap are accomplishing their role in establishing incentives as originally 
designed by the unique nature of Amendment 91.  Therefore, the AP recommends the Council take no 
further action on Amendment 91 at this time.  Motion passed 13/5 
 

 Industry IPAs have been a factor in recent low Chinook bycatch numbers; they are working. 

 The industry is doing a lot to avoid bycatch, at a cost in terms of higher fuel use, lower value 
products. 

 Industry is developing salmon excluders and developing new fishing styles that are effective at 
reducing bycatch. 

 Amendment 91 has only been in effect for two years.  It is too early to revisit. 
  
Minority Report.  A minority of the AP supported this substitute motion: 

The AP recommends the Council request an expanded discussion paper which investigates 
methods to further reduce bycatch, including the overall cap level and placing limitations on late 
September through October fishing. The discussion paper should include additional information 
on Western Alaska stock status including detailed descriptions of the restrictions imposed on 
commercial and subsistence salmon fisheries in the region over the last 5 years, total subsistence 
harvests and whether amounts necessary for subsistence have been met. 

 
Chinook salmon stocks are in a state of crisis throughout Western Alaska. Subsistence harvests have 
been dramatically reduced and commercial harvests virtually eliminated for Chinook salmon. Despite 
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these reductions and the extreme sacrifices made by in-river users, escapement goals are not being met. 
In this context, it’s critical that all sources of mortality are reduced. In a time when every fish counts, 
bycatch in the pollock fishery has an impact. Coming close to the Amendment 91 cap limits in these 
conditions of stock abundance would be devastating to Western Alaska stocks. It is therefore imperative 
that we take a look at what can be done to further reduce bycatch as both a matter of conservation and 
equity.  Signed by:  Becca Robbins Gisclair, Theresa Peterson, Andy Mezirow, Jeff Farvour, Chuck 
McCallum 
 

c) Industry IPA reports for BSAI chum salmon 
 
The AP supports the IPA/RHS proposals and recommends the Council request a discussion paper which 
further evaluates the following: 
 

 Modifications needed to Amendment 91 and Amendment 84 to adopt this type of proposal. 
 What components of the rolling hot spot program are critical and could be placed into 

regulation while still providing flexibility for the industry to adapt the program to new 
information? 

 Improved reporting requirements. 
 Potential approaches for combining reporting requirements for chum and Chinook IPAs. 

Motion passed 18/0 
 

 The AP appreciates industry’s work to develop IPA’s which are responsive to the Council’s 
requests and supports moving forward with these. 

 The IPA presented by industry focuses chum salmon bycatch reduction on the time period when 
mature Western Alaska stocks are more present in the bycatch and provides mechanisms for 
balancing chum and Chinook salmon avoidance. 

 A discussion paper will help clarify the regulatory process for adopting this approach via 
amendments to Amendment 84 or 91. 

 Forwarding the proposal will provide an opportunity for public and Council review, along with 
information on regulatory process which can inform our path forward on chum salmon bycatch 
bycatch measures. 

 
D-1 Miscellaneous issues 
 

a) Discussion paper on AI Pacific cod processing 
 
The AP recommends the council request staff to bring back a discussion paper to develop a problem 
statement.  Issues that should be addressed include: 

 A history of both shoreside and offshore processing of all species in the Aleutian Islands. 

 What protections currently exist and may be required to provide for community stability? 

 Dependence of the communities on cod and other fishery-related operations 

 Proposed scale of processing in the communities 

 The impact of the AI TAC split on creating a race for fish 

 Considerations to mitigate harm from any potential action on other stakeholders 
Historic and relative dependence by all fishery sectors on Aleutian Island fisheries 
The effect competition among processors on CV operations 
Other opportunities available for affected stakeholders. 
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b) GOA Gear Committee report on implementing a sablefish pot fishery 

 
The AP recommends that the Council direct staff to develop an expanded discussion paper on the use of 
pots in the Gulf of Alaska sablefish IFQ fisheries, and that the analysis include the topics of concern and 
recommendations identified in the minutes of the September 30 meeting of the Gulf of Alaska Gear 
Committee.  In addition to the topics brought forth by the Gear Committee, the following topics should 
also be included for analysis: 

 The cost of gear conversion from longline to pot gear 

 Vessel demographics: vessel size by area and Quota Share size by area 

 Halibut bycatch by different  pot configurations 

 Information on the biodegradability of twine used for escape ports at sablefish fishing depths 

 A wider range of gear location methods than only AIS as found in the committee report. 

Motion passed 17/0 
 
D-2 Staff Tasking 
 
The AP recommends that the Council initiate a discussion paper, adopting a problem statement, and 
considering proposed regulation changes or exemptions that will:  1) promote the development of a 
CDQ village directed Pacific cod fishery; and 2) allow CDQ and IFQ halibut harvesters to retain CDQ 
Pacific cod in excess of the 20% MRA, as proposed in the handout by the CDQ groups. 

Motion passed 17/0 

 Current regulations applicable to vessels targeting Pcod with hook and line gear are prohibitive 
for the CDQ village fleets. 

 The CDQ groups believe easing certain regulations will make the development of the fishery 
viable, particularly as the halibut quotas they currently fish continue to decline. 

 Regulatory precedence has been set with similar sized vessels in jig fisheries having been 
exempted from VMS and LLP requirements. 

 It would be most efficient and conservative to allow retention of CDQ Pcod when the village 
fleet targets CDQ and/or IFQ halibut. 

 
The AP acknowledges the request submitted in writing by Melvin Grove Jr and recommends that the 
Council take no further action on this item.  Motion passed 17/0 















an amt of fish that has been 1) discarded previously in the trip and 2) doubles PSC catch 
because the same tow is made twice for one total amt of fish. 

o Allow Deck sorting in the Gulf fisheries where feasible 
o Rationale: getting halibut off the deck within 20 minutes greatly reduces the mortality. 

Catcher vessels sort at sea, and have lower mortality as a result. Afford same benefit to 
CPs (and to the resource). Decreased halibut mortality allows greater arrowtooth 
harvest which helps to better achieve OY and removes more arrowtooth from the GOA 
biomass so that halibut have less competition for food. 

Catcher processor program structure 

Catcher processor sector members have actively participated in the industry stakeholder discussions 
with the shoreside sector. The following provisions, elements, and options are patterned after the 
stakeholder group’s submission to the Council to aid in integrating the provisions into a single document 
in the future. The format, presentation, or absence of competing options for a provision should not be 
interpreted as suggesting that the sector has reached consensus on any provision.  

Sector allocations 

Pollock (620/630) – The target fishery shall be prosecuted exclusively by the inshore sector with an 
ICA set aside for the offshore sector as currently defined by Amendment 23 – offshore sector is 
regulated through the current MRAs.  

Pacific cod (CG) Allocations as currently defined and managed for trawl CP and CV sectors for 
Western/Central Pacific cod by Amendment 83 

CGOA rockfish – Primary, Secondary, PSQ allocations as currently defined by Amendment 88 (the 
rockfish program) 

CGOA Flatfish 

Option 1: No allocation 
Option 2: Allocate rex sole, arrowtooth, and/or deepwater flatfish (as defined in the TAC sheet) 
based on: 

a) Sector total catch/trawl total catch (allocates entire TAC) 
b) Sector total catch/ABC (allocates only a portion of the TAC), 
c) Arrowtooth as total/abc 

Under either option, sector catch is the trawl catch of eligible LLPs that apply for sector under 
the program. For CP LLPs that apply for the inshore sector, any catch of the vessel (including 
catch processed onboard) will count toward the LLP’s allocation. For CP LLPs that apply for the 
offshore sector, only catch that is processed onboard will count toward the LLP’s allocation. 

Based on sector catches from: 

Option 1: 2010-2012 
 Option 2: 2008-2012 
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 Option 3: 2003-2012 
Option 4: 1998-2004 

WGOA rockfish 

Option 1: No allocation 
Option 2: Allocate Pacific ocean perch, northern rockfish, and dusky rockfish to the offshore 
sector based on A80 sideboards for Pacific ocean perch and northern rockfish with the 
remainder allocated to the inshore.  For dusky rockfish recalculate A80 sideboard based on 
catches of dusky alone.  Black rockfish, blue rockfish, and dark dusky, yelloweye, and widow 
rockfish were removed from pelagic shelf rockfish complex since implementation of the 
sideboards and are now managed by the State of Alaska.   

WYak rockfish 

Option 1: No allocation 
Option 2: Allocate Pacific ocean perch, northern rockfish, and dusky rockfish to the offshore 
sector based on A80 sideboards for Pacific ocean perch and northern rockfish with the 
remainder allocated to the inshore For dusky rockfish recalculate A80 sideboard based on 
catches of dusky only, since black rockfish, blue rockfish, and dark dusky rockfish were removed 
from pelagic shelf rockfish complex and are now managed by the State of Alaska  
 
Sablefish   - (excluding CGOA rockfish program sablefish allocation) 
Long-nose skate 
Big skate  
Other species could be allocated after consideration of data and circumstances. 
 

2 Sector PSC Apportionments   
3.1 Halibut 

The annual PSC limit will be apportioned between the following sectors and areas: 
 Offshore sector Gulfwide  
 
Allocations to each sector/area will be based on relative historical PSC usage from: 
 Option 1: 2010-2012 
 Option 2: 2008-2012 
 Option 3: 2003-2012 
 Option 4: 1998-2004  

Option 5: Allocation to the offshore sector will be based on the Amendment 80 
sideboards, plus the history of any qualifying vessel the history of which is not included 
in the Amendment 80 sideboard.  
 

3.2 Chinook 
Apportionment to the inshore and offshore sectors will be based on the current apportionment 
to the pollock fishery and Council’s June 2013 motion.  
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A review of Amendment 80 and Central Gulf rockfish program sideboards may be appropriate. 

Catcher processor cooperative program 

Eligible catcher processors 

Those A80 vessels, and their replacement vessels, defined by Column A of Table 31 CFR part 679, 
and the LLP currently issued to them.  

Allocation of groundfish history and apportionment of PSC limits within the catcher processor sector  

Target species:  

All allocations from the Central Gulf rockfish program will be maintained (including primary, secondary 
and PSC).  

For distribution of allocations within the catcher processor sector other allocated target species , catch 
history is based on total catch during the qualifying period, with each eligible license receiving history 
based on catch of the vessel it is assigned to relative to the total catch of all vessels in the sector. All 
history will be attributed to the LLP license identified by the vessel owner at the time of implementation. 
To assign history to a license, that license must have gear, operation type, and area endorsements 
permitting that history. 

Allow offload to offload MRA management for certain species when on bycatch status, to minimize 
regulatory discards: 

Options: pollock, cod, other non-allocated species as determined 

Note: Cod management needs special consideration because of the small allocation to the sector. 

Halibut PSC:  

Apportionment of halibut to LLP licenses under the Central Gulf rockfish program will continue as 
prescribed by that program. 

The remainder of the sector’s PSC will be apportioned within the sector to the following target species: 

Pacific cod 

Rex sole 

Arrowtooth flounder 

WGOA and WYAK rockfish  

(A complete list of species should be developed after examining PSC usage and rates) 

based on the average use of halibut PSC in each target species within the CP sector from the years ____, 
expressed as a percent of the total halibut PSC allocation to the sector (i.e., same general allocation 
system used for A80). 
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Each eligible license will then be assigned a share of the sector’s available halibut PSC based on its catch 
of those target species equal to its proportion of the sector’s qualified catch history of the target 
species. (Note – Halibut PSC apportionments may be made for targets that are not allocated under this 
program.) 

Chinook PSC: 

The sector’s Chinook PSC will be apportioned within the sector to the following target species: 

Central Gulf Rockfish (Pacific ocean perch, northern rockfish, and dusky rockfish) in the 
aggregate 

Western Gulf rockfish (Pacific ocean perch, northern rockfish, and dusky rockfish) in the 
aggregate 

Pacific cod 

Rex sole  

Arrowtooth flounder 

(A complete list of species should be developed after examining PSC usage and rates) 

based on the average use of Chinook PSC in each target species from the years ____, expressed as a 
percent of the total Chinook PSC allocation to the sector. 

Each eligible license will then be assigned a share of the sector’s available Chinook PSC based on its 
catch of those target species equal to its proportion of the sector’s qualified catch history of the target 
species. (Note – Chinook PSC apportionments may be made for targets that are not allocated under this 
program.) 

The PSC apportionments will not change from year to year (i.e., will not fluctuate annually with target 
TACs). 

Catch history used for allocation and eligibility purposes will be legal and documented catch. For the 
catcher processor sector WPR data shall be used to determine catch. 

Cooperative provisions for the catcher processor sector 

No later than November 1 of each year, an application must be filed with NOAA fisheries by the 
cooperative with a membership list for the year. 

In order to operate as a cooperative, membership must be comprised of:  

At least ____ separate entities (using the 10% AFA rule) and 

At least _____% of the eligible LLP licenses. 

Annually, each cooperative will receive allocations of each allocated target species equal to its members’ 
LLPs aggregate share of the sector’s target species allocation. 
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Annually, each cooperative will receive allocations of halibut and Chinook PSC equal to its members’ 
LLPs aggregate share of the sector’s halibut and Chinook PSC apportionments, respectively. 

Annual allocations would be to the cooperative and will be transferable within the cooperative among 
its members without NOAA Fisheries approval. 

Annual allocations to the cooperative will be transferable among Gulf catcher processor cooperatives. 

Inter-cooperative transfers must be processed and approved by NOAA Fisheries.  

The cooperative(s) would need to show evidence of binding private contracts and remedies for 
violations of contractual agreements would need to be provided to NOAA Fisheries. The cooperative 
would need to demonstrate adequate mechanism for monitoring and reporting prohibited species and 
groundfish catch. Participants in the cooperative would need to agree to abide by all cooperative rules 
and requirements. Cooperative members are jointly and severally responsible for cooperative vessels 
harvesting in the aggregate no more than their cooperative’s allocation of target species and PSC 
mortality. 

CP annual cooperative allocations may be transferred to CV cooperatives.  

All transfers of annual cooperative allocations would be temporary, and history would revert to the 
original LLP at the beginning of the next year. 

Permit post-delivery transfers of cooperative quota (annual allocations to cooperatives)   

There would be no limits on the number or magnitude of post-delivery transfers. All post-delivery 
transfers must be completed by December 31st. 

Catcher processor limited access fishery 

The catcher processor limited access fishery is prosecuted by eligible catcher processor LLP participants 
who elect not to be in a cooperative.  

Annually, the catcher processor limited access fishery will be allocated a share of the sector’s allocation 
of each allocated target species equal the aggregate share of all LLPs that are not assigned to a 
cooperative. 

Annually, the catcher processor limited access fishery will receive allocations of halibut and Chinook PSC 
equal to __ percent of the aggregate share of the sector’s halibut and Chinook PSC apportionments, 
respectively, of LLPs that are not assigned to a cooperative. Note: this provision is used to create an 
incentive for cooperative membership and participating in the PSC reduction measures required of 
cooperatives. 

The catcher processor limited access fishery will be subject to all current regulations including all 
seasonal and deepwater/shallowwater complex fishery regulations and restrictions of the LLP and MRA 
limitations. 

AP Minutes  

October 2013



All vessels participating in the Gulf catcher processor fisheries will need to have an eligible catcher 
processor LLP with the appropriate gear, operation type, and area endorsement assigned to the vessel 
at the time of fishing.  

Permanent transfers of an eligible license and its associated catch history would be allowed. Eligible LLP 
licenses and their associated catch history and eligibility endorsements would not be separable or 
divisible. 

AP Minutes  

October 2013




