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The Full Council Session I of the South Atlantic Fishery Management Council convened at The 
Villas by the Sea Resort, Jekyll Island, Georgia, on Monday, March 4, 2024, and was called to 
order by Chairman Carolyn Belcher. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Good afternoon, everyone.  Welcome to the March 2024 council meeting here 
in Jekyll.  I would like to welcome all of you all from far and wide, and hopefully we will have a 
very good and productive meeting this week.  I’m going to start out with some of our upfront 
introductions with our Gulf Council liaison.  Dale Diaz is here, down at the end of the table.  Our 
Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management Council liaison, Sonny Gwin, is here, and Joe Grist will be 
joining us, I’m assuming, at some point this week for the Mackerel Committee. 
 
The next item on the agenda is to approve the agenda.  Does anybody have any modifications they 
would like to see made to the agenda at this time?  Any objection to the agenda, as currently 
published?  Okay.  Seeing none, the agenda passes.  Moving on to the approval of the minutes 
from the December 2023 council meeting, are there any changes that need to be made to those 
minutes?  Okay.  Any objection to the minutes?  Seeing none, the minutes also pass from the 
December meeting.  The next item on the agenda is to go into our basic report-outs, and we have 
the NOAA Office of Law Enforcement first, and Officer Carrodeguas, if you would please come 
forward.  
 
MR. CARRODEGUAS:  My name is David Carrodeguas, and I’m an EO out of Cape Canaveral, 
Florida, filling in for, or trying to fill in, for Lieutenant O’Shaughnessy.  If we want to go to the 
next slide, I will give you guys a quick snapshot, and so we’ve opened 125 incidents since the last 
council meeting.  Sixteen of those were referred to General Counsel or to the Department of 
Justice.  Thirty-nine summary settlements were issued, ranging from $275 to $2,000, and most of 
those were retention during closure cases, ARS, and sanctuary violations.  44 percent of those were 
no violations, which is showing a high rate of compliance, or it was minor violations that were 
handled through compliance assistance. 
 
Some of our enforcement highlights, the photo on the top-left is our EO from Savannah, Georgia 
doing a joint operation with Georgia DNR, and well as CBP’s Antiterrorism and Contraband 
Enforcement Team.  They boarded two cargo vessels at the Port of Savannah.  The shipping 
containers had freight onboard that were not going to be imported into the U.S., and so they were 
searched for contraband, including marine products, looking to see if they had any kind of 
endangered species onboard or, you know, such type material. 
 
We highlighted shrimp and rec boardings during operations, with a high compliance rate that was 
observed.  The Right Whale Festival, pushing out information on the speed zones, the seasonal 
management areas, the distance rules, and we also took the opportunity to push out information on 
best practices and other OLE highlights, things that we work on and trying to get the mission out 
to the public.  The same was done at another outreach event that was focused on teaching children 
about conservation, and the same was done at the Sebastian Police National Night Out, and again 
focusing on pushing information to the public, bringing kids into it, and doing that type of outreach 
work. 
 
There’s a big focus on our enforcement partnerships, and we work heavily with FWC, Georgia 
DNR, South Carolina, all of our partners, the Coast Guard, the FDA, CBP, and, during this first 
quarter, we had twenty-six overall enforcement referrals, and that encompasses the entire 
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Southeast Division.  I believe twenty-two of those were from FWC, which was a mix of bag limit, 
ARS, undersized, sanctuary cases, and we had two from Georgia that were retention during a 
closure, and then another two from the Coast Guard, which was retention, as well as TED 
requirements. 
 
This is, again, just expanding on our enforcement partnerships and referrals. It shows the work that 
we did with the Coast Guard, and we had an EO, out of Niceville, that attended a Gulf Coast Illegal 
Charter Taskforce, and received an award for working with the Coast Guard on those charter 
enforcement actions, and we had another EO, out of St. Petersburg, that initiated a living marine 
resource training with the Coast Guard, and kind of just teaching those new LMR officers 
investigative techniques, so that they can enforce fishery regulations when they’re out and about 
on patrols. 
 
This showcases, again, the work that was done in Savannah, and another EO that spoke at the 
South Atlantic Regional Fisheries Training Center, and brought to the Coast Guard how to do 
federal case packages, how to put them together to refer them out. 
 
We’ve had targeted operations, during this time, and Operation Whale Watch was a multiday 
operation enforcing the northern right whale seasonal management areas, from Myrtle Beach down 
to Jacksonville.  At times, when we did not have vessels necessarily in that area, we also took the 
opportunity to do enforcement for either shrimp vessels that were out and about or MPA boardings, 
and we also did pot gear inspections during this time, and we did have a pleasure boat that was 
exceeding the speed zone, down in the Jacksonville area, which has been referred to GC, and we 
had the Coast Guard put out a notice to mariners, which actually increased compliance from the 
large container vessels almost immediately.  You could see them dropping on AIS, and on the 
radar, where it was immediate, once that went out. 
 
Another targeted operation was SPA Watcher, down at the Florida Keys National Marine 
Sanctuary, and there was a big focus on charter, on charter requirements, sea turtle release gear, 
permits, decal requirements, things of that nature. 
 
Our current spotlights, we have SEFHIER and headboats.  We use compliance assistance when it 
meets that threshold.  We want to give people the opportunity to become compliant before we start 
issuing violations and fine, but we have used fines as a tool as well, and I’ve issued a few summary 
settlements for SEFHIER cases myself.  It is time-intensive.  We get large amounts of these 
referrals at once, and we’re stretched pretty thin, and you have to do a lot of follow-up work to be 
able to catch up with these captains, go through the processes of it all, and then, you know, there 
needs to be a degree of information sharing between the programs, to be able to effectively do that. 
 
The old reporting portal was useful, in the sense that it showed every contact that was made 
between the program and the captains, and that significantly made enforcement easier.  The current 
portal does not have that option, or I haven't been able to find it, but that level of information 
sharing was critical, when we had it. 
 
Again, right whales, we’re doing a lot of outreach, and I know, myself, I will go out and give out 
the distance cards, all up and down the east coast, pretty much.  During the season, I will stop at 
boat ramps, and put it on vehicles that are parked there, to try to get that information out as much 
as possible, to get people to comply, and then we’re running our patrol ops as well, and then, again, 



 
 

                                                                                                                                                      Full Council I 
  March 4-5, 2024    

 Jekyll Island, GA 

4 
 

charter enforcement, the sea turtle release gear, permits, decal requirements, and this is just to 
showcase, on the charter enforcement that we’re doing, there was a NOVA issued to a headboat 
case for not reporting in a timely manner that resulted in a $4,750 NOVA. 
 
This is an ongoing case that we have right now, an investigation, where a sawtooth, or a sawfish, 
was found dead with the rostrum cut off.  It’s an active investigation, and we’re looking for leads.  
We’ve got a $20,000 reward for any information on it.  It’s one of our priorities on the moment 
that we wanted to highlight.   
 
This is how they can report that, and, obviously, this hotline is always available, twenty-four-
seven, and the information that we look for when they make these reports to the hotline, and we 
want location, time, date of the activity, a description of the activity, name, vessel, owner or 
operator, anything that they have that can help us.  The more information we can get, it 
significantly increases the outcome of enforcement, and, with that, that is the end of the 
presentation, if anybody has any questions. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Does anybody have any questions at this time, relative to the OLE report?  Andy. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  Thank you for being here.  I’m Andy Strelcheck, the Regional 
Administrator for NOAA Fisheries, and two things.  One, you mentioned the portal for SEFHIER, 
and so my team can help connect you with that portal, because it is still up and running and 
accessible.  My second question, and so we are spending a tremendous amount of time on the 
customer service end, trying to build compliance, obviously, with that program.  Any guidance, 
advice, input for us, now that you’re taking the next step of kind of meeting with the charter 
captains, and the headboat captains, in terms of things that maybe we could help you with? 
 
MR. CARRODEGUAS:  So what I’ve found, in the cases when I get the referrals sent to me, right, 
is, when it goes to noncompliance, and their permits start getting shut down, I immediately start 
getting calls that we want to get into compliance, and I don’t understand the program, and can you 
meet with me, and teach me how to report, and, you know, what app do I use, but just that trigger 
alone really ramps-up calls for compliance, and then to follow-up with them, right, and, I mean, 
every time I board a charter, I ask them if you guys are up-to-date, and, well, I’m maybe a week 
or two behind, but I’ll get them in, and, you know, life caught up with me, and I’ve got to get these 
reports in, but I will get them in. 
 
That’s typically what we find in that end, but there was a point in time where the portal had so-
and-so called so-and-so, and stated that they needed to get in compliance, and the person 
acknowledges it, right, and I’ve issued summary settlements off of cases where the captain tells 
me that, well, nobody ever called me, and I’m like -- I read to them verbatim what the person 
copied, and they’re like, oh, and that takes it to a step where compliance assistance isn’t going to 
be the route, and we went with a summary settlement on that case. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Kerry. 
 
MS. MARHEFKA:  Thanks.  On one of your slides, you said one of your targeted operations was 
in -- It says “shrimp/Charleston Edisto MPA area”, and I’m wondering if you have any insight at 
all on how the boardings within, or surrounding, the Charleston MPA went, the Edisto MPA went. 
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MR. CARRODEGUAS:  I don’t believe they found any violations in the MPA.  They patrolled 
the MPA, for enforcement purposes, but I don’t believe they found any violations in that particular 
operation. 
 
MS. MARHEFKA:  Excellent.  Thank you. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Any other questions at this point?  Okay.  Seeing none, thank you for your 
presentation.  
 
MR. CARRODEGUAS:  Thank you. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  The next item is the Law Enforcement Advisory Panel report from Captain Scott 
Pearce, the AP Chair. 
 
CAPTAIN PEARCE:  Good afternoon, Dr. Belcher and council members.  Thank you all for 
having me this afternoon, and the rest of the week, and I hope I will be able to provide some good 
insight to any of your questions that you may have, but we’ll go ahead and move into the 
PowerPoint here. 
 
All right, and so the LEAP met in Charleston, South Carolina on January 29 through 30, 2024.  
The members present were myself, Captain Scott Pearce, Florida Fish and Wildlife; Major Michael 
Paul Thomas, South Carolina DNR, Vice Chair; Captain Chris Hodge from Georgia DNR; Captain 
Garland Yopp from North Carolina Division of Marine Fisheries; Lieutenant Pat O’Shaughnessy 
was represented by Michael Lind, and that was with NOAA; Jamal Ingram with NOAA General 
Counsel Enforcement; Lieutenant Andrew Loeffler with the U.S. Coast Guard; Bruce Buckson 
was represented via virtual, online; Tracy Dunn was there as well, retired from NOAA; Kevin 
Roberts, recreational fisherman; Joshua Burton, recreational; Michael Freeman, commercial; and 
Alanna Harrison, commercial. 
 
The topics discussed were snapper grouper amendments, which will be presented during the 
Snapper Grouper Committee, the wreckfish, private recreational permit and education 
requirements, on-demand gear for black sea bass pots, and red snapper and recreational discards.  
Tournament sales of kingfish and Spanish mackerel will be presented during the Mackerel Cobia 
Committee.  Compliance updates, SEFHIER compliance, was an agenda item, and then agency 
updates and other business. 
 
All right, and so compliance updates.  In general, for descending devices, in general, the number 
of vessels with descending devices onboard has increased.  However, they are not always readily 
available, and agencies are continuing to educate the public and conduct outreach about the 
requirements for the descending devices.  We need more education on how to use descending 
devices, and why, and we need more education on what “readily available” means and why it is 
important.  The recommendation is to clarify the readily available requirement on the council’s 
best fishing practices webpage.   
 
Most descending devices onboard recreational devices are store-bought, and more of the do-it-
yourself descending devices were found on commercial vessels, and then I think it’s important to 
note that the educational part of this is not only for the general public, we do feel like, across-the-
board, we need to make sure that our law enforcement officers, that are representing the agencies 
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when they’re out there on the vessels, have a -- That they have what they need to be able to clearly 
explain to the user how these devices work, why it’s important to use them, and what “readily 
available” means. 
 
All right, and so, moving on to the marine protected areas and the spawning special management 
zones, closed areas that are far offshore continue to be difficult to enforce.  For the U.S. Coast 
Guard, fast-response boats are best suited for enforcing MPAs, but they are concentrated in south 
Florida and tasked with border patrol and illegal immigration.  The U.S. Coast Guard relies on 
state partners to enforce fishery regulations, including closed areas. 
 
North Carolina, which does not have a JEA, is not sending patrols to the EEZ.  Closed areas not 
being marked make them more difficult to enforce, and to apply enforcement, and the AP had 
additional comments regarding closed areas during discussion of Regulatory Amendment 35, and 
the AP requested that the council be more specific in their inquiries regarding enforcement for 
closed areas, so agencies can better respond.  The idea would be to send out surveys, to get an idea 
better on how you want that enforcement to look. 
 
Agency updates, I will probably skip over the NOAA update, because you had a much better, in-
depth version of that just now, and so we’ll move on to the other states and the Coast Guard.  For 
South Carolina JEA activities, the Saltwater Enforcement Team has doubled federal referrals from 
the previous year.  There were fourteen cases related to red snapper, three descending device 
violations, one marine protected area violation, six dealer violations, and one charter captain with 
an expired permit and possession of red snapper. 
 
The Georgia JEA activities referred twenty-six cases to NOAA, mostly red snapper, eight 
descending device violations, two TED violations, several undersized black sea bass.  Six new 
positions have been created, and there are approximately twenty officers dedicated to coastal 
enforcement. 
 
For North Carolina, there were no JEA cases on descending device violations, and they’re looking 
at obtaining additional watercraft and adding two investigators.  Again, North Carolina does not 
participate in the JEA program.  
 
For Florida, for statewide, during the last contract period, the total hours were 6,000 hours of JEA 
activities, including 1,300 hours dedicated to the Florida Keys National Marine Sanctuary.  We 
had over 267 citations, and 290 summary settlements, for Florida.  Then you already heard from 
NOAA, and so I’m going to skip over that one. 
 
The U.S. Coast Guard, the agency’s focus is on combatting drugs and illegal immigration, IUU 
activities, and search and rescue.  There has been a decline in recruitment and retention across the 
agency.  The focus has shifted away from fisheries, and so the U.S. Coast Guard relies on partner 
agencies communicating priorities, and so, basically, they’re going to be shifting, obviously, their 
efforts to other areas, but, if we communicate with them, they will work with us, as needed. 
 
On Other Business, in Florida, we brought up a discussion on Caribbean red snapper and some of 
the things we’ve been seeing in Florida.  Since we’ve had that discussion, we’ve had further 
discussion in Florida, and other information has developed, and so we don’t feel that it’s the issue 
we thought we were looking at, and we’re just going to keep monitoring that, and see if anything 
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changes, but we were hearing chatter, on the internet, of people claiming to catch Caribbean red 
snapper, but now we’re realizing that’s not accurate.  Any questions? 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Thank you, Captain Pearce.  Questions for Captain Pearce at this time?  Andy. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  Two questions, and so there’s a lot of reference to red snapper cases, and 
these are out-of-season retention, primarily recreational vessels, or is this commercial and 
recreational that we’re referring to? 
 
CAPTAIN PEARCE:  So I believe the majority are probably going to be recreational, but, if you’re 
referring to the other states, the information I have is what I have, and so I don’t know, and I can’t 
speak for them on that. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  Okay, and then the discussion about enforceability of spatial area closures, 
and I think the statement was area closures far offshore, or something like that, and can you discuss 
like what distance are we talking about, or was there a definition of that? 
 
CAPTAIN PEARCE:  I knew we were going to talk about this a little bit more further on in the 
agenda, but so we all agreed that, the further offshore, the more difficult it is to patrol these areas, 
and so, you know, I think, when you’re looking at anywhere out to twenty miles, you probably -- 
Anything within twenty miles of shore, you’re going to increase your level of patrol, for the most 
part.  You know, some states are still going to be limited, but, for the most part, anything within 
twenty miles, you’re going to be good.  Outside of twenty miles, you’re going to be limited to what 
type of vessels the agencies have that can get out there and do it. 
 
You know, with Florida, you know, we have our offshore patrol vessel program, but, in some 
areas, that might be one or two boats that can get out there and do it, and so, the further offshore, 
essentially, the lower frequency of patrol you’re going to get.  The closer to shore, the more 
frequency of patrol you’re going to get. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Additional questions at this time?  Okay.  Seeing none, thank you for your 
presentation.  
 
CAPTAIN PEARCE:  Thank you, all. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  The next report is from the U.S. Coast Guard.  Lieutenant Stackhouse, are you 
giving that presentation, or is it being given remotely? 
 
LTJG KRAISS:  This is Lieutenant Junior Grade Kraiss, and I’m just going to be speaking real 
briefly, on behalf of the Coast Guard, for District 7. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Go ahead, Marisa. 
 
LTJG KRAISS:  Okay.  Good afternoon, everyone.  I apologize that I could not be there in-person.  
I’m Lieutenant Junior Grade Kraiss, and I am the LMR, living marine resources, officer for Coast 
Guard District 7, and so one of the updates from the last council meeting is that I have replaced 
Lieutenant Box as the LMR officer, and so I’m here to listen and learn, and I’m available for any 
questions.  
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As was mentioned in the previous two reports, the Coast Guard is facing a retention crisis, and so 
some of our priorities are shifting.  However, with that being said, the fisheries mission is still very 
much something we’re involved in, and we do rely heavily on our partners.  There are two cases 
recently that occurred, the first of which was a case out of Sector Jacksonville, where we worked 
with Coast Guard, NOAA, and Florida Fish and Wildlife, and that case resulted in the seizure of 
9,665 pounds of fish and a $2,000 fine to the fishing vessel that was involved. 
 
The second case was a case out of Sector San Juan, where the Coast Guard interdicted a vessel 
that was originally suspected of counternarcotics trafficking, but, upon arriving on scene, we 
discovered that there were actually about 110,000 American eels being smuggled out of the United 
States to the Dominican Republic, and those were adolescent eels, and they’re worth about $2,000 
per pound.  NOAA actually wanted, or requested, to prosecute the case, under the Lacey Act, and 
so we transferred all of the contraband, and any evidence, to them, and so those are two great 
examples of the interagency and partnerships that we have that are crucial to our missions, and so, 
with that being said, that’s all I have, and I have Lieutenant Dustin Stackhouse here, and he is 
visiting from District 5, and he’s their LMR officer, and so he will also be participating in the 
conference, and available as well, if anybody has any other questions.  Thank you.   
 
DR. BELCHER:  Thank you for your presentation.  Any questions at this time?  Okay.  Seeing 
none, we’ll move on down to the council liaison reports.  Dale, if you will tee us up with the Gulf 
report. 
 
MR. DIAZ:  Thank you, Dr. Belcher.  I appreciate you all having me.  I’m going to run through 
this report, and I’m only going to hit the things that I think are relevant to you all here at this 
meeting, and I’m probably going to read a little and talk a little bit.  I do want to say that, at our 
last meeting, you all were well represented by Kerry, and she did a good job relaying the good 
work that you all are doing here, and I think it’s valuable that you all keep sending people to our 
meetings, and that we come, where we can learn from each other, and I plan on trying to soak up 
as much information, and copy, and plagiarize, and everything else you all are doing this week. 
 
The first thing I want to talk about is I want to let you all know that we started a recreational 
initiative in the Gulf, and that initiative aims to evaluate the efficacy of current recreational fishery 
management practices and develop innovative management approaches and guidance to prevent 
overfishing, address discards, and to better account for uncertainty in recreational fisheries data 
that is used in management.  The way I’ve always approached my whole career is, no matter what 
we’re doing, we can do a better job, and, if we’re doing a bad job, we can do a better job, and, if 
we’re doing a good job, we can do a better job. 
 
I’m excited about this initiative, and I think we’re going to get a lot of input from stakeholders, 
and hopefully we can come up with some better ways to manage our recreational fisheries.  I think, 
Andy -- This was Andy who originally made the motion to do this, and I am really hoping that we 
get some good discard information in the Gulf.  Like the South Atlantic, discards is a major 
problem in the Gulf, and it holds us back on harvesting more fish, and so we’re going to keep an 
eye on some of the stuff that you all are doing, especially with discards and other things, and see 
if we can’t plug those in and use those in our recreational initiative. 
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Another thing that I wanted to let you know about is there’s a title here for our Scientific and 
Statistical Committee, and the main thing I want to bring up there is we’re just adjusting it a little 
bit, and so now we can have up to twenty-one members on our SSC, and we’re trying to get a little 
bit more focused on economists and social scientists, and we’re going to include those in our 
standing committee, and now we can currently have up to four economists, and up to four social 
scientists, and we’re making that a little bit more of a priority on our SSC. 
 
The next thing that I want to talk about a little bit is electronic reporting, and I think most of you 
all know that, in the Gulf of Mexico, there was a court case that we lost, probably a year or so ago 
now, and we basically don’t have a charter boat reporting system in place currently, and so we had 
the SEFHIER program for a short period of time, and so we’re in the early stages of refining the 
SEFHIER program, and we do have an Ad Hoc Charter-for-Hire Data Collection Advisory Panel 
that recently met for the first time, and they gave us some input, and we’re looking at the input 
that they gave us, and we’re trying to get started on a document. 
 
I envision, when all of this is done, we’re going to have something that’s going to be equivalent to 
like a SEFHIER lite, compared to what we had before, and we’ll take into account the court 
decision, and we’re getting a lot of input from the public on things that they didn’t like, and I’m 
sure some of the things that they didn’t like will not be in there, and we’re taking an extra special 
hard look at the economic data that was asked for before, and I’m not sure where that’s going to 
end up, and so the council is discussing exactly how much of an emphasis to put on economic data 
in the future in our program that’s coming up. 
 
I did want to talk about recreational catch and effort data, and so National Marine Fisheries staff 
presented a preliminary 2023 recreational landings estimate from the federal Marine Recreational 
Information Program Fishing Effort Survey for gag and red grouper.  For both species, the landings 
estimates, in the MRIP-FES units, exceeded the annual catch limit.  After reviewing the 
preliminary landings data, and hearing considerable public testimony on the issue, the council 
decided to write a letter to NOAA’s Office of Science and Technology and the Gulf States, 
escalating the review and evaluation of recreational effort extrapolation methodologies between 
the federal MRIP-FES program and state-specific surveys.  The council requested that the finding 
from the review be presented to the council’s SSC as soon as possible. 
 
At our public testimony at our last meeting, we had more recreational fishermen sign-up for public 
testimony than I’ve seen in a long time, or maybe ever, and a lot of it was the fact that they are 
concerned about some of the numbers that are affecting the closures of gag and red grouper in the 
Gulf of Mexico, and one thing that was cited in public testimony a lot is there was one -- I believe 
it was a gag encountered on the shoreline mode, and it threw a really big number, and that’s 
happened before, with other species, where we’ll have just a small amount of intercepts sometimes 
throw big numbers, and we’ve just got to figure out a better way to deal with those types of things, 
and that’s what we’re trying to -- One of the things we’re trying to do is to encourage that Science 
and Technology and the Gulf States work together to get this review done and see if we can’t do a 
better job with that, or look at some different ways to address those things when they happen. 
 
Gag grouper, I know you all are looking at gag at this meeting, and so the council reviewed a 
presentation which showed that the reducing the daily bag limit from two fish to one fish is only 
expected to increase the duration of the recreational gag fishing season by 10 percent.  Further, the 
recreational bag limit reduction is expected to correspond with an increase in regulatory discards, 
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as approximately 20 percent of the private vessels currently land two gag per person.  Given these 
results, and in consideration of the council’s goal of avoiding increasing discard mortality on gag, 
the council decided to stop work on a framework action that considers adjusting gag grouper 
management measures. 
 
There’s a few other things in my report that may come up during the meeting, and I’ll just address 
those as you all go through your agenda, and I will just jump in there and talk about them, and that 
concludes my report. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Thank you, Dale.  Questions for Dale?  Okay.  Seeing none, we will move on to 
the Mid-Atlantic’s report.  Sonny. 
 
MR. GWIN:  Thank you, Madam Chair.  The Mid-Atlantic Council met in February, and they 
approved the public hearing document for the surf clam and quahog species separation 
requirements, which was interesting, because that’s a climate change, we believe, document.  From 
climate change, the clams are starting to mix, and they’re having a problem with quahogs and surf 
clams mixing, and it’s always been a separate fishery, and so now enforcement is having problems 
with it. 
 
We received an update on an action to reduce sturgeon bycatch, and we endorsed several packages 
of alternatives for further technical analysis, by putting -- They’re trying to save the sturgeon, and 
bycatch of the sturgeon is getting out of hand, and now they’re starting to do some updates on that, 
to reduce it, which is very interesting too, and it’s going to really affect that fishery. 
 
We also received some offshore wind update development, and we received a presentation on the 
black sea bass research track assessment.  We received an update on efforts to increase awareness 
of compliance with recreational tilefish permitting and reporting requirements.  We received a 
briefing on the Magnuson-Stevens Act financial disclosure and recusal requirements, and that was 
very interesting, on recusals and financial disclosures, and then one of the big things that we did, 
I thought, was recognize Captain Jimmy Ruhle for all the work that he’s done, and I don’t know 
if anybody has ever met Jimmy Ruhle, but, for what he’s done for the fishing industry, and for 
management, and he’s been instrumental in fisheries management.  
 
I’m going to touch base on this sturgeon framework.  They have an AP meeting tomorrow, and a 
committee meeting on the 13th, and that will go to the April meeting at the Mid-Atlantic, where 
they will make a final rule, and, in June, they will make the final rules.  Also, I will touch on the 
black sea bass assessment.  The council received a presentation on the black sea bass research 
track assessment, which passed peer review in December of 2023, and several improvements were 
made for that assessment, including a new model, and so if anybody is interested in that.  I think 
that’s it, if there’s any questions, and the next meeting is in April, the 9th through 11th, in Atlantic 
City, New Jersey. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Thanks, Sonny.  Are there questions for Sonny at this time?  Okay.  Seeing none, 
we’ll move on to the state reports.  Jessica, would you be willing to start with Florida first? 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  Sure.  Just a couple of things that I wanted to highlight, and so, later this 
week, our new Chief Conservation Officer, George Warthen, will be here, should be here, starting 
tomorrow afternoon, and he just has never been to a council meeting, and he wants to understand 
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the council process, and so he should be here tomorrow, and then just a heads-up that our FWC 
Conservation Social Science Team will be conducting interviews, in the near future, with 
commercial lobster fishermen, to try to understand a little bit more about the fishery, and what 
they want to see for the future of the fishery, and a number of items, really, but I just wanted to 
give people a heads-up on those two things, and that’s all I’ve got. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Thanks, Jessica.  Trish, do you want to do North Carolina next? 
 
MS. MURPHEY:  All right, and so the Division of Marine Fisheries just recently issued $1.2 
million of CARES Act II funding to eligible members of the fishing industry, for economic losses 
due to COVID, and so this is CARES II, and these funds went to commercial fishers, aquaculture 
operations, seafood dealers, and processors. 
 
The other thing that went on is our Marine Fishery Commission met last month, and so we selected 
options for -- They selected options for the draft striped mullet FMP, and that includes weekend 
closures for commercial fishers and bag and vessel limits for recreational fishers, and then this 
FMP is scheduled for final approval in May.  They also selected proposed language for future 
rulemaking that would allow the division director, with the commission’s concurrence, to issue a 
proclamation to cap harvest of false albacore through recreational bag limits, recreational vessel 
limits, and commercial trip limits, and that’s if the false albacore fishery landings exceed a preset 
threshold. 
 
They also sent an issue paper that is pertaining to the protection of submerged aquatic vegetation 
through shrimp trawl area closures to our various advisory committees for stakeholder input.  They 
also approved, for the Marine Fisheries Commission Conservation Fund Committee, to expend 
$40,000 to assist the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service in stocking striped bass in Albemarle Sound.  
The commission also recommended that the division seek multiple sources of funding, and 
possible alternative methods, for monitoring of shrimp trawls, through an observer program. 
 
Also, on March 20, the division is going to be hosting the North Carolina Southern Flounder 
Symposium.  It’s free to anybody that wants to come, and you just have to register.  We’ve got 
speakers who will be talking about life history, movement and migration, habitat, and management 
in North Carolina, and as well as some ongoing research, and I believe our own Executive Director, 
John Carmichael, will be speaking at that as well, and so you can go to our website, and you’ll 
find an agenda, and you can register there. 
 
The other big news for North Carolina is, this past fall, our legislature passed rules, or passed 
legislation, that impacts both our recreational and commercial fishers, and it basically requires any 
person who is recreationally harvesting, and this is recreationally harvesting, red drum, flounder, 
spotted seatrout, striped bass, and weakfish, to report that harvest to the Division of Marine 
Fisheries, and it also requires any person that is holding a commercial fishing license, who engages 
in a fishing operation, to report all their fish, shellfish, and crustaceans harvested, and this also 
includes any landings that aren’t sold. 
 
The division received a one-time legislative allocation of $5 million for the development of this 
harvest reporting system, and, unfortunately, it does not include additional staff, and we are also 
on a tight timeline to implement this by the end of the year, and we have started to get with outreach 
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efforts, to make sure that everyone is aware this is coming, and we’ll be probably doing major 
outreach for this, and that’s all I’ve got for North Carolina. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Thanks, Trish.  Tim. 
 
MR. GRINER:  Thank you for that, Trish.  Is there currently an observer program in the North 
Carolina shrimp industry, and, if so, who funds it? 
 
MS. MURPHEY:  I mean, there’s a federal observer program, but we have observers that observe 
our gillnet fishery.  We do shrimp trawl characterization work that, you know, we use observers 
on, and, to be honest, I’m not -- I think those projects are finished, but, I mean, we have observers, 
and we have an observer program in general, but it’s really about the gillnets. 
 
MR. GRINER:  Thank you. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay.  Any other questions for Trish?  Okay.  Moving on, we have -- As we all 
know, Mel retired, and this is our first meeting without him, and Ms. Amy Dukes is here, 
representing South Carolina.  Amy, did they prep you to have a report? 
 
MS. DUKES:  Yes, ma’am, they did.  Thank you, guys, for allowing me to be here.  It’s really an 
honor, and I’m really excited about working with everyone on the council, and all the council staff, 
and hopefully I’m a little bit of a familiar face, and so it won’t come as quite a surprise, but I would 
be happy to give an update from the South Carolina Department of Natural Resources. 
 
We’ve got three saltwater-heavy bills currently working their way through the house and the 
senate.  One is for blue crab fisheries, and primarily it’s to establish a limited commercial fishery 
for that particular industry.  Right now, it’s classified as the wild, wild west, often, when we talk 
about it.  Through attrition, our attempt is to try to get down to about 125 licenses over time, and 
that’s going to be done through looking at historical landings.  Exactly how that framework is 
going to look, it’s still being worked through, and there are some amendments that have been made 
to the proposed legislation thus far, and, currently, it’s still in a subcommittee standard, and so 
please pay attention for that as it comes down. 
 
Additionally, a flounder bill is in its third reading in the senate, and this is to repeal a sunset clause 
associated with some regulation from 2021, and it’s just in order to keep the sixteen-inch 
requirement, with a five-per-person and ten-vessel limit.   
 
Lastly, from the legislative side of the house, there is a resolution for offshore species data 
collection, and it’s an interesting one, and it’s passed the fish house committee, and it’s going to 
be read in the house, but, specifically, the resolution encourages the agency to develop a state-
based marine recreational offshore fisheries data collection program, in lieu of a federal permit, 
that ensures more reliable data for fisheries management and facilitates access to offshore fisheries 
for South Carolina anglers.  More to come on this. 
 
I will also say that we are currently seeking funding for -- I’m sorry, and we’re currently seeking, 
through some disaster funds that we received for the 2018 shrimp, and so, actually, RFPs went out 
to the industry for infrastructure projects, and so that’s working its way, and then, lastly, we have 
a new stock assessment biologist position that we have been trying to fill for a little while, and we 
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had some great interviews in the last couple of weeks, and hopefully we’ll be filling that position 
here shortly, and that will conclude my report. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Thank you, Amy.  Questions for Amy?  Laurilee. 
 
MS. THOMPSON:  Hi, Amy.  Welcome to the family.  I think -- Did I hear you right, when you 
said that the permit would be in lieu of a federal permit, so that you could try to collect data, and 
so how would that affect our council’s efforts to try to get a federal permit established to collect 
data?  Will they need your South Carolina state permit and a federal permit to fish in offshore 
waters, and will you guys be sharing data? 
 
MS. DUKES:  It’s a great question, Laurilee.  At this point, it’s a resolution, which means this is 
just an exploratory-type framework, and so could South Carolina DNR do this, and, if they were, 
how much would this program cost, what infrastructure would we have to build into the agency to 
be able to actually have a side-by-side data collection program, and this is very much in the 
infancy, and, at this point, it’s more of an idea. 
 
I believe the “in lieu of the federal permit” will get to some of the action items that 46 talks about, 
if a state can exempt from a federal permit, and those type of conversations would likely be a part 
of this resolution.  Again, it’s in infancy, and this is just a what could South Carolina, do, how 
would you do it, and how much would it cost, and there are no dedicated funds associated with 
this resolution, and it’s just sort of a theory of let’s see what we can do, and the general assembly 
is asking the agency to do this. 
 
MS. THOMPSON:  Well, actually, that sounds pretty good, you know, in lieu of what we just 
heard from the law enforcement that there really isn’t anyone that can enforce the federal attempts 
to collect data, and enforce things, and it will be interesting to see what you guys come up with.  
Thank you. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Additional questions for Amy?  Okay.  Seeing none, I will give you the report-
out from Georgia.  We’re light on federal projects, or at least federal-waters projects, but a couple 
of things of note.  Our shrimp season extended through the middle of January this year.  Count 
size was sufficient enough, and we pretty much made that decision prior to -- Well, two weeks 
prior to actually getting the cold snap that coincided well with that date, and so, actually, we did a 
better job forecasting that closure than we would have thought. 
 
A lot more activity has gone on our artificial reefs.  Right before Christmas, we got back into the 
sub car business, and we put two subway cars out, twenty-three miles off of Ossabaw, in one of 
our artificial reefs.  They came from Atlanta.  Atlanta has a number of cars that they would love 
to see us put down in the future, and so we’re working through with them.  Both Director Haymans 
and Paul Medders, who is the lead for our habitat program, is working closely with them for future 
projects that involve those cars. 
 
Then, on the 17th of February, we also put a steel-hulled sailboat down on one of our artificial 
reefs, about sixteen miles offshore of Cumberland, and so we’re still putting some effort into 
putting, I guess, supplies on the bottom.  It’s interesting to note, and I’m sure that you all have 
seen with your social media, how trends go, but, initially, we had a lot of really good feedback 
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coming through, but, by the time you got down to the bottom of the list, you could see that there’s 
a lot of misunderstanding about what we do.   
 
There was a lot of folks that really felt like we were just putting junk on the bottom, by the time 
we got to the end of our 3,000 comments, but, initially, we got a lot of really strong feedback on 
it.  Any questions for me from Georgia?  All right.  So, seeing none, we will move on to our first 
meeting item, which is Best Fishing Practices and 2024 Outreach Update from Ashley Oliver. 
 
MS. OLIVER:  All right.  Hi, everyone.  Good afternoon.  We wanted to start off, here on Monday, 
talking about some of the outreach education that we’ve been doing this year, not only, you know, 
best fishing practices and citizen science, but we also want to share what we’re seeing out there 
and talk to you about kind of what we’re seeing change over time, since we really started to push 
this outreach, and about a couple of years ago is when we started kind of a more aggressive 
outreach approach. 
 
Since I do have the floor, I want to just give you guys a quick update on two of our best fishing 
practices projects that are upcoming and ongoing, but I will spend most of the time talking about 
those outreach efforts that we’ve completed this year thus far. 
 
The first project is the What It Means to Me project, and you guys remember that this is the video 
project that I’m working on with Nick, and, ultimately, we’re just sitting down with fishermen, 
and we’re just having conversations with them, and, you know, learning what their fishery means 
to them, and, you know, why they think it should be preserved for the future, and so, really, on this 
slide, I just wanted to give a big shoutout, and a big thank you, to all of our participants thus far.  
Since we’ve spoke last, we’ve added Robert Spottswood, Jr. to the list, and we just can’t thank 
these guys enough for taking time out of their busy schedules and talking with us, sharing their 
stories, and, you know, just digging in a little bit. 
 
As an update for the project itself, Nick and I are currently editing all the videos, and we’re 
planning to get a video out here soon, and it will be Chip’s video, and we’ll start, you know, putting 
more out, once we get them edited, and it will kind of go in the order that we filmed them, which 
is what’s on the screen now, and the so the idea is we’ll share this video with the participants, and 
we would love for them to share them on their platforms, and we’ll share it through social media, 
put it on YouTube, and we’re looking to create a dedicated webpage for the project, and also 
hopefully have a feature article in the late summer, and so we’re really excited to see this project 
come together, and so be on the lookout for those videos being posted. 
 
Then, as for an update for the Best Fishing Practices Master Volunteer Program, again, this is those 
regional in-person workshops that are targeting key members of the fishing community and port 
samplers, and the goal of this project is really to extend our reach by having these groups spread 
information in their communities about best fishing practices, the council, and the council projects, 
and what really makes this project different is we want it to be more of a -- Instead of a one-way 
discourse, we want it to be more conversational in nature. 
 
We really do hope that folks learn something from this workshop, but, really, the idea is for us to 
kind of emphasize the main tidbits that we want them to take back, and then, for us as staff, we’re 
really hoping to keep building those relationships, and hopefully learn ways that we can better 
outreach, and so, within your briefing book, there is a project document that just kind of lists 
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everything out in detail.  If you’re interested in looking at that, it just kind of goes into why we’re 
doing this program, what it is, and who we’re targeting. 
 
I wanted to quickly cover the workshop components, now that we have kind of finalized what 
we’re going to talk about, and the first section, of course, is going to be all about best fishing 
practices, and this is going to be the meat of the workshop, and we’ll get into general practices, 
and so, you know, limiting the fight, limiting air exposure, handling practices, things like that, and 
we’ll dig in on the Release section, and so talking about descending devices, the types, you know, 
the regulations and what have you, and we decided that we want to talk about venting as well.  We 
heard from you, and we heard from our APs, and we heard from, you know, folks in our outreach 
that people are venting, and, a lot of times, they’re venting incorrectly, and so we wanted to have 
a section in the workshop talking about what venting is, what it is not, and emphasize that you still 
-- Even if you choose to vent, you still have to have a descending device in the South Atlantic.  
 
Then, like I said, we want this to be conversational, and so we plan to have some activities 
throughout the workshop.  We’ve got some discussions planned, and we have a post-it-note 
activity that gets participants up out of their seats and interacting with each other. 
 
Then the second section is going to be all about getting involved, and so, of course, this includes 
our citizen science projects, SAFMC Release, FISHstory, and the citizen science project portal.  I 
plan to go over a little bit about the council, talk about Magnuson, kind of high-level stuff, and 
that the councils are bound by Magnuson, who you all are, what you do, the importance of advisory 
panels and public comment, and then a little bit about the MREP program, or the Marine Resource 
Education Program. 
 
I went through this a couple of years ago, with Judy and Laurilee, and I learned so much from this 
program, and I honestly want to go back through it again, because it was just so helpful, and I 
think, you know, anybody that wants to be involved in the fishery management process -- They 
should really apply and try to be a part of that program.  Then the last section, that will kind of 
wrap up everything up, is I’m hoping to partner with our state folks and just give a little information 
about what they’ve got going on and how people can get involved with them. 
 
This is kind of our tentative, most tentative, schedule.  We’re still looking for places, and dates, to 
host most of these, but I will say that we are about to get the ball rolling.  South Carolina is set in 
stone, and so we’ll have our first workshop on April 25 in Charleston, followed by one up in Myrtle 
Beach on May 7, and in Port Royal on May 8, and so it’s coming up soon, and I’m really excited 
to finally get this thing going.   
 
It’s been a work-in-progress, and so, in the coming months, or I guess throughout the whole year, 
I’ll be sending out advertisements, and sign-ups, and, you know, one of the main, you know, groups 
we are targeting is key members of the community, and so that includes our council members, that 
includes our APs, and also all of your community members, and so we would really love for you 
guys to attend one of these, and bring your friends, and so, like I said, be on the lookout, throughout 
the year, for an advertisement.  
 
That brings me to the outreach portion of the presentation.  To say the least, we’ve been quite busy 
to start the year, and this -- You know, I am giving this presentation, but the effort is our entire 
outreach crew, and so that includes myself, Christina, Julia, Meg, and David, and just really all 
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staff, because they have volunteered a lot of their evenings, and their weekends, to help us out with 
these events, and, without that, we wouldn’t have been able to accomplish what we did. 
 
Then not on staff, but has given us a lot of insight and contacts in the industry, is BeBe Dalton-
Harrison, and I’m sure a lot of you guys know BeBe, and she’s been in and out and around the 
council for some time, and she’s been super helpful, this year and last year as well. 
 
We kicked off the year with a week-long outreach adventure in the Florida Keys.  We really made 
the most of our time, and we accomplished quite a bit, and, just in general, there really is an 
overwhelming support for descending devices and best practices down there, which kind of is 
similar to what we saw the last time we were down in the Keys and did outreach. 
 
To start the week, David and I did some tackle shop outreach, where we hit about thirteen shops 
throughout the Keys, and tackle shops continue to be such a major part of what we do, and, you 
know, people really do appreciate that face-to-face contact, and, you know, we do get some tough 
questions, and we have some tough conversations, but those are just as important to have as those, 
you know, positive interactions, and our materials continue to be very well received.   
 
We actually ended up getting an SAFMC Release sign-up right after we left Cudjoe Sales, and I 
guess a customer -- She had overheard us talking to the guys at the counter, and she thought it was 
interesting, and she signed up, and so, again, that’s exactly, you know, why we’re doing this, and 
we’re always looking for tackle shop suggestions.  Robert gave us a couple when we were down 
there, that weren't originally on our tackle shop list, and they ended up being like awesome visits, 
and so please always send us your places that you go, or that you know are hotspots in your area. 
 
Then, while David and I were busy tackle shop outreaching, Julia was busy with FISHstory 
outreaching, and she visited the REEF Key Largo campus, which is the Reef Environmental 
Education Foundation, and they’ve been a key partner in leading efforts for the SMILE project, 
and she was able to meet with REEF staff, and two other facilities, and they’re actually building a 
new ocean exploration center, which is pretty cool, and they’re looking into ways to incorporate 
historic photos, and so FISHstory, obviously, is the best, you know, the greatest project for that, 
and so they are looking to incorporate that into one of their new displays. 
 
She was also able to visit Bud N’ Mary’s, and she shared information on that project.  David Moss 
helped her connect with Captain Asbury, who is a headboat captain at Bud N’ Mary’s, and she’s 
working with him to get some more photos down in the Keys.   
 
Then, surprisingly, still earlier in the week, we did a seminar with the Tackle Box in Marathon, 
and this audience was great. They asked a ton of relevant questions about best practices and release, 
and one thing that we do, in all of our seminars, all of our events, is we always show that NC State 
video of the red grouper being descended, and you guys have probably seen it a million times, and 
so we always share that, and, every single time we share it, people are always in awe.   
 
You know, maybe they didn’t believe it worked before, but now they do, and so this crowd was 
especially interested in that, and it led to some great conversations, and the Tackle Box actually 
posted this, and it’s a screenshot that I took off of Facebook, but they posted a live video of David 
explaining how to use a descending device, and you can see, down there, they had 1.2 thousand 
views, just from this one video, and so it just kind of goes to show, you know, partnering with 
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people like this, and they post things, and we didn’t ask them to do this, and so doing this, you 
know, can really spread that information out there.  There is only four or five of us in our, you 
know, outreach crew, and so, obviously, our social media is limited as well, and so just, you know, 
partnering with folks like this is something we want to continue doing. 
 
Then we went on a Sea Grant media headboat trip that David organized.  The idea, or the goal, of 
this trip was to gather media content that focused on best practices and SAFMC Release and get a 
published article from it, and so went out on the Gulf Stream IV, out of Key West, Florida.   
 
We caught red grouper, graysby, lane snapper, muttons, porgies, all kinds of stuff, and we’ve got 
some great footage of it, great photos, and we’ve created all kinds of videos as well, and you can 
see, in that bottom video there, and that’s actually the mate, and he was really stoked, and he 
wanted to get involved, and so he took me through, you know, how to rig up a circle hook, what’s 
the importance of them, the function of them, and so that was really cool, and then Julia was a star 
as well, and we did all kind of bits on how to just use SAFMC Release out in the wild.  Then I 
should also mention too that David has written an article for Keys Weekly, and he used a lot of the 
media for this trip, and that should be coming out soon, I believe. 
 
Then we finished the trip with a weekend at the Florida Keys Seafood Festival.  We had a booth 
talking about best practices and Release, and it was really just a lot of general -- It was a lot of 
education to the general public, with a few people being new charter companies and local 
fishermen that were especially excited and interested in what we had to say. 
 
This was just a good opportunity to catch up with our AP members, and also to show support for 
the Florida Keys Seafood Fishermen’s Association, and, also, there were a few seminar attendees 
that came by and stopped, and, again, just building that relationship there, and, as you can see, the 
chickens were also very interested in best practices too.  We finally got one in our booth and 
captured a picture of it.  That may, or may not, have been the goal of the day. 
 
The following weekend, we had some folks go to the Haddrell’s Tackle Fishing Expo in 
Charleston, and this is actually something we went to last year, and we were invited back, and so, 
you know, just with being invited back to events, it just is showing a transition into a more 
personable council, and, if you remember, that is kind of one of our goals of our outreach. 
 
There were a lot of repeat attendees, both adults and kids, that remembered staff, and what’s 
interesting about this event is there are a lot more kids than a lot of our other events that really 
cater more to adults, but these kids would come into the booth, and they would start to tell staff 
what a descending device is, and what’s barotrauma, and then they would go get mom or dad, or 
their friend, and do the same, and so it’s just kind of cool to, you know, see that younger generation 
know what’s going on. 
 
Then Meg and David partnered with Mark Phelps on two seminars.  Mark is a local captain out of 
Charleston, and he’s just been a wonderful supporter, over the years, for seminars and events, and 
he’s always helping us out, and so they talked about bottom fishing tactics, best practices, SAFMC 
Release, and then Gary was even there to field some of those tough questions afterwards.  But 
wait, there’s more.  Like I said, we were quite busy. 
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An event that BeBe connected us with was the Saltwater Sportsman’s National Seminar Series that 
featured George Poveromo.  We went to three of the locations, or there of the seminars, in 
Wilmington, North Carolina; Port St. Lucie, Florida; and Myrtle Beach, South Carolina.  Between 
the three of them, there were 600 to 700 attendees, and so that’s just three events, and so, basically, 
you know, these people would go in, and watch the seminars, and, in between the seminars, they 
would come out to the hallway, where there were only maybe five or six booths, and we were one 
of them, and so, you know, you have a few hundred people in that small area, and you’re getting 
a lot of action. 
 
Our table was so busy, in the best way possible, and they were very interested in what we had to 
say.  It was a really, really great event, and it was also cool, because we had descending devices 
laying out on the table.  Folks would come up and like point to the one that they used, and start 
talking about it with us, or talk to their buddy behind them, and be like, hey, this is how you use 
it, because there were a lot of new fishermen there, too.  We want to thank George and Edie 
Poveromo, plus their team, for having us.  They just made us feel at home, and this was definitely 
a highlight event. 
 
David just wrapped up a reef fish webinar series that I hope you guys were able to tune into.  He 
had Dr. Walter Bubley talk about reef fish surveying, and then Dr. Will Patterson got into the 
South Atlantic Red Snapper Research Program, and Dr. Sean Powers and Dr. Mark Albins talked 
about the Greater Amberjack Count.  There was a wide-ranging audience, both in affiliation and 
location.  Attendees came from the industry, NGOs, research, management backgrounds, and, on 
top of all the affiliations, attendees came from all over, spanning eight U.S. states, and it even 
extended into countries like Turkey and the Philippines, which is pretty cool.  I’m kind of curious 
how they found out about it, but I’m glad they tuned in. 
 
The attendees made the most out of the question-and-answer session with the researchers that was 
offered afterwards, and they asked a ton of, you know, well-developed questions, and I believe, if 
you guys are interested in watching these, these webinars are available on South Carolina and 
Florida Sea Grant’s YouTube pages, and I do plan to post the links on our social media here in the 
coming weeks. 
 
The first year was, obviously, quite busy, and that’s just the way we like it, and we really want to 
keep this ball rolling, because we are seeing a very positive trend, and so, first -- Or, well, I guess, 
throughout this year, we are hoping to partner with Pitman Creek again, and so, last year, we 
partnered with Pitman Creek, who is a tackle distributor in Kentucky, but they’ve been spreading 
out into the saltwater world, and so, last year, we sent educational informational materials to 
twenty-eight of their tackle shops in the Southeast.  We did that four times last year, and we’re 
planning to do that again this year. 
 
We’ll continue that tackle shop outreach.  Like I said, it’s super important to, you know, keep that 
face-to-face, and people are starting to remember us.  Meg and David just told me today that they 
went to West Marine, and Ashley remembered them, and they remembered Ashley, and it’s just 
finally, you know, starting to go somewhere.  If you remember last year, David, Meg, Scott Baker, 
and Kyle Shertzer went out with Tom on his boat, and NC PBS filmed an episode with them, and 
that’s going to be released here in the coming weeks, and so we’re really excited to see what comes 
out of that.  We’ve got some famous people in the room. 
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Something that came out of the Wilmington George Poveromo seminar was we were approached 
by the Raleigh Saltwater Fishing Club, and they were really interested in what we had to say, and 
they have invited us to their club, and so we’re planning to go up there in April, and then we’ll be 
at ICAST again this year, and so we’re currently just kind of revamping up the booth and just 
prepping for that big event, and then a reminder, again, that BFP MVP is coming, and it’s on the 
horizon, and we would love to have you guys, you know, be on the lookout for those 
advertisements. 
 
I guess, before I turn it over, one thing I really want to stress is I know sometimes it can be negative, 
and you see the stuff on social media and all that stuff, and we’re really seeing a positive turn, 
especially -- Every year we do this stuff, we’re seeing more positivity.  You know, folks are 
remembering us, and they know who the council is, and there are tough questions, and tough 
comments, but it does seem like it’s going in the right direction, and so we do want to keep after 
it, but thank you, guys, and, with that, I will turn it back over to you, Madam Chair. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Any questions for Ashley?  That’s definitely a great job.  You guys are busy, 
busy, busy.  I guess that’s a good thing though, right? 
 
MS. OLIVER:  Absolutely. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay.  Amy. 
 
MS. DUKES:  That was an amazing presentation, and you guys have done an unbelievable job of 
outreach, in a very small amount of time, and so I thank you for that.  Looking forward, ahead to 
some of the workshops, are you going to be getting in contact with the state agencies, to identify 
certain personnel that might be able to assist you with those upcoming, especially since ours are 
right around the corner in South Carolina? 
 
MS. OLIVER:  Yes, and I’ve been talking with Matt, mainly, and I need to reach out to him this 
week, and just touch base, but I’ve definitely touched base with Matt. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay.  Other questions, or comments, for Ashley at this point in time?  Okay.  
Seeing none, thank you, Ashley.  What I’m going to propose is -- I know it seems a little early, but 
I would rather us take a ten-minute break right now, because I want us to make sure that we keep 
the discussion going for the SEFHIER.  It’s a good number of presentations, and so, if at all 
possible, let’s keep this short and come back at 2:50. 
 

(Whereupon, a recess was taken.) 
 
DR. BELCHER:  If everybody can make their way back to the table, please, and we’re going to 
go ahead and get started.  Okay.  Just to let everybody know, tomorrow night, we will be -- We, 
meaning the collective we of Georgia DNR Coastal Resources, will be hosting dinner, at our 
facility again.  Six o’clock is when we will be getting together over there.  If folks are interested, 
we have arranged for folks to be able to go out on a short tour on the boats.  Our big boats, 
unfortunately, both of those are on the hill at the moment, but the LE boat is willing to take some 
folks out for a tour around the sound.  We’ll be eating dinner at about 6:45, and so that will give 
people some time to go out and enjoy seeing St. Simons and Jekyll from the inside.  The cost is 
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$35, and Kelly said that he will collect funds, and so if you get with him, cash please, and that’s 
what I’ve got for now.  Spud. 
 
MR. WOODWARD:  I will send out a -- I’m making sure it’s accurate, but I’ll send out a little 
detailed list, and it has the menu and directions and some things like that, and I just want to make 
sure that I don’t overpromise what we don’t deliver.  You’re only as good as your last meal in 
these kind of socials, you know, and it’s always tough to follow North Carolina.  We’re not going 
to have any official chefs doing this, but they are competent, and I don’t think they’ve poisoned 
anybody yet, and so we should be all right. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Like I said, hot dogs and bologna sandwiches for everybody.  Okay.  The next 
item on agenda is Potential Modifications to the Southeast For-Hire Integrated Electronic 
Reporting program, or SEFHIER, and we’re going to start off with a presentation from Captain 
Scott Pearce, which is the Law Enforcement AP recommendations.  Just a reminder for the group, 
our required action for this item is to discuss whether a plan amendment would be the appropriate 
means to improve the SEFHIER program, discuss other actions the council or NMFS, or both, 
could take to improve reporting compliance in the for-hire sector, and this is all the overarch of 
where we’re going with this.  Captain. 
 
CAPTAIN PEARCE:  All right.  Good deal, and so this will be somewhat short, and so, at our 
meeting in January, the advisory panel provided the following comments regarding compliance 
for for-hire reporting.  North Carolina for-hire fishermen have expressed a desire to have a limited-
entry system.  We all agreed that compliance for SEFHIER, for us within the state, really relies 
heavily on how NOAA OLE wants us to assist them in enforcing SEFHIER. 
 
There is an increase in penalties for noncompliance in the past couple of months, and this for 
NOAA.  NOAA OLE is shifting from compliance assistance to more summary settlements, which 
I think you heard that earlier in the presentation, and so the penalty for not reporting is the same 
as the penalty for not having the permit, which is $500, but, again, we go back to, as far as the 
states are concerned, we all agreed that, however NOAA wants us to assist them with SEFHIER 
enforcement, that is how we will go, and we don’t really have a strong recommendation either 
way. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Any questions for Captain Pearce at this time?  Okay.  The next presentation is 
the Compliance with Charter Vessel Reporting in South Carolina.  Amy.  Amy gets to sit on both 
sides of the table today. 
 
MS. DUKES:  Okay.  We changed seats, and so, again, I guess a little history about myself.  Within 
the Department of Natural Resources in South Carolina, I oversee the fisheries statistics section, 
and so all things fishery-dependent, recreational for-hire and commercial.  Today is going to be all 
about our South Carolina charter trip reports, just to give you a little bit of history about where 
we’ve come from, how we’ve integrated with SEFHIER, and just a little bit about the compliance 
in the actual program itself. 
 
South Carolina started a mandatory reporting requirement for for-hire vessels in 1993.  This was 
actually in conjunction with when National Marine Fisheries Service required headboats to start 
reporting as well.  Our general assembly said, if we’re going to change it for headboats, we might 
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as well change it for charter boats, in a one-stop shop, and so a code of laws was written to actually 
oversee this mandatory reporting requirement. 
 
When the program was implemented, it’s trip-level catch and effort data, done through a logbook, 
and compliance is tracked monthly.  We do a variety of outreach efforts throughout the timeframe, 
and they have been pretty consistent, and changed as they needed to, but really consistent outreach 
efforts, through multiple methods, and, again, it’s always evolving, as things change, and the 
picture to the right is the actual paper logbook, just with some of the general information that’s 
being collected at each trip. 
 
As you can see, our charter licenses, and trips over time, has really taken an upward trend, and this 
is over the course of the entire time series, from 1993 through 2023, with an average around -- 
Close to 600 charter vessels are now licensed in South Carolina, and then the associated trips that 
are being reported have also gone up over time, and that little spike in 2021, just coming out of 
COVID, is everybody wanted to go fishing, and we actually saw a significant increase in the 
number of trips reported in 2021, which was really nice to see. 
 
Then we introduced electronic reporting as an option, and it is not a requirement, if you are a 
South-Carolina-only charter vessel, to report electronically, but, knowing that SEFHIER was in 
the works, and there would likely be an electronic reporting requirement in the future for for-hire 
vessels that are federally-permitted, South Carolina wanted to jump on this, because we didn’t 
want to lose any of our data dissemination that we’ve had in place since 1993, and so we partnered 
with Bluefin Data LLC to create VESL. 
 
A little history about VESL, and so, kind of going backwards again, in 2014 is when federally-
licensed headboats were required to start reporting electronically, which we really listened, and 
we gained as much feedback, from Ken Brennan and his shop, as we possibly could, knowing we 
wanted to do something similar, and so I really give him a lot of credit for actually helping South 
Carolina with this program. 
 
We had -- Our first VESL application was ready in September of 2015, and we started really 
pushing it that following year, and we actually did several council, driven by staff, outreach and 
education sessions in South Carolina, knowing that the federal requirement was coming, when we 
started showcasing VESL back then.  In 2020, we received approval from National Marine 
Fisheries Service for the South Carolina vessel component to collect those SEFHIER data 
elements, and so it’s a single tool, run by South Carolina DNR, collecting the federal fields, and 
then, of course, that became a mandatory trip-level reporting requirement in 2021. 
 
This is going to look at the percentage of all the trips reported online, and I’m going to specify it 
out to for-hire federally-permitted in a moment, but you can see, over time, that the number of 
reported trips online has steadily increased, and we’re at about a 90 percent electronic reporting 
requirement from all of our vessels.   
 
To give you perspective, again, just under 600, and, typically, we have close to 200 federally-
permitted vessels, out of our close to 600 boats, and I’m happy to report that that last 10 percent is 
really made up of forty-three vessels, and they’re my old-school charters, doing inshore stuff, that 
just don’t have a desire to go to electronic, and they’re not federally-permitted, and so we’re 
continuing to collect paper from them, but it’s forty-three, and so we’ve really done a great job, 
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and I think I want to showcase the fact that between when South Carolina introduced VESL and 
electronic reporting -- We’re five years ahead of where SEFHIER is. We started in 2016, and you 
can see where we are in 2023.  The table on the bottom just shows the number of total trips coming 
in over time, the percentage of those online, and then the last column will be those that are just 
those federally-permitted vessels.  
 
This table is going to be representative of just the South Carolina boats that are dually-permitted, 
those that are federally-permitted, and you can see that number has stayed relatively consistent 
over the last three years of the SEFHIER program, the number of reports due weekly, and the 
reports received weekly, with the last column being the mean weekly reporting compliance.   
 
I did not separate this out, and so this will be inclusive of both did-not-fish reports as well as 
positive fishing reports, but 84 percent of the federally-permitted vessels in South Carolina are 
reporting and meeting the weekly mandated reporting requirements.  The other 15 or so percent, 
of course, are our troublemakers, and so we try really hard to work with them, but you can see the 
vast majority of our boats are in fact compliant. 
 
This will show you the compliance rates by weeks, in 2023, of those federally-for-hire-permitted 
vessels.  It kind of waxes and wanes there in the beginning of the time series, but where you start 
to really see that upwards momentum, of almost hitting 90 percent compliance at the weekly rate, 
really kind of corresponds when boats are getting geared up to start fishing, and it’s the end of 
March, and they’re fishing, and so they’re reporting pretty much live.  We have a large suite of 
boats that are actually reporting within hours of when the trip ends, and so that data is coming in 
almost real-time, which is great, and you see that the momentum, close to that 90 percent 
compliance rate at the week, continues until around July 4.  The holiday kicks in, and the summer 
is kind of slowing down, and then we start to see some oscillation there with our reports, but, 
overall, we’re still hitting that mean of 85 percent, which is great. 
 
How do we get compliance?  Outreach, outreach, and more outreach.  It doesn’t stop, and we do 
it multiple ways, and through multiple methods, and along different fronts, depending on who the 
charter captain is in front of, and so, when you guy your South Carolina charter license, you 
immediately get a summary of laws.  That summary of laws outlines everything that’s going on, 
and there is a dedicated page specific to, hey, do you federally fish for these species?  Then you 
need to be aware that there’s some additional permits, on the federal side, that you need to procure. 
 
We also provide handouts, from an electronic reporting standpoint, because we want people to 
know that we’re there for them, that, if you have questions along the way, if you jump into the 
system and you’re a little lost, give us a call, shoot us an email, and we’re there to be able to assist 
you.  This is the federal reporting requirements section of the summary of laws, and it breaks down 
who you need to contact and where you need to go to get those permits. 
 
Once a license has been issued, they get an email from VESL that says, hey, you have been invited 
to join our electronic reporting platform, and so they’re getting paper from us, and they’re getting 
an email from us, and then they’re also getting an email from VESL, and so it’s kind of hitting 
them from multiple points, over the first couple of days of when they buy that license, and so, as 
far as the matching metrics go, if a boat is federally-permitted, and South-Carolina-permitted, 
South Carolina DNR is assisting with that matching effort, and, if we have questions, the SEFHIER 
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crowd has been wonderful to have constant communication with, to be able to make sure we’re 
matching all the South Carolina boats that are also federally permitted. 
 
We also do a ton of outreach, as Ashley was talking about, with our for-hire fleet.  We call, and 
we email.  At license renewal, you cannot renew your South Carolina license unless you’re up-to-
date with your reporting requirements.  It’s very similar to the Southeast Regional Office saying 
that you can’t renew your federal permit unless you’re also in compliance, and there’s a lot of 
outreach techniques that we can do at that point. 
 
We tend to spend a lot of time on the fishing docks, and it doesn’t matter, and a lot of time at 
tournaments, because, if you are a recreational fisherman -- I’m sorry.  If you’re a for-hire 
fisherman, oftentimes, you’re recreationally fishing as well, and so we do a lot of outreach on the 
fishing docks and during tournaments, and we also hold public stakeholder events.   
 
Sometimes we partner with council staff, but, just recently, we did a series of charter summits 
throughout the state, where it was a dedicated time, with our for-hire captains, to be able to have a 
dialogue exchange of what’s going on in your world that you don’t agree with, or you do agree 
with, and how can we help, some general fishing updates on status of stocks, and then we also had 
about a ten-minute presentation by Elizabeth Gooding, all about for-hire, the tips and tricks of how 
to report, questions and answers about problems with the platform, and then the South Carolina 
Fishing Guide Association is also somebody we partner with pretty regularly, to ensure that -- That 
is a standalone body of charter captains in South Carolina that formed this association, and we try 
to ensure that we’re staying in communication with them, because, if talk to one person, typically, 
and relay information, it’s gone to a broader audience, just through the telephone game, which is 
great, but we just want to ensure that that information is, of course, accurate. 
 
Then, in the upper-right-hand corner, you see that we have a support system, and so, while you’re 
logged into VESL, if you have any questions, or concerns, you can send an email to the charter 
reporting email at DNR, and a telephone number, and there’s a series of staff that respond to those 
emails in a very time-efficient manner. 
 
If you don’t report, what happens?  We try to give you as much information when you buy your 
license, and we try to send you emails through VESL, and we try to find you, where we can, to 
have communications, but, ultimately, if you don’t do your reporting requirement, you’re 
eventually going to make your way onto an affidavit list, and this list is generated from the Office 
of Fisheries Management.  Although we are monitoring the compliance tracking for federally-
permitted vessels at the week, it still reverts back to state law, which is trip-level reporting at the 
month. 
 
This generated affidavit list will include state-only-permitted vessels, as well as federally-
permitted-for-hire vessels, but it would be the federally-for-hire-permitted vessels that are, at that 
point, not meeting the state requirement of trip-level monthly and not the federal requirement of 
trip-level weekly, but this is also a great way to get now officers in front of those that are 
delinquent, and that list goes out each month, typically towards the end of the month.  Officer 
discretion applies, and sometimes it’s a phone call from the officer to the for-hire captain, letting 
him know that he is not compliant, and trying to figure out why, and sometimes it’s a meet-and-
greet at his house, on the docks, at the boat landing, and sometimes it’s a written-warning ticket, 
and sometimes it’s a verbal-warning ticket, and sometimes it’s a hard citation. 
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If a citation is written, and there is likely to be a court appearance, officers will contact the Office 
of Fisheries Management, and staff will actually go to our magistrate’s office on the day of the 
court, and it’s, one, to provide evidence and support the officer’s actions of writing that citation, 
but, honestly, it’s an opportunity for my staff, or myself, to get in front of that charter captain and 
be like, dude, what’s going on, and what is happening, and why can’t we report, and why can’t we 
report electronically?  What are the stopgaps? 
 
A lot of times, the stopgaps are just they’re scared, and it’s change.  Change is hard, and, as you 
progress through change, in the middle, it gets a little messy, but, in the end, it actually works out 
pretty well, and so it’s just building confidence and letting that entity know that you’ve got this, 
and let me show you how to do it.  I can pull out my phone, or I can pull out my table, or I can pull 
out my computer, and I can walk them through a trip in minutes, and, once they see it, they’re like, 
okay, this isn’t so bad, and I can handle this, and so that face-to-face interaction is so vital, and 
seeing it in different stands - Like, if you do it right from the beginning, it’s more of a casual 
conversation.   
 
When you’re at a fishing dock, or a tournament, or one of our stakeholder events, it's those folks 
that really want to be there, and so that’s a really great audience to capture too, and then it’s the 
same audience, but perhaps at a different aspect, when you’re finding them in front of a magistrate 
office, because, at that point, it’s hurting their dollars, and it’s hitting their pockets, and it’s nice 
to sort of see how the conversations, and that outreach, changes through time. 
 
Ultimately, every single time we’re interacting with our for-hire fleet, we are, in essence, 
advocating for the platform.  We’re advocating for them to report electronically, and sometimes 
they say, yeah, I’ve logged-in once or twice, and we’ve talked about this with law enforcement.  
When the administrator is on the backside of VESL, I can you the last time that user logged-in, 
and I can tell you the last time that they actually reported a trip, and knowing that information is 
really helpful in some of our outreach efforts, but, really, it’s just a very simple interface.  For 
those of you that may not be as familiar with VESL, in South Carolina, as well as in the South 
Atlantic, it’s a very simple interface, and, when we show it to them, and we sort of break it down 
in our conversations, they kind of go, okay, I can do this. 
 
It’s so intuitive that we’re trying to think for the fishermen without them having to think.  It’s a 
stoplight, and everybody is familiar with a stoplight.  Red is stop, something is wrong, and yellow 
is slow down, and something could potentially be wrong too, and then green is you’re good, and 
so, really, if you look at the dashboard from a reporting compliance -- If you see green, that means 
either the charter captain has reported his no business for that week or reported a positive trip, or 
trips, for that week.  If it’s yellow, it should be that he or she needs to report, and then, if it’s red, 
all stop.  You need to figure out what’s going on, and you need to get up-to-date with your 
compliance.  
 
Throughout the trip, it’s all drop-down menus.  It’s easy navigation tools, and so you can do this 
on a computer, or a tablet, or even a phone, and we try to make it as simple and easy as possible 
to follow along.  If, for some reason, you’re in a ticket, and you don’t know what’s going on, 
you’ve got the little information round circles, and, if you literally hover your mouse over it, it 
tells you what the field is, and I get, all the time, that I don’t know what you mean by location, 
and, okay, take your mouse, and hover over that “I”, and it tells you exactly what I need.  I’m 
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looking for the area in which most of the fishing occurred, and, of course, if you click the little 
map button, the map pops up, and they can literally click exactly where in the offshore they are. 
 
It also recalls a lot of their past entries, and so I don’t necessarily need a fisherman to remember 
and type in what landing he or she went to.  If they click the down button for that landing, that 
departing marina, the ones that they choose the most are going to appear at the top of the list, and 
so it’s, again, taking that time, and energy, out of them having to find it each time, and so it recalls 
those past entries. 
 
Data validation, and so, if we want to be compliant, but we also want really good, positive data, 
data validation comes into play, and that’s another advantage of electronic reporting, is that you 
can identify errors, and warnings, before trips are submitted, to ensure that the data that you’re 
getting is complete and timely and accurate, and, again, color-coded.  Red is not going to allow 
you to finish your trip, and yellow might, but it’s going to be, hey, did you really fish in a thousand 
feet of water, or did you really not catch any fish, and you’re submitting a trip without catch, and 
sometimes that happens, but at least these are getting those guys to slow down, and stop for a hot 
second, and, again, it’s easy functions to edit and then to be able to submit that trip pretty quickly. 
 
Also, recall that we have that support option, where we are answering the phone, and responding 
back to emails, pretty regularly, and it’s something that we do every single day, and, a lot of times, 
what’s really neat about the South Carolina tool is that it’s web-based, and so, if a user is on his or 
her computer, and I’m on my computer, or a staff is on their computer, we can actually see exactly, 
in real-time, what’s happening, and we can guide them through, and, oh, I figured out what the 
problem was, and you had a trip overlay, and sometime was wrong, and so you can’t enter a new 
trip now, and let’s go back and fix this together, because they can literally -- I can walk them 
through to hit the edit button, and then fix this problem, go ahead and save and submit, and, on the 
phone, I can walk them through it, and then immediately I can see that they did it, and so, again, 
it’s giving them sort of that I-can-do-it attitude all by themselves.  
 
We’re very blessed, in South Carolina, to have a single reporting tool that meets multiple agencies, 
and so we’re collecting data in South Carolina, and it’s being transferred to the Atlantic Coastal 
Cooperative Statistics Program, which then NOAA has direct access to for their compliance 
tracking and outreach efforts, and I will give a shoutout to Michelle, and her SEFHIER staff, and 
they are doing a great job, and they’re wonderful with reaching out to the states. 
 
In South Carolina, it’s a unique situation, because we have those boats that are licensed in our 
state, and we know that they’re federally permitted, and so it’s a very unique situation in South 
Carolina, and I’m not sure if that has any positive side to our compliance, just the fact that we’ve 
been doing it a little bit longer, for sure, but SEFHIER has been great with respect to, hey, so-and-
so is trying to renew their permits, and they’re not compliant, and, South Carolina, can you weigh-
in, and we provide a ton of information back to them, and they are wonderful in returning 
information to us as well, and so a huge shoutout to Michelle and her staff. 
 
What’s in the future for the South Carolina VESL program?  We want to continue to improve it.  
Right now, our application is just web-based, and it’s not a mobile application.  We might try to 
be able to get that way in the next couple of years, and we want to have more engagement with 
our charter fleet.  We want to participate in more charter summits, and we want to, of course, get 
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those last few folks that might be straggling to switch over to electronic reporting, but also to get 
that electronic reporting to be better and to meet those mandated reporting compliances. 
 
I will say that there are a handful of boats that are out of that mean, and there’s a couple of guys 
that, of course, are hundreds of days delinquent, at times, but, again, the vast majority of the for-
hire fleet that we’re getting this data from is compliant, and then I think what’s really been helpful, 
for DNR in the past, is sharing in the success of this data collection, and so giving the data back to 
the fishermen, through white papers, summary papers, and, hey, South Carolina, this is how many 
trips you ran last year, and this was your target species, and this was the most fish kept, the most 
fish released, and we can break it down into nearshore, offshore, and estuarine fish, and they get 
excited when they see their own data in play.  Now, it’s, you know,  truncated down, and it’s not 
confidential, and it’s grouped, aggregated, but they still get really excited. 
 
Also, if a charter captain calls us, and wants us to provide them their data, we can, but, really, we 
refer them back to VESL.  VESL itself is a snapshot of what they’ve been doing, and they can 
actually download their own data, and their own data query, so they can actually see their 
confidential data right then and there, and I don’t even have to give it to them.  I was trying to stay 
on time, Madam Chairman, but I’ll take any questions that you guys might have. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  I have Tom, then Tim, then Kerry, and then I’m coming over to Laurilee. 
 
MR. ROLLER:  Thank you, Madam Chair, and so, Amy, I’m going to tell a little bit of an 
interesting story that I think goes back to your state agency, and your personal outreach, and so 
the State of North Carolina tried to introduce a logbook, and it was a very messy process, not quite 
a decade ago.  When we were going through that process, I spoke to a lot of South Carolina charter 
boats, to ask them how they integrated it into their work, and how they felt about it, and everyone 
that I talked to said, well, you need to talk to Amy Dukes, and I said, well, I’ve spoken with Amy, 
and I’m asking you about it, but the positivity, I thought, from the industry, was really unique. 
 
You came across not just as your program was really well accepted, but as a very beloved person 
in fisheries, and I thought that was really remarkable, because people said things like, oh, well, if 
I’m wrong, she’ll help me fix it, and one guy told me that, well, I got a ticket, but I deserved it, 
and I just thought that was really interesting, and so a question for you.  What does the State of 
South Carolina do to enforce fishermen in having these SERO permits, in particular? 
 
MS. DUKES:  So South Carolina does have the joint law enforcement agreement, as, as it goes 
with a law enforcement officer, if they stop a vessel that is in federal waters, first, they have to 
identify is this a recreational, for-hire, or commercial trip, and they have kind of a standard SOP 
that they follow. 
 
If the boat says I’m a charter vessel, then it’s, first and foremost, your South Carolina for-hire 
permit and your vessel registration, and they’re going to ensure that you don’t have more than six 
passengers, and they’re going to look at your life jackets and everything like that.  The next 
question they’ll ask is can we look in your box, and, as soon as they open that cooler, and they see 
snapper grouper, dolphin and wahoo, or CMP, that officer is going to immediately turn to that 
captain and go, you’re in possession of federally-permitted fish, and I need to see your SERO 
HMS, or what have you, permit, right then and there.  
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MR. ROLLER:  Okay.  Do you do any outreach, shoreside, from the agency, to make sure that 
licensed charter boat owners, operators, know that they need to have these permits? 
 
MS. DUKES:  Yes, and so, when they come in to purchase their South Carolina licenses, we 
provide them this summary of laws, and, within this three-page summary of laws, and we try to 
truncate it down to as little information as possible, and we are letting them know that they are 
required to have federal permits, while fishing for these species in federal waters, and this is a 
snapshot of that.  Is there a way that I can go to a live website and pull that up?  I can send out the 
link, but it does have a table, just below that, and it shows you the different species that you would 
be engaged in fishing that would require you to have these permits.  
 
MR. ROLLER:  So I think this is wonderful, and, when I read the presentation, and I saw you 
present it, and I offer it just for on the record, but to go back and look at it, how important this is, 
and I am personally looking at my state of North Carolina, and I know our director is on the 
webinar, and I think this is really great outreach, and I would think that North Carolina could 
benefit from that.  My next question is do you do any sort of catch validation, or trip verification 
validation, anything like that? 
 
MS. DUKES:  We have.  South Carolina DNR also collects the Marine Recreational Information 
Program, and the unfortunate part is that the number of intercepts in our for-hire fleet is relatively 
tiny, and it’s really tiny, and so, when we do have time, we will match an MRIP charter intercept 
to a logbook, and, if we see disconnects, we do outreach.  A lot of times, it’s on behalf of a charter 
captain will report really well, and we have great consistency with matching a South Carolina for-
hire vessel to an MRIP trip.  The trip dates match pretty well too, and where we start to have a 
disconnect is in the catch. 
 
Oftentimes, it’s not the big ones, and so, for instance, you know, they’re offshore fishing, and they 
are really good about providing their vermilion snapper, their triggerfish, and what have you, but 
they’re not really good about the number of sailor’s chose that they released, or the number of 
tomtates that they released, the inshore perspective, and they don’t tell me about every ladyfish, 
and every toadfish, and we try to -- We try to tell our captains that it’s not just what we call your 
flagship species, and it’s every species, and it doesn’t matter the disposition, and so take the time, 
make sure you give accurate reports of the number that you caught, the estimated pounds that are 
there, and the number that you released alive and dead. 
 
They’re like, well, I’m not going to keep track of every black sea bass that I released, and perhaps 
you might not have to have a little clicker, but your estimate is way better than my estimate sitting 
in the office, and you’re going to know your trip, your vessel, your crew better than anybody, and 
so it might be 186, and, if you put 190, I’m good with that, because it’s a whole lot better 
representation of a true number. 
 
MR. ROLLER:  So, you know, I’m happy to see that you’re doing cross-referencing with MRIP, 
and I know that’s been a big issue, and it’s going to be a big issue going forward, simply for the 
fact that we know that MRIP is not great at capturing actual for-hire trips, given that we leave from 
weird areas at odd times, and drop people off, et cetera, and so forth.  Has your data collected been 
able to be used in any sort of stock assessment use or -- 
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MS. DUKES:  The for-hire data, in particular, has always been presented, pretty much at every 
single stock assessment, and it was -- It was used in the last cobia assessment, and my hope is that 
it will likely be used in this cobia assessment.  It does complicate the model.  I mean, it’s one state, 
one mode of data being changed, but, if it’s more representative, and better data, then it can be 
used.  Most of the time, when we review the MRIP data for South Carolina charter, and we 
compare that to the logbook data, the numbers might not exactly match up, but the trend rates are 
very similar, and that gives us a lot of confidence, too. 
 
MR. ROLLER:  Thank you.  That’s good to hear, and, since I’m not familiar with VESL, the 
spatial data included is similar to say eTRIPS?  Okay, and I just bring that up, because I think the 
for-hire, as well as the commercial and recreational industries, is in dire need of better spatial data 
moving forward, being that we have so many mixed ocean uses, like wind energy, as well as things 
like deep-sea mining, on the future horizon, and so thank you for your presentation. 
 
MS. DUKES:  Tom, I will add one thing too, and South Carolina did a pilot study, several years 
ago, with ACCSP and MRIP, and we actually increased our charter assignments, in hopes that we 
would be able to better match our logbook to those MRIP estimates, and we had less than 2 percent 
overlap.  It’s not a lot. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Tim. 
 
MR. GRINER:  Thank you, Madam Chair.  Thank you as well, Amy, and I have a couple of 
questions.  You know, I was happy to see the $500 penalty for noncompliance getting stepped up 
a little bit, and I think that’s greatly needed.  I’m not sure exactly whether you can actually take 
someone to court for $500 and come out ahead, but it’s good to see us moving in that direction, 
and, along those lines, I wanted to know, if you end up on the affidavit list, and you get issued a 
citation, and you end up in court, what is the state fine for the noncompliance?  Does it mirror the 
$500 for the federal? 
 
MS. DUKES:  No, it doesn’t, and so, at minimum, the tickets are going to come in at $155, and 
it’s going to be a maximum of $475, but that will be for each instance where the boat is delinquent, 
and so remember, again, even though that particular vessel might be federally permitted, and it has 
to report weekly, we still are actually adjudicating at the state law, which is trip level monthly, but, 
oftentimes, if a hard ticket is written, if a citation is written, it’s usually at least one heavy ticket, 
and sometimes it’s the individual doesn’t jibe well with the law enforcement officer, and I’ve gone 
to court before where we’ve had three $475 tickets in front of a judge at the same time, because it 
was multiple months delinquent, and he wasn’t very nice to the officer, and so the officer stroked 
him and said, I’ll see you in court, and then my phone rings, and, by the way, you’ve got to be in 
court next Tuesday at ten o’clock, and, yes, sir, I’ll be there. 
 
MR. GRINER:  That’s great.  That’s great, and so, along those lines then -- So, for that guy, that 
guy you just described, he is reporting, supposedly, through this VESL, and it’s a one-stop shop.  
It’s federal and state, and so, by that three months, you now know he’s out of compliance with the 
federal weekly as well for those periods, and so do you -- Is there a tack-on there, where, since you 
have the JEA, you have the ability to hit him with those federal fines, in addition to your state 
fines, during the same court process? 
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MS. DUKES:  You’re asking me a question that I don’t know the answer to.  Could we?  Perhaps, 
but, is that something that we’re currently doing?  Not to my knowledge, no, sir. 
 
MR. GRINER:  Thank you. 
 
MS. DUKES:  You’re welcome. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  I’ve got Kerry next. 
 
MS. MARHEFKA:  Thank you.  I have two questions.  One, and forgive me if you said this, but 
the VESL interface, if you will, and does that work on both IOS and Android, or Microsoft, 
platforms? 
 
MS. DUKES:  Yes, ma’am, it does. 
 
MR. MARHEFKA:  Nice.  That would be great, if we could get that for SAFIS.  Then the other 
question is you had mentioned that there were some boats that went as long as like maybe a 
hundred days without being in compliance with their reporting, and have you gone back to look to 
see if, once those far outliers become compliant real quick, to get their permit or whatever, is it 
mostly no-fishing reports they’re then putting in, or their actual trips that they hadn’t reported? 
 
MS. DUKES:  It’s actually a mix.  It is some did-not-fish reports, but sometimes it is an actual trip 
report.  The longest outstanding was actually 243 days, but that was one vessel who just -- What 
he did, who knows, but we finally got him up to compliance.  We’re actually working with an 
individual right now, who was reporting on paper, and not realizing that he needed to be reporting 
electronically, and so we’ve actually downloaded that data, and provided it back to the fishermen, 
and we’ve had several instances where the fishermen have actually gone back into VESL and 
reentered the paper reports into the VESL system, because they were federally permitted, and they 
needed to renew their federal permits, and so we worked with Michelle, and her staff at SEFHIER, 
to do that as well, and so there’s been a few instances like that, but, again, those are the minority, 
and they’re the majority.  The majority, the majority is doing really well. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay.  I’ve got Laurilee and then Trish. 
 
MS. THOMPSON:  Thank you.  That was a great presentation, Amy.  I’ve got three questions, I 
guess.  Number one, are the South Carolina for-hire charter licenses -- Are they limited, or is it 
open-access? 
 
MS. DUKES:  It is currently open access. 
 
MS. THOMPSON:  How many are there? 
 
MS. DUKES:  Just under 600, and that number is rising, and that is this graph right here.  I will 
bring it back up for you. 
 
MS. THOMPSON:  Okay.  Thank you.  Then, finally, if you have a for-hire boat that’s got more 
than six people on it, is that considered a headboat?   
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MS. DUKES:  Yes, ma’am, and so anything seven and higher is in fact a headboat, and then, if 
they’re federally permitted as a headboat, that data is going to Ken Brennan’s shop.  In order to 
not have that South Carolina headboat report to both NOAA, National Marine Fisheries Service, 
and SC DNR, we were actually able to have the compliance, and those trips from those headboats, 
actually transferred to SC DNR, and so, again, we took that approach where, if a headboat is 
reporting electronically, I don’t want that headboat to be reporting to South Carolina.  There is no 
point in that, and so we worked with National Marine Fisheries Service, years ago, to get that 
headboat data to come to us as well, and so, again, a single report with multiple utilities. 
 
MS. THOMPSON:  Thank you. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Trish. 
 
MS. MURPHEY:  I was just wondering, since you do federal permits too, do you inform National 
Marine Fisheries Service if the federal permits are out of compliance? 
 
MS. DUKES:  We do keep track internally in our database, whether or not a permit -- If a vessel 
is currently permitted or not, and it’s ultimately being used from the permit database, and we 
actually use the API from ACCSP, and pull that data down into our database, so that we can track 
those vessels and their dates over time. 
 
If we are doing an outreach call, and we notice that they’re not compliant -- If they’re a federal 
vessel, and they’re not compliant at a week, we are providing that information as an outreach tool, 
reminding them about the reporting requirements, as well as, if we notice a boat has allowed his 
or her federal permits to expire, their reporting platform reverts back from weekly back to monthly, 
but not automatically. 
 
Typically, we get a trigger that says their federal permit is expired, and they should be seeing 
months, but then we go, is it really, or is it an artifact of they’re trying to get compliant, and they 
just allowed them to expire, and are they going to renew them, and so we don’t switch a view back 
from a federal boat back to a state boat unless it’s specifically requested of the boat, if a boat says 
I am done with weekly electronic reporting, and I am done fishing in federal waters, and I do not 
have the intent to repurchase them, and then we will revert that boat back to seeing compliance at 
a month, but, once you’re federal, you’re kind of always federal, until you tell me otherwise. 
 
MS. MURPHEY:  Okay, and I was just wondering, if you do see that they’re not compliant 
federally, do you let NMFS know that? 
 
MS. DUKES:  We do not let NMFS know that, I guess, no, and we do that in our outreach efforts 
to get them to be compliant. 
 
MS. MURPHEY:  Just the outreach to them, to let them know that that person is out of compliance, 
but not to -- Okay.  Thanks. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Other questions for Amy?  Spud and then Andy. 
 
MR. WOODWARD:  Thank you, Amy.  I’m just curious.  If you have a particularly egregious 
offender, can you deny renewal of their license, and, if so, has it ever happened? 
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MS. DUKES:  So we can’t deny them the renewal of their permit, as long as they are in compliance.  
The only reason that an individual would lose their for-hire privilege is if they have accumulated 
enough points in their system against themselves for them to be off the water for 365.  In essence, 
if a charter vessel, during a 365-day window, receives four citations that are adjudicated, and they 
are found guilty, that will lead to enough points for them to lose their for-hire permit for the next 
365 days. 
 
MR. WOODWARD:  Has that ever happened? 
 
MS. DUKES:  Yes, sir, it has happened, and I’m sorry. You asked that previously, and I missed it, 
but, yes, sir, it has happened.  
 
MR. WOODWARD:  Thank you. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Andy. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  Thanks, Amy, for the comments about Michelle and her team, and I’m glad 
there is such good collaboration.  Two questions.  One, outreach compliance assistance takes a lot 
of effort, and I’m curious how many staff work parttime, or fulltime, on your program. 
 
MS. DUKES:  Certainly, and so I do a significant amount of outreach, but I do have a recreational 
data outreach coordinator, and so VESL and our for-hire fleet is her primary responsibility, and 
that’s Elizabeth Gooding.  In addition to that, I have my overall compliance coordinator, a data 
coordinator, and my commercial data coordinator, who will also do outreach, as well as my 
database manager, and so we’re all pretty proficient in VESL, and very proficient in our outreach 
efforts, but I do have one dedicated staff, and about four, or, including myself, five other who will 
take a stab, when we get those questions and concerns. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  Great.  Then, with regard to estimates of compliance, right, my 
interpretation, and this is also the challenge that I think we face with evaluating compliance, is it’s 
essentially a metric of did they report or not a trip, or multiple trips, during the reporting period, 
or submit a no-fishing report, and what we often are missing is did they report all of their trips 
during the window of reporting time, right, and so we’ll check the box and say you’re in 
compliance if you've reported during that time period, but they might have had five trips, and they 
only reported one, and so have you done any validation work, or extra effort, kind of looking at 
the frequency of reporting, and ensuring that most, if not all, trips are being reported? 
 
MS. DUKES:  We have not.  Validation is a huge gaping hole in all fishery-dependent data.  We 
do have some anecdotal information that we can use, but it is not a certified program, as such, but 
that, in essence, kind of holds true for all of our fishery-dependent data, whether that be for-hire 
or commercial. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Spud. 
 
MR. WOODWARD:  Just one other curiosity question, and so, over the history of the reporting 
for the South Carolina state license, how has the data elements of the report changed, in terms of 
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the increase, and I assume it’s different now than it was when you started, to some degree, and is 
it like twice as much, or three-times as much? 
 
MS. DUKES:  Honestly, the report really hasn’t changed very much over the course since 1993, 
and perhaps just maybe a little bit more finite, but very, very little change.  When you do a long-
term monitoring data collection program, you don’t want to see a lot of change, and the biggest 
change really came when we adopted the SEFHIER data elements.  Some of the SEFHIER data 
elements were also adopted by the state-only form, and, in particular, it would be the trip end date 
and time, and we were just doing the trip start date and time, and now we’re doing the end time as 
well, and the end date, and, again, it’s automated, and so most of our trips are the same day, and 
so we don’t necessarily want that captain to have to go in and fix it, and so some of it translates 
over. 
 
We’ve also incorporated some of the depth changes, and so it’s min, max, and primary, but, for 
instance, the map is different, and so, if you were a state-only individual, you’re clicking on a ten-
by-ten-square-grid box for your area most fished, versus, if you’re federally-permitted, it is down 
to that one-mile-by-one-mile, more specific, and then, of course, the federal boats see the three 
economic questions, and the state-only boats do not. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay.  Any other questions for Amy at this point?  Okay.  Seeing none, thank 
you, Amy.  You can go back to the other side of the table now.  Our next presentation is from Ken 
Brennan, and it’s the Compliance with the Southeast Region Headboat Survey Reporting.  
 
MR. BRENNAN:  Good afternoon.  I’m Ken Brennan, and I’m located at the NOAA Beaufort 
Laboratory, and I coordinate the Southeast Region Headboat Survey, which is administered by the 
Fisheries Statistics Division within the Southeast Fisheries Science Center.  My presentation will 
briefly cover logbook reporting compliance within the headboat survey, and how it’s evolved over 
the years, and what it takes to maintain reporting compliance. 
 
I will begin with a look at some historical events that impacted reporting compliance.  From the 
beginning of the survey in 1972, until 1995, logbook reporting was voluntary for headboats 
participating in the survey.  Headboats in the South Atlantic were paid for reporting, $1.50 for full-
day trips, $1.25 for three-quarter-day trips, and a dollar for half-day trips.  Even with this prospect 
of being paid, compliance was not necessarily high, and, in 1995, reporting became mandatory, 
with Amendment 7 to the Snapper Grouper FMP.  However, it was not strictly enforced, and our 
reporting compliance continued to decrease.   
 
In 2008, we worked with NOAA General Counsel and OLE, the Office of Law Enforcement, to 
develop a strategy to improve compliance.  Selection letters were sent to headboat owners in the 
South Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico, notifying them of reporting requirements.  Vessel permit 
renewals were placed on hold with the SERO Permits Office for noncompliance, and OLE was 
notified if vessels were egregiously delinquent. 
 
I would say this action was the single-most effective change that increased reporting compliance, 
and another event has helped -- That has helped maintain compliance was electronic reporting.  
Electronic reporting not only streamlined reporting, but it also allows port agents to monitor 
compliance and identify issues and resolve them in a timely manner. 
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Here’s a look at reporting compliance since 1980, the blue being the South Atlantic and the red 
being the Gulf of Mexico.  Compliance has generally been better in the Gulf overall, but I should 
point out that the lower rates in the South Atlantic can mostly be attributed to poor reporting in 
southeast Florida.  This area has always been challenging, and it continues to be difficult.  The 
graph also shows when limited entry occurred in the Gulf, in 2003, and there was a bit of an uptick 
following that event, and, as I mentioned, the most significant impact to reporting compliance was 
the selection in 2008 and placing vessel permits on hold.  Since this strategy was implemented, 
we’ve been able to keep compliance at greater than 90 percent.  In addition, electronic reporting 
has definitely been a tool that has helped us maintain a high compliance rate.  
 
I would like to now go over the compliance process that we follow.  The current rule requires that 
the trip reports are due the Tuesday after the reporting week, the reporting week being Monday to 
Sunday.  With the reporting requirement two days after the reporting week, it also takes us an 
additional week to determine compliance, which puts it at ten days after the reporting week when 
we initiate our first action and notify the captain of a delinquency.  At this point, an email 
notification is sent to the owner, and it’s sent each week thereafter until the issue is resolved. 
 
At thirty-five days after the reporting week, the vessel permit renewal is placed on hold, through 
the SERO Permits Office, and, at this point, we don’t notify OLE until a vessel is more than a 
month out of compliance, and this also depends on the willingness of the vessels to work with us 
to resolve these issues, and I also want to mention that these protocols were developed based on 
advice from General Counsel and OLE. 
 
I want to point out a compliance requirement in the current rule.  It states that, if a federally-
permitted charter, or headboat, is delinquent in submitting their fishing records, they are prohibited 
from continuing to harvest snapper grouper, dolphin wahoo, and coastal migratory pelagic fish 
until all reports have been submitted.  This measure is rarely used, and I’ve only had one 
experience with a vessel that was refusing to report, and OLE used this approach.  It’s a very 
effective tool that can be used in extreme cases that I thought should be reiterated. 
 
Finally, I would like to go over what it takes to monitor and maintain headboat reporting 
compliance.  The headboat survey has twelve port agents that devote 25 to 30 percent of their time 
to monitoring and maintaining compliance for approximately 140 vessels.  They record 
observations of vessel activity, and these can be physical observations, when they’re sampling or 
driving by a marina, calling the ticket office to check on schedules, checking websites, social 
media, and, where it’s available, they can even view marina cams, webcams, to watch vessel 
activity. 
 
They’re also responsible for reviewing weekly compliance reports and keeping up with delinquent 
vessels.  This is a constant communication with captains, working with them to correct any issues, 
trips that are missing, and so it’s a constant communication, and, if vessels are missing reports, the 
port agents are responsible for contacting these captains, or vessel personnel, to resolve the missing 
trips and any reporting issues, and they continue to follow-up with delinquent vessels until there 
is some sort of resolution. 
 
The port agents are required to communicate their progress to headboat survey staff, which will 
determine if further action is required.  For the egregious vessels, we then will ask for assistance 
from OLE with those vessels, and so that’s the approach the headboat survey uses for reporting 
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compliance, and I will finish by saying that compliance is the foundation of any mandatory 
logbook program, and, if it erodes, so will the success of the program, and, with that, I would be 
happy to take any questions. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Thanks, Ken.  The first person I have on is Judy. 
 
MS. HELMEY:  My question really was for -- My question really was for Amy, or maybe you can 
answer it, and thank you for the presentation.  It was very nice.  Also, I just wanted to say the 
VESL reporting, and that’s how I report on my federal trips, but my question is, if you have a 
South Carolina permit, under state waters, and you fish there, and then you go to the federal waters 
and you fish, how do you report -- Do you report both to the state and to the federal at the same, 
or how was that done? 
 
MR. BRENNAN:  Well, as Amy mentioned earlier, the headboat survey itself supplies South 
Carolina with those records, and so you would report to the Southeast Region Headboat Survey, 
and that data, whether you were in state or federal waters, would be supplied to South Carolina 
DNR. 
 
MS. HELMEY:  Okay.  Thank you. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Kerry. 
 
MS. MARHEFKA:  Thanks.  If we could just look -- I’m going back to your fourth slide about -- 
Just to make sure that I understand this correctly, in theory, if a vessel doesn’t report after I think 
you said thirty-five days, then their permit becomes, I guess, for lack of a better word, suspended, 
and, at point, they can’t possess any of those species, versus -- I believe the way it happens in the 
commercial fishery is that they just wouldn’t get their permit renewed, when renewal time came 
around, and am I correct that that happens those two different ways? 
 
MR. BRENNAN:  Actually, when it’s placed on hold, it’s placed on hold for the permit renewal, 
and it’s not suspended.  The slide that prohibits fishing is independent of that permit hold.  That’s 
a stand-alone action that can be used, if necessary. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Other questions?  Judy has got her hand back up.  Judy. 
 
MS. HELMEY:  I do not.  I hit the wrong button again. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay.  Other folks have more questions for Ken at this point?  Okay.  Ken, I had 
a quick question for you.  Are you going to be available on Friday, when they go over the Science 
Center report?  Will you be available remotely? 
 
MR. BRENNAN:  Yes. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay.  I had a few questions that I wanted to ask you relative to IRA funds, and 
so I just wanted to make sure that you were available. 
 
MR. BRENNAN:  Yes, I will be available. 
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DR. BELCHER:  Okay. The next item is a presentation from Michelle Masi on the SEFHIER 
program, and it’s an update. 
 
DR. MASI:  Good afternoon, everyone.  There was a question that someone was asking for a little 
more information on how our outreach and communication process works, and I provided some 
information on this at the December council meeting, but I wanted to reiterate that we’re now in 
year-three of the South Atlantic SEFHIER program, and so we’re really not getting many calls 
anymore from folks that say, you know, they haven't heard about SEFHIER, and what is it, and 
what do I need to do, and so, really, our outreach and communication is also an enforcement 
process at this point, and I just wanted to walk you through what that process looks like. 
 
First of all, you can see there that that little bubble there on the left-hand side says that, essentially, 
when folks go to either renew a permit, or they are trying to get new permits, for example, they’re 
going to go on, and they’re going to do their electronic permit application, and, at the time, they’re 
going to get what’s called a welcome letter, and that’s going to have information about what 
SEFHIER requires, in terms of reporting, and it’s also going to point them to our website, and then 
it's going to provide them our contact information, if they have additional questions.   
 
Then what happens is you become this active permit status, and let’s say that you go for one to 
three months, and you’re not submitting any reports, or maybe you’re just missing one or two 
weeks, and we have a group of folks in SEFHIER, right now just two, but we’re currently hiring, 
or training, for two more, and our outreach folks are going to be calling those people that are 
missing even just one week of reports, about every one to three months, and so it’s kind of a 
cyclical process, as we can get through the number of noncompliant vessels, and it takes about one 
to three months, considering our current staffing.   
 
Once we get those two new analysts up-to-speed, we’ll be at about sixty, roughly, outgoing calls, 
or emails, a month, to reach out to folks and do some compliance assistance, where we’re saying, 
hey, by the way, you’re missing this week of reports, or you’re missing these three months of 
reports, and, if we don’t get in contact with them, then we’re leaving a message for them to give 
us a call back, and then, often, we’re sending an email, if we don’t get through to them via a phone 
call. 
 
Now, the way that it works, currently, is that, if let’s say you go through this process, and we’ve 
called you, or we emailed you within that one to three-month cycle, and you’re still not submitting 
reports, or you’re still noncompliant, the next time we find you in the list, then we’ll give you 
another call, and so on throughout the rest of the year, and so it’s not like a one-time thing. 
 
We also get about one to eight incoming phone calls per day, and I say one to eight because, really, 
in the slow season, it’s on the lower end, but then, when it’s like in full season, the summer months, 
we probably are getting more like eight phone calls into our call queue per day, and we also get 
emails into our SEFHIER customer service email, roughly three to five emails per day coming into 
that, and then folks are also just reaching out to me individually, if they have my contact 
information. 
 
Again, your permit is still in an active status at this point, and so what happens then if you let’s 
say don’t submit any reports for more than six months?  Well, you get put on the list that gets sent 
over to the Office of Law Enforcement, and, typically, the Office of Law Enforcement is then 
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either doing some sort of compliance assistance or they’re going to do -- They’re going to take 
some sort of enforcement action. 
 
Then your permit, again, is still in an active permit status at this point, and then so what happens 
is -- Let’s say, you know, you’ve got through this process so far, and now you’re coming up for 
permit renewal again.  Our permits, they’re renewing essentially on the person’s birthday, that 
permit holder’s birthday, and so you come up for permit renewal, and maybe you’re just missing 
one week, or maybe you’re missing a full year’s worth of reports at this point, and you’re going to 
get a hold on your permit application, and there’s essentially some red text that you’re going to 
see, and it’s going to say, hey, here’s the weeks you’re noncompliant, and please reach out to 
SEFHIER, so that we can assist.  
 
At that time, we get those calls into our customer call queue, and we expediently work with those 
folks to get them in compliance, and so that -- Again, your permit is still active, and sort of this 
process starts all over again, once you get your permit renewed.  I also want to mention too that, 
throughout the year, we have our SEFHIER website, which is active, and so folks can go to that, 
and you can find, you know, information, like our Fishery Bulletins that have come out in the past, 
and also information on where to go to get signed up to report, and we also post regular updates 
on our website as well. 
 
As I mentioned, we have our customer service line, and that’s available Monday through Friday, 
where you can actually call in and speak to a live person, 8:00 to 4:30 Eastern, except for on federal 
holidays, and then, of course, we’re sending out Fishery Bulletins.  We try to send those out 
roughly semi-annually, but then we'll also send them out ad hoc, as needed, if there’s some 
important information that we need to get out.  Then, of course, I’m doing these council 
presentations, at both the Gulf and South Atlantic Council meetings, and then OLE is doing their 
dock visits as well. 
 
That was essentially what we do for our compliance and enforcement process, and now what I 
want to do is walk you through the 2023 South Atlantic SEFHIER data, and so there’s a couple of 
important points here.  The first is that I did not include the dual Gulf-and-South-Atlantic-
permitted vessels, and that’s because I did run through all these analyses, including those dual 
vessels, and, really, the data -- It doesn’t change much, and, in fact, it was about a 2 to 10 percent 
difference.  10 percent was more on the overall 2023 compliance, and it was on the negative side, 
and so there were more noncompliant vessels when we included the duals, and that probably has 
a lot to do with the fact that, when the Gulf program got set aside, those dual-permitted vessels 
were required to start meeting the South Atlantic weekly reporting requirements, including that 
did-not-fish report, which they weren't used to, and so we’re working to get that information out 
to them, through doing more compliance assistance and phone calls with those folks. 
 
Another really important point that I want to make here is all the data that I’m going to go through, 
and the compliance metrics, this is based on data that we pulled early in 2024.  You know, 
remember that, when I showed you all the 2023 program compliance slides, that was based on the 
data that we pulled really late in 2023, and what that means is those vessels had that whole year of 
2023 to turn in their 2022 reports, and then they become compliant. 
 
Here, since we pulled that data really early in 2024, they didn’t have as much time to get their 
outstanding reports submitted to us, and so you’ll see that things look pretty close to what 2022 
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showed, but they’re a little off, and I will try to point out when those differences occur and why 
that’s happening. 
 
All right, and so, now, on this slide, that middle donut there is showing -- We had 100,000 trip 
reports that have come in so far for 2023, and that’s broken down into about 42,000 logbooks and 
about 58,000 weekly did-not-fish reports.  If you’re looking at that figure on the left there, we see 
that, overall, of the 2,150, roughly, South-Atlantic-only-permitted vessels, about 430 of them have 
never submitted a did-not-fish report.  Now, in and of itself, that’s not that big of a deal, but, when 
you compare that to the number of vessels that never submitted a logbook, that’s 551, and so it 
looks like there’s some sort of compliance issue there, and we’ll go through that as we get to the 
next couple of slides. 
 
All right, and I just wanted to throw this in there as a reminder of what you saw from the 2022 
data, and so remember there were about 97,000 total reports that were received in 2022, and it was 
broken down to roughly the same number of logbooks and did-not-fish reports, but, notably, so far 
for 2023, we’ve received approximately a thousand fewer logbooks, and, notably, we’ve received 
5,000 more weekly did-not-fish reports than we did in 2023, and so you can see that we’re starting 
to see a lot more weekly did-not-fish reports, even though we’re getting a lot more reports turned 
in than we did in 2022, and another thing that I really wanted to point out is that, if you look at 
that figure on the right there, you can see that we actually only had 388 vessels in 2022 that had 
never submitted a logbook, and remember the slide I just showed showed that we have about 551 
vessels, so far, that haven't submitted a logbook yet, and so, again, we’re seeing the number of did-
not-fish reports coming in increasing. 
 
All right, and so, here, we’re looking at the percentage of permitted vessels that are reporting 
versus not, and so that dark-blue bar there on the left-hand side is showing you that, presently, 
based on the data that we have so far, we have about 17 percent of the vessels that have yet to 
submit a report for 2023, and just reminding you that, in the 2022 analysis, that was at about 23 
percent, but, again, remember that we are seeing more did-not-fish reports now than we were in 
the 2022 data. 
 
Okay, and, here, we’re looking at the percent of compliant versus noncompliant vessels, and so 
that dark-blue bar, again, is showing the percentage of noncompliant vessels, which is about 63 
percent, and, again, this is based on when the data is pulled, and so we expect that, as we move 
further into 2024, if we pulled this data late in 2024, we would see that proportion of noncompliant 
vessels come down, probably closer to what it was in 2022, because, once they get their reports 
turned in, they become compliant with the program. 
 
All right, and so it’s a little ambiguous to look at overall program compliance on an annual scale, 
just because of the fact that, you know, essentially, a vessel is noncompliant, when we run this 
analysis, if they’re just missing one week of reports, and so, here, what we wanted to do is look at 
the proportion of non-compliant vessels by month, to kind of give it a shorter timescale, and so, 
you know, overall, out of the 2,150 total South-Atlantic-permitted vessels, you can see that the 
percentage of noncompliance, month to month, ranges from about 18 to 50 percent. 
 
You might be wondering, well, why is that that proportion of noncompliant vessels is increasing 
throughout the year, and I want to reiterate that, typically, what we see is that vessels come up for 
permit renewal, and they’re either missing one week, or potentially six months of reports, or a year 



 
 

                                                                                                                                                      Full Council I 
  March 4-5, 2024    

 Jekyll Island, GA 

38 
 

of reports, and so we see a lot of vessels that are coming up for permit renewal and they’re getting 
all of their outstanding reports turned in, which, of course, isn’t meeting our requirements, but 
what you’re seeing, in this figure, is that, essentially, you have the 2022 vessels, and they got 
permitted in 2022, and then probably about 50 percent of them came up for permit renewal by the 
time you reach about August of 2023. 
 
You see that the compliance is a lot lower in those months, and then, you know, they get their 
permit, and they start to taper off again with their compliance, as the year progresses, and there’s 
probably a little bit of that, combined with the fact that, you know, the vessels are also not fishing 
in the winter months, and so they probably still have some of their outstanding did-not-fish reports 
to get in to us. 
 
What we wanted to do here is look at late reporting, and so this is in regard to the submission 
deadline.  Now, remember that, according to the South Atlantic SEFHIER program regulations, 
the trip reports are required to be submitted the Tuesday following the fishing week, and so the 
fishing week is Monday to Sunday, and, again, trip reports are required to be turned in on the 
Tuesday following that, and so they get that sort of two-day buffer in order to get their trip reports 
turned in. 
 
On that figure on that left there, you’re looking at the percentage of on-time versus late did-not-
fish reports, and so you can see we had about 63 percent, so far, of the did-not-fish reports that 
have been turned in to-date were submitted to us past that submission deadline, and then, if you 
look at the percentage of logbooks, it’s about 48 percent of them, and so remember that, if we 
pulled this data in 2024, if all of those outstanding trip reports from the 63 percent of vessels that 
are noncompliant, we’re probably going to see that these percentages increase to something similar 
to what we saw in the 2022 analyses. 
 
Here, we’re trying to get a handle on can we make use of the data that we have received, and 
remember there’s that thing called recall bias, and that most trip-reporting programs aren’t going 
to make use of any logbooks that are submitted more than thirty days after the trip ending, and so, 
here, based on, again, the logbooks that we have received so far, there are about 21 percent of them 
that were submitted to us more than thirty days after the trip ending, and, if you remember from a 
couple of slides ago, I showed you that we had roughly 42,000 logbooks that have been received 
so far for 2023, and 21 percent of that -- That’s about 9,000 logbooks that would have to get tossed, 
in terms of, you know, using the data to produce any kind of final estimates of catch and effort. 
 
All right, and so, here, what we wanted to do is kind of give an idea of what compliance looks like 
by state, and the way that we did this analysis is we used the permit application information to 
assign essentially the home port in the permit application information to assign a state to these 
vessels, and so remember there are about 2,150 total permitted vessels in 2023, and, now, about 
270 vessels out of that can’t be assigned to one of these four states, and so we’ve excluded them 
from this analysis. 
 
What we’re doing here is just assigning ones that are within these four states, and so that’s 
something to keep in mind, and what you’re looking at is the data shown is saying, in each of these 
labels, the first number is the number of non-compliant vessels for that state, and the second 
number is the total number of vessels that we assigned to that state using the home port 
information, and so, when you take those two numbers, and you say, for example, in Florida, 780 
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noncompliant vessels, divided by 1,226 total permitted vessels in Florida, and you get a ratio, and 
you times it by a hundred, and 64 percent of the vessels in Florida, for 2023, are noncompliant. 
 
Now, notably, if you compare that to the other states shown here, it’s relatively the same.  
However, of course, noting that South Carolina does show the lowest proportion of vessels that 
are noncompliant in 2023, and I wanted to give a shoutout to Amy Dukes and her team, and I know 
she gave one to us, but I really want to emphasize that they do work hand-in-hand with us to help 
our dual-permitted vessels come into compliance, and I do appreciate all that her program does to 
assist us. 
 
Notably, Amy’s numbers are a little bit different than ours, in terms of compliance for South 
Carolina for the dual-permitted vessels, and she did mention that, you know, essentially, we have 
-- The SEFHIER team reaches out to their team, when we find a vessel in our system that shows 
they’re noncompliant, but South Carolina has the data, and this happens because, in the past, our 
VESL application, that we use for both of our programs, wasn’t pulling in permit information, 
actively pulling it in, and we were manually updating our VESL accounts with that permit 
information, and so some of them slipped through the cracks, or they got the wrong form, and so 
we, we as SEFHIER, wouldn’t get their data, but South Carolina would.  
 
That’s why we sort of have this joint effort, where we’re, you know, constantly in communication 
with one another, and we’re saying, hey, we don’t have data for this vessel, but do you guys, and 
then we can override the compliance on our end, and so it seems like probably that slight difference 
is the vessels that we haven't gotten to yet, where South Carolina has the data, but we don’t. 
 
Moving on to the next slide, what you’re looking at here is just a summary of essentially what I 
just explained to you, and so, overall, it seems like the 2023 program compliance is relatively the 
same as 2022, and I say that because this is all based on the data we pulled the data, and the 
numbers are relatively the same, but they will change a bit as we, you know, progress through 
2024, and so we saw 63 percent, versus the 54 percent in 2022, of the vessels were missing reports, 
as of the day we pulled the data, which was early in 2024. 
 
Month-to-month, we saw that 18 to 50 percent of the South-Atlantic-permitted vessels are missing 
reports.  Comparing that to 2022, it was like 20 to 40 percent, and, also, we saw about 63 percent 
of the did-not-fish reports, and about 48 percent of the logbooks, were submitted after the 
submission deadline, and that was a little higher in 2022, but, again, as we get all those outstanding 
trip reports turned into us in 2024, we’ll see those numbers start to increase again, and then a 
reminder too that we’re still seeing a high number of did-not-fish reports being submitted at permit 
renewal, and, now, this may be an indication of misreporting, but, because we don’t have a 
validation program in place, there’s really no way for us to account for that misreporting.   Then, 
finally, about 21 percent of the logbooks were submitted more than thirty days after the trip ending, 
and remember that would make them unusable for any official estimates of catch and effort. 
 
I know that Mr. Diaz already went through a brief summary of where the council is at with standing 
up a Gulf SEFHIER program, and we wanted to just provide a little bit of additional information 
here, in case you need more specific details, and so, here, you’re looking at -- Essentially, the Gulf 
Council met in October, and, at that time, they were given three presentations.  The first was 
provided by council staff, and the link to all these presentations is provided, if anybody wants to 
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go and get more information, but council staff, in that first presentation, provided an overview of 
sampling survey design and the current for-hire data collection programs in the Gulf. 
 
Then I presented, to the council, a summary of the Gulf SEFHIER program data, and, essentially, 
it was the same analyses that you just saw today, but using Gulf program data for 2022, and, 
overall, noting that the compliance was reasonably good in the Gulf program in 2022.  The third 
presentation, which was provided by Dr. Stephen, and that was to provide an overview of how the 
agency uses data and potential next steps for the Gulf program. 
 
Now, at the time, the Gulf Council’s committee -- They expressed a need to keep the program 
simple, but they did state that it was really important to have that validation component, in order 
to satisfy the program objectives and to be able to use this data in management.  
 
All right, and so, at the October council meeting, the council elected a special SEFHIER AP, 
essentially it was called, and so that special SEFHIER AP met in January, the beginning of January, 
and they were given three presentations as well.  The first was a history of the program in the Gulf, 
and I provided them with some requested analyses from the October council meeting, which really 
were kind of a look at some preliminary relative estimates of catch and effort for some of the 
species that they’re interested in, and, finally, they got an overview of scientific survey design 
techniques, approaches to data validation, and potential uses of data in fisheries management, 
based on the program’s design and validation approaches. 
 
At that AP meeting, they made several motions.  The first was essentially to keep the same purpose 
statement that was in the original Gulf SEFHIER program amendment, and the second was that 
they wanted to ensure that there was no twenty-four-hour tracking or that the economic data fields 
would not be included in the SEFHIER logbooks, moving forward, but they did suggest that the 
council should explore alternative means for collecting that economic information. 
 
Then the third bullet here is kind of a combination of several motions.  To summarize, essentially, 
they wanted to see that they keep declarations, because those declarations are really important in 
alerting the Office of Law Enforcement of when a vessel is going out, and where that vessel will 
return to, in case they need to do a dock visit, but they also serve to let SEFHIER know, for 
compliance tracking purposes, when to expect a logbook, and so they’re quite useful, and they 
wanted to ensure that those declarations remained, but they wanted to see that they were only 
required for for-hire fishing trips, where, previously, in the previous amendment, they were 
required for every movement of the vessel on water. 
 
They also wanted to see that logbooks remained, but they wanted to ensure that they continued to 
only be required to submit those prior to offloading catch, after they had docked safely, and then 
they wanted to ensure they kept dockside intercepts, and that’s sort of that validation component, 
and that’s really critical, and, notably, they wanted to add did-not-fish reports, as this sort of, 
without VMS, closes the loop in allowing NOAA to know if that vessel is actually not fishing or 
if they’re just not reporting, and then, of course, keeping the trip validation component. 
 
Then the fourth bullet here is they wanted to emphasize the need for considering one-stop 
reporting, and this is really important for our dual, for example our commercial SEFHIER vessels, 
which would otherwise need to submit a separate report for each of these permits.  With one-stop 
reporting, they can submit that one report and satisfy all permit requirements, and then, finally, 
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they wanted to explore validation efforts, to ensure that the data can be used to reduce scientific 
and management uncertainty and to be able to use that data in stock assessments. 
 
Then, finally, the Gulf Council met again in January of 2024, and they received that same 
presentation that was presented to the AP, regarding some of that preliminary look at catch and 
effort from the 2022 Gulf SEFHIER data, and the council, at the time, made four motions, which 
I believe Mr. Diaz already mentioned, and I’m not going to go through them again, but they’re 
here for you, and then, at the time, the council requested that they would like to see some more 
information on how each data field in the logbook is going to be used to inform stock assessment, 
versus management, and they wanted to get a presentation from economists on how that data is 
going to be used, and at what frequency that data needs to be collected, in order for those economic 
analyses to be robust.  That concludes all of my slides.  A special thanks to these wonderful people 
for assisting with this presentation, and there you go, and I will open the floor to any questions.  
 
DR. BELCHER:  Thank you, Michelle.  I’ve got Amy. 
 
MS. DUKES:  Hi, Michelle.  Thank you very much for that presentation.  I’m just doing some 
quick math, looking at your 2023 data, and, if you guys got in roughly 42,000 trips, and about 
7,000 of those were SC DNR trips, that’s about 17 percent, and then, if you look at the overall 
permit numbers, roughly 2,100, and 200-ish for South Carolina, and that’s about 10 percent.   
 
Knowing that you only have a handful of staff, and I agree that adding more staff to assist you in 
your outreach efforts is really going to potentially help things drastically, and I appreciated, very 
much, your thirty-day ending, and that 80 percent, which is a really great validation tool that we 
use too, and, actually, I failed to say that, and our numbers were higher, in the nineties, but I think 
my major questions -- I kind of have two.  I think the first one is, is there a plan to reduce the six 
months for nonreporting to LE to a tighter time window? 
 
DR. MASI:  Yes, and so, essentially, we were kind of trying to get folks up-to-speed, as the 
program started, and then we were working to kind of get VMS compliance, and so now we’re 
moving into -- You know, we were doing more like a six-month list to OLE, and we’re going to 
try to be sending that monthly, and I actually just sent them a list last week, and so we’re going to 
be trying to send them an updated list every month, and so, yes, that is in the works. 
 
MS. DUKES:  Good, and I think a monthly list will definitely increase things, but, as we could see 
between the two presentations, there’s a significant difference in our numbers for compliance.  
You’re sitting at closer to 51, and ours is closer to 84, and you mentioned pulling data a little bit, 
and I guess I was curious as to how often you guys are pulling data, both positive reports and did-
not-fish reports, down from the SAFIS API, since most of that data is updated, at minimum, daily, 
and I guess that’s that disconnect of why you see one thing and I see a different thing, when South 
Carolina is providing that data to the SAFIS API daily. 
 
DR. MASI:  We pull in the data from the SAFIS API every night, and so it’s within twenty-four 
hours, and so I think, as I mentioned, the differences that we’re seeing -- Remember that we’re 
reaching out, to your team, probably three to five times a week, to say, hey, we have this permit 
holder, and, on our end, they’re missing these weeks of reports, and what do you guys see, and 
then you might have data, and this goes back to, well, if they got the South-Carolina-only form in 
VESL, they didn’t get our required fields, and so that data doesn’t pass to ACCSP. 
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Instead of having those folks, you know, submit new reports, for example like did-not-fish reports, 
we can then go ahead and issue an override on our end.  You know, in terms of logbooks, the same 
sort of thing happens.  If, for example, they didn’t get that dual South Carolina and SEFHIER 
form, logbook form, they’re going to not get all of our required fields, which would otherwise not 
be on a South-Carolina-only logbook, and we’ve tried to minimize that, by working with VESL, 
who recently started automating that permit information, and I believe they said they’re doing that 
daily now, and so they’re using our permit information now, through more of an updated process, 
to update their VESL accounts, so that folks are actually seeing the correct forms, and they’re 
getting the dual South Carolina and SEFHIER form, when it’s appropriate. 
 
MS. DUKES:  Thank you, Michelle. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Other questions for Michelle?  Michelle, I had a question for you.  I had pulled 
the December presentation, because I was wanting to see the charts relative to 2022 and 2023 next 
to one another, and I was a little bit confused with your reminder 2022 slide, compared to the 2022 
slide that you presented then.  I know that you’re talking about the South Atlantic permits, plus 
the dual for-hire, but, if you look at the middle graph specifically, the total report order of 
magnitude is very different from the December presentation.  You had 431,475 total reports on 
that slide, but this one has 96,942. 
 
DR. MASI:  The way that I read the data in that presentation was essentially those weekly reports 
come in as an individual report, and so, when I counted it then, I was counting each report that we 
received.  Given it was a weekly report, there was obviously, you know, the potential for there to 
be like fifty-two reports for every vessel that’s permitted, and so you can see how that number 
would be really high, and that’s kind of why I put this reminder slide in there, because I decided 
that it’s kind of confusing to do it that way, when we’re especially trying to compare to what the 
Gulf Council, or the Gulf program, is doing, and so, instead, here, I’m just counting weekly reports, 
essentially, for the vessel, if that makes sense, and so you’re not going to get that high number by 
counting them each week. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  I think the difficulty was just that, when you’re looking at the percentages, 
there’s a very big disparity there between what was seen in December and what’s being seen now, 
and so I think that was -- I was expecting things to be higher, because we were adding in, and it 
got lower, and I was really wondering what had happened to the data since December. 
 
DR. MASI:  Yes, and so just compare it on those two slides, and that will be more apples-to-
apples.  If I reran the numbers, or I was counting each week again, you would see a higher number 
of weekly no-fish reports, and then your total number of reports would go up, but, here, I reran 
this using that same approach that I did in 2023, and so those two numbers can be compared. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Thank you.  Other questions for Michelle?  Tom. 
 
MR. ROLLER:  Thank you, Michelle, for your presentation.  Looking at the discussion from the 
Gulf Council to remove the economic fields, can that data be gathered through any Science Center 
information?  I know, in my discussion with the economists there, they said that they do gather 
some of that data independently, and so I’m curious how needed it is. 
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DR. MASI:  I’m not an economist, and I don’t know exactly how they’re using the data, but I 
know that they, for example, might use it in something like a disaster report, where they need to 
know sort of the value of the fishery, so they can estimate how many, or how much, disaster 
recovery funds go out to each state.  If there is somebody else from the Regional Office, or the 
Science Center, that wants to answer that question, I would potentially open the floor to them, and 
perhaps Dr. Stephen has more information, or Andy, if you want to jump in. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Andy, to that? 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  Tom, thanks for the question, and so one of the things that Michelle alluded 
to, in her presentation, is we’ve asked the economists to come to that April council meeting and 
give a more detailed presentation about not only the data collected, but how it’s used and why it’s 
important to collect this information.  The advisory panel was very clear in not wanting to collect 
it on a trip-level basis.  We do collect economic data by subsampling the commercial fleet, and so 
there’s at least, I think, some interest in exploring that. 
 
I’ve actually asked questions of some of the data developers, and app developers, about could we 
randomize periodic trip reports that would require the economic information to be collected, but it 
would be infrequent, right, and it would be like a subsampling of your trips, and so there’s lots of 
information that we’re kind of looking at right now, but haven't, obviously, come close to making 
a final recommendation. 
 
The last thing I will say, and one of the components of the new legislation that was passed for 
disaster assistance, is that it does incorporate for-hire vessels.  Previously, it was just commercial 
fishing operations, and so, to me, that’s certainly another key component to this, as to collecting 
that data, given the frequency of disasters seems to be increasing in the region. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Tom. 
 
MR. ROLLER:  Thank you for those comments, Andy.  You know, I was surprised, particularly 
as attending a Gulf Council meeting, listening to some of these comments regarding the economic 
data fields, and I’m not surprised that people were upset about the costs question, but I was really 
surprised to see the frustration at the fuel-burn question, because I found that actually kind of 
helpful for myself, and so I’m wondering, if we move to a more randomized survey, like in the 
commercial fleet, if it would be more palatable to the fleet, or if some of those more controversial 
questions are kind of making it more difficult to ask the less-controversial questions, and so thank 
you again. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Andy, did you still have something else to add?  All right.  Tim. 
 
MR. GRINER:  Well, I seem to congenially get randomly selected for the economic data, and I 
seem to do it every year, and, again, I got randomly selected again this year, and some of it is -- 
Especially the fuel, and it’s not so much that there’s resistance, but it’s just that, for my boat in 
particular, it’s very, very difficult to actually get your arms around it, right, and so we have two 
separate tanks, and we never burn all the fuel in a trip, and, depending on time of day, the tide, and 
we will either go to the fuel dock on the way in, or we just go unload, and we’re not putting fuel 
back on the boat until the very next trip. 
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Then you don’t know what the fuel burn was from the previous trip until after you’ve already filled 
up and gone on another trip, and so it becomes a little bit cumbersome to actually keep up with 
your actual true fuel burn, because we don’t have gauges on our boat that tells how much fuel 
we’re burning.  You know, we kind of know how much fuel we burn, and we know when to switch 
tanks, so that we don’t leave a tank dry, and, you know, sometimes, if a trip doesn’t go well, we 
may take two trips without going to the fuel dock, and so that part of it makes it a little bit 
cumbersome, and so, when I fill it out, sometimes it’s pretty darned accurate, because we went 
straight to the fuel dock, and I know exactly how much fuel we put back in the boat, and, other 
times, it’s, you know, just based off what I think we did that trip, compared to what we did in other 
trips, but, how accurate that really is, I don’t know. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Other comments, or questions, at this time for Michelle?  Okay.  Seeing none, 
thank you, Michelle, for your presentation today. 
 
DR. MASI:  Thanks, everyone. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay.  So this comes to the group.  The action items is we’re being directed to 
provide guidance on how the council would like to move forward with improving the for-hire 
logbook compliance.  We need to discuss actions that the council, NMFS, or both, could take to 
improve reporting compliance in the for-hire sector, and would the council want to initiate a plan 
amendment to improve the SEFHIER program, and so courses of action for discussion.  Andy. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  Well, I guess, with regard to the last question, I mean, we did make the 
motion to start an action, right, and I guess do we need to officially take any further action to start 
an amendment at this point?  I thought that was kind of self-implied. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Myra. 
 
MS. BROUWER:  Well, it wasn’t, and that’s why we are requesting that you guys clarify.  You 
did approve a motion for us to begin working on an amendment to consider limited-entry for the 
three fisheries, and we’ll get into that topic next, but it was not clear, to staff, what start an action 
means, whether, you know, you guys are ready to begin work on amendment, and, if so, then, you 
know, we would want guidance on what to include in the amendment, and so that’s kind of where 
we are. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Andy. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  Well, certainly -- I was the one that made the motion with regard to starting 
an action, and so my intent was to begin an amendment.  My recommendation is that we consider 
following a similar path to what the Gulf Council has done, for two reasons.  One, I think it’s been 
highly beneficial for them to put together a very diverse advisory panel, given the experience 
they’ve had with the program the last several years, and gather feedback, and input, from those 
charter captains that are participating in the program, to make changes to it, and, two, because the 
Gulf Council has already started making recommendations, to look to them, in terms of some of 
the improvements, and changes, that they’re making, as a result of the court decision, and try to 
align these programs, as close to one-to-one as possible, to help reduce the administrative burden 
on the Fisheries Service.  Those are my recommendations, but certainly I would love to hear from 
others. 
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DR. BELCHER:  Tom. 
 
MR. ROLLER:  So I’m in agreement with Andy there.  I think we’re at a pretty unique and 
opportune time to look at the difficulties in our program, and I think following the actions of the 
Gulf makes a lot of sense, and, particularly, I like the idea of the convening of an AP, of various 
members of the industry, to see what this could look like.  A big frustration that I have, in the for-
hire industry in general, and I will disclose, obviously, that I’m a member of it, is that, oftentimes, 
when we look at big policy initiatives, voices tend to be separated into two separate categories, 
people who are very, very invested in the industry and people who are not very invested in the 
industry, and I look back at our state logbook initiative, and that was seven or eight years ago. 
 
Those who spoke out, and were vocal against it, virtually 100 percent of them were out of the 
industry in two to three years, and then the impacts of that not being implemented are something 
that I’ve lived with to this day, someone who has dedicated most of life, my professional life, to 
my business, and so that’s something I’m very sensitive to.  I would be curious, going back to 
Andy’s comments, what would be the best way to form a motion, which I would be prepared to 
make, to start an amendment to look at limited entry, as well as better compliance with the 
SEFHIER program. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Spud. 
 
MR. WOODWARD:  Well, I think another, and unprecedented, dynamic in this conversation is 
the northward migration of fish and the availability of folks in the Mid-Atlantic and New England 
to have access, you know, and so, while I certainly don’t disagree that we need to learn from all 
the lessons that have been learned, both painful and painless, but this is a very different part of our 
conversation.   
 
You know, if you look at what we know is happening, and we don’t expect that to change, you 
know, how are we going to make sure that the interests of those groups farther up the coast are 
considered?  You know, if we’re going to look at this being done fairly and equitably, I mean, 
that’s -- You know, that’s a major driver in this. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Tom. 
 
MR. ROLLER:  Thank you so much for those comments, Spud.  You know, the climate impacts 
on our fisheries are obviously very relevant, right, and I think you bring up a good point, which 
goes back to some of my previous comments regarding this being a really unique time.  I think it’s 
also a really unique time for us to create a new permit, or a new system, that’s really innovative. 
 
You know, I look at my experience here, and all the difficulties fishermen bring with SG 1 and SG 
2 permits, and kind of the last legacy of that program, and I also look at our state commercial 
fishing license moratorium, and the issues with that, and I think that we could use this time to 
create a program that, when we look at the previous Amendment 47, which was developed, that 
had these innovative ideas, such as a greenhorn pool, or a way to increase and protect new entries 
into the fishery, and, at the same time, I think that this is just an issue that we’re going to have to 
address.  I don’t know how we can do it, but I think we can get some really good ideas at the table. 
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DR. BELCHER:  I’ve got Robert and then John. 
 
MR. SPOTTSWOOD:  As I went back and looked at this, and as I sit here at this table and we talk 
about this, the goal, right, what are we intending to accomplish with the limited-entry program, 
and I hear it’s vastly different, right, and, in some instances, it’s protecting the economic positions 
of people who have made investments, and, in some instances, it’s reducing recreational effort, 
through reduced catch and discards, and so I think that, at least as I had understood --  
 
You know, my understanding of this was trying to get to a place where we would have better catch 
data, right, and not information that could then go through another set of analysis, but actual 
information on what’s being caught, and what’s being discarded, and, by tighter control of the 
group, ultimately, we would get to that information.  I just think that there’s a lot of discussion, 
and we probably need to refine a little bit more exactly what the goal is here, before we start 
moving forward with an amendment. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Thank you, Robert.  Tom. 
 
MR. ROLLER:  I want to address Robert’s comment there, and I think you bring up a very good 
point, and so what I look at is I look at the compliance in the Gulf program, which is very high, 
because you have a permit that is valuable, that you can lose, and that can be taken away.  Now, 
that doesn’t mean that our permit has to look exactly like that.  We can do something that’s very 
different, and we can do something that’s very innovative, that’s very forward-thinking, because, 
again, I think a lot of those programs, and permits, have their issues, but I think that’s where you 
start with the basis of it, because that’s one of the major problems that we have here. 
 
I mean, I look at my state, and we have a lot of fishermen who know they need this permit, and 
they don’t have it, because they don’t feel like being compliant, and it’s just the cost of doing 
business, if you happen to get ticketed, and I don’t see how we can move forward without 
something that’s just a little bit more structured in the terms of value. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  All right.  I saw a few hands come up.  John, are you procedural, or are you to 
the point? 
 
MR. CARMICHAEL:  I just want to say I think there’s a lot of good things being discussed here, 
and, you know, some of the words being tossed out are really important to this.  You know, being 
innovative is good.  I think a great way to get started on this is to get input from the fishermen, and 
the fishery, and that’s why I think starting with an AP is a good first step, but I’m not sure that we 
have a good handle on what to do beyond that first step, because we need to hear from them, 
because I think we should try -- Here, we’re facing climate change, and we’re facing equity issues, 
and we should try to be innovative, and I think that, here on the Atlantic coast, we need to perhaps 
look a little bit more to our future, and where our stocks and fishermen, and fishermen that are in 
the Mid-Atlantic jurisdiction, and covered by GARFO, are potentially going to be interacting with 
our species, and make sure that we cover that. 
 
We’ve traditionally worked closer with the Gulf than with the Mid-Atlantic, because that’s the 
region, but, having gone through what we have with the scenario planning exercise and everything 
else, our future may actually be a lot more collaboration with the Mid-Atlantic area, and with 
GARFO, and so I think we have to make sure that we don’t try to model something from the Gulf 
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to the detriment of, you know, where we may be with our fishermen ten years from now, and 
having to have a lot more cross-permitting situations and reporting with that region, and so we 
should make sure we give them a voice in there and come up with some innovative solution that 
works with our region. 
 
Then I think, in general, the compliance -- If you consider that we don’t have, you know, the loss 
of permit threat out there, and there’s not been a whole lot about compliance, I think the 
compliance, for a program that’s fairly new, is not all that bad.  You know, if you want better 
compliance, really, the answer is -- It doesn’t matter what it is, speed limits, drunk driving, 
reporting, outreach and education and enforcement, and those are a lot more important, probably, 
than what actions the council may take, and so I think, you know, as Robert said, we need to know 
what the goals are of this program, and we struggle with that, a lot of times.   
 
We struggled with that in the permitting.  We started with permitting for recreational private 
anglers to improve data, and it seems we’ve come full circle on that, and actually tying the permits 
to data improvements is a bit of a struggle, and I think, in this, we need to, you know, really heed 
what you guys are saying, and make sure that we keep track of that as we go down this path.  
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay.  I’ve got Tim, Amy, Andy, and then back to Tom.  So Tim. 
 
MR. GRINER:  Thank you, Madam Chair.  You know, Robert hit on really the meat of the matter 
here, and so did Tom.  I mean, you know, if we’re not going to use this to drive better data, fishery-
dependent data, that can be validated and then used, I’m not sure -- I’m not sure what the purpose 
really is.  You know, to say that we’re going to use this just to get compliance -- We’ve heard that 
there’s a $500 fine for being not compliant.  If you step up that, and really put that -- You know, 
carry that out judiciously, that will do a lot of good. 
 
It will really -- If you start getting $500 fine after $500 fine after $500 fine, it’s going to mean a 
lot more, but the problem we have now is there is no hammer.  There is no hammer, and it doesn’t 
have to -- The hammer doesn’t have to be that you can’t renew your permit.  It can be a fine, but, 
at the end of the day, what have we really accomplished if we’re not going to ever come to grips 
with fishery-dependent data that has gone through a very rigorous program that is going to the 
ACCSP, and it’s good data, but we’re not going to use it, and so, to me, the purpose of this whole 
thing of this limited entry -- It’s not because we’re overcapitalized, and I don’t believe we’re 
overcapitalized.  We have a thousand miles of coast, and we have 2,000 federal charter boats. 
 
You know, Amy sat here and said they have 200 charter boats, and it’s been flat for years, and 
North Carolina is the same way, and so it’s not overcapitalization, you know, or at least not above 
Florida, and, in fact, it may be the opposite.  It’s very hard to get a charter boat, in parts of North 
Carolina, during the heat of the summer.  If you’re not organizing it right now, you’re probably 
not going, but the real key, to me, is to come up with a way that uses a limited-entry system that 
forces people to be professional and to report, and, if you don’t report, you get fined.  Thank you. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Amy. 
 
MS. DUKES:  Thank you.  Just for -- I’m going to ask a question, probably more so than anything, 
just for clarification, and so, in essence, we’re having two conversations overlapping with one 
another, and am I correct in that?  Okay, and so back to Andy’s point, for his motion to initiate 
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action modifying SEFHIER, and so I’m with you on improving compliance, and I’m with you on 
strengthening reporting requirements, but, to me, those are more like a business plan, in a way, 
and they should already sort of be in your wheelhouse now. 
 
The explore validations is a whole other conversation, and so I’m wondering if we’re perhaps 
jumping the gun here a little bit, and I made that point in my presentation.  We’ve been collecting 
for-hire data for five years prior to when it was mandated when you were federally permitted, and 
now we’re another three years, and I’m still fuzzy on how the compliance numbers differ from the 
data I pulled to the data that Michelle pulled, and there’s a lot of nuances in there, and I know that, 
but, if I’m looking at 84 percent, I’m pretty darned happy with that, and I kind of patted myself on 
the back a little bit here, but I guess what I’m getting all of this around to is I think that there are 
ways that you can improve compliance, and strengthen reporting requirements, that aren’t 
necessarily tied to an action. 
 
Explore validation, I’m wondering if we’re a little too early for that yet, and I don’t know, and I 
think we need to get compliance and data strengthening first, and then roll back to the exploring 
validation, and I think you can get to some of that validation if we allow the for-hire limited entry 
permit to gain more momentum through this process. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay.  I’ve got Andy and Tom, but, before I go to Andy, one suggestion that’s 
been made, from staff, is that we get the presentation on the limited entry, and so, if the current 
conversation continues where we are, and then we’ll get the two of you, and then we’ll go into the 
presentation, if that works for folks.  Okay, and so Andy. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  I was going to make a similar point to what Amy is, which is kind of we’re 
mixing two interrelated issues, right, and what I wanted to focus on was the SEFHIER component, 
because that’s what we were talking about just now with all of the presentations, and so, going 
back to my motion from December, that was approved I think with no opposition, and it said to 
direct staff -- Well, I guess it said just to take an action to modify SEFHIER to improve compliance, 
strengthen reporting requirements, and explore validation tools, and I don’t know how we do that 
without a framework, or an amendment, and so, to me, we’re debating something that, to me, is 
self-explanatory. 
 
With that said, the devil is in the details of then what do we include in that action, or amendment, 
and I think that’s important for us to discuss, and I don’t fully agree with Amy’s comments that 
this is all just going to be bolstered based on an action plan by the agency, in part because some of 
the tools for this program, and how it was originally designed -- We knew there was going to be 
shortcomings here, and we knew that we weren't going to be able to accomplish what we were 
hoping to set out to accomplish with this program, and what we’re hearing, right, is there’s 
frustration around we’re reporting for the sake of reporting, but you’re not able to use the data, and 
so, to me, what I want to get to is the government is spending money to improve this program, to 
build this program, to work with compliance on the program, and what can we do to enhance it 
and get it to the point where we’re actually using the data, which is our intent for both stock 
assessments and management, right? 
 
I referenced the Gulf, because I think the Gulf is way far ahead of the South Atlantic, the Mid-
Atlantic, and New England with regard to some of their efforts on validation, right, and reporting 
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compliance, and I think there’s tools that we can use, or carry over from the Gulf into the South 
Atlantic, that will really benefit us. 
 
With regard to the comments about engaging Mid-Atlantic and New England fishermen, those that 
are permitted north of here, absolutely.  Anyone that is permitted, that has to report to our 
programs, or that might be affected by limited entry, we need to be inclusive of them, and so I 
fully support that, and I realize that the Gulf isn’t necessarily the full solution for the South 
Atlantic, or north, but I think there are some really good things that the Gulf has proposed, or 
utilized in the past already, that are easily applicable to the South Atlantic that we should be 
considering as part of this process. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Tom.  Tom is deferring to you, Robert. 
 
MR. SPOTTSWOOD:  So one thing that I’m really curious about, right, is we’ve got the 85 
percent, and then, on top of the 85 percent that Amy reported, she’s got some paper reporting for 
folks that don’t have federal permits, and so I’m assuming it’s somewhere between 84 and 100 
percent reporting, and why, right, and so I’m curious as to why, in that jurisdiction, have they been 
able to get people -- A couple of things happened, right, and you had a federal reporting 
requirement come in that layered in in 2021, and the VESL program looks to be way, way, way 
more advanced than anything that I’ve seen for other states at this point. 
 
I mean, to some extent, I think there is actually an example of how one of the states has been able 
to achieve a much higher compliance, and I think we should be really focused on that, and, if we 
can collectively get to 84 percent across the South Atlantic, improving from there would be a lot 
easier lift, and so I’m curious, again, trying to understand how we, you know, mesh that 50 percent, 
or 51 percent, that we heard from SEFHIER and South Carolina, and, if we truly are at 85 percent, 
I think we should be doing a case study and figuring out how to implement across, and they’ve 
got, I think six-hundred-and-some charter captains. 
 
Florida is, you know, two or three-times the size of that, but still not unreasonable, I don’t think, 
in terms of being able to do the outreach and education and services that you’ve provided to your 
charter captains. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Amy, to that? 
 
MS. DUKES:  Thank you.  To that point, Robert, you’re right that that 84 number is specific to 
the federally-permitted vessels, and so, in South Carolina, that only equates to about 200 of my 
600, and so, when Michelle was talking, there’s about 2,100 permits, and so that’s really only -- 
South Carolina is only rating up to 10 percent of that population, and how we got there is it takes 
time, and it takes commitment. 
 
Again, we started electronic reporting in 2016, with a federal mandate that didn’t come down until 
several years later, and I’m five years ahead of the game, and I’m wondering if bolstering, and 
strengthening, SEFHIER is really where this needs to be, and I guess the question to Andy is does 
there need to be modifications to SEFHIER, to just simply improve that compliance, and 
strengthen that reporting requirement, versus just simply putting forth the time and the effort and 
the staff to do it without an action, and I think taking that validation part of it out of it for right 
now. 
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DR. BELCHER:  Andy, to that, and then Tom. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  Well, so we had a comparative analysis presented, either in September or 
December, by Michelle Masi, and I realize that the Gulf program was requiring VMS at the time, 
but they also have hail-in and hail-out requirements, right, and so it was very much more 
requirements, in terms of trip-level reporting, and there was pretty stark differences between what 
happened in the Gulf, in the same period of time, that happened in the South Atlantic. 
 
Michelle just showed a graphic, earlier today, and, I mean, we’re putting just as much, if not more, 
resources into compliance right now, and it seems to be sliding backward, right, and so, you know, 
we can continue down this path, and see what happens, but, to me, I think there are some regulatory 
tools that can really help us, in terms of reporting requirements, that can help bolster reporting 
over time, and the question I asked you earlier I think is a really important one.  When we look at 
compliance, it’s not just did you report or not for that week, but are you reporting all the trips that 
you actually went on, and is there a way for us to validate that, and so it does get at that validation 
component. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Tom. 
 
MR. ROLLER:  I’m going to touch briefly on Robert’s comments, as well as Andy’s comments, 
and I give South Carolina a lot of credit for having much higher compliance, due to their outreach 
and their program, but it goes back to Andy’s comment of did you or did you not just report, 
because having compliance, under the current system, does not take care of the fact that people 
can just submit do-not-fish reports, and it does not take care of the fact that we don’t have, really 
very much at all, trip-level compliance, or verification, and it also doesn’t get into the fact that we 
don’t have much catch validation.  This goes back to this whole two-sided conversation that we 
keep having, the two layers of it, is that we need to look at this program as a way in which to have 
data that we can actually use.  Otherwise, there’s no real point in having it. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay.  Any other further questions, or comments, at this point?  Like I said, what 
we’ll do is we’ll move into the discussion on the limited entry, and this will give us some stuff to 
think about, and we can talk about afterwards, to see how we want to move forward.  Myra and 
John Hadley. 
 
MS. BROUWER:  Okay, and so Hadley and I have put together some summary slides.  These 
summary slides correspond to a discussion document that we put together looking at the three 
finfish fisheries that you all requested that you wanted to start considering for a limited-entry 
program.  First off, a little bit of background. The council first established a control date, back in 
2016, June 15 of 2016, for the for-hire fishery, and so, at the time, they also initiated an amendment 
to consider limited entry for snapper grouper, dolphin wahoo, and the CMP species, and they 
eventually narrowed it down to just the snapper grouper fishery, and that’s what became Snapper 
Grouper Amendment 47. 
 
We developed that amendment through the scoping phase, and we held scoping hearings, I believe 
it was, in August of 2018, and, at the time, the council was considering a moratorium on for-hire 
permits, and so I will get to that in a minute, but that was the main purpose of that amendment, 
and most of the comments we received during that scoping phase were in opposition, and so, at 
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that point, the council decided to stop work on the amendment indefinitely, and, just a refresher 
on what a control date is, basically, it just establishes the kind of -- It puts the industry on notice, 
basically, saying anybody who enters the fishery after this date may not be guaranteed access, or 
entrance, into the fishery, should the council pursue a limited-entry program.  The council doesn’t 
have to use a control date, and it’s simply there for them as a tool to be used. 
 
Fast-forward to December, and the council discussed, as you all know, the recommendations from 
your advisory panels, both the Snapper Grouper and the Mackerel Cobia AP recommended that 
the council explore limited entry for those fisheries, and we also received a presentation on the 
SEFHIER program that we’ve been talking about this afternoon, and so the council went ahead 
and approved a motion to put in place a new control date of December 8, 2023, and so, again, the 
council may or may not use this in their deliberations in establishing those eligibility moving 
forward, and, additionally, permit holders that have not reported catch for those three fisheries 
through the SEFHIER program, as of December 5, again would not be assured of future access.  
The agency has published an advanced notice of proposed rulemaking, and that is currently open 
for public comment, which ends on March 11, and so next week. 
 
As far as the topics that were considered in Amendment 47, as I said, it was for a moratorium on 
South Atlantic for-hire snapper grouper permits.  When the council was developing this, they took 
into consideration the Magnuson-Stevens Act, and the National Standard Guidelines, and they look 
at moratoria that had occurred in other federally-managed fisheries, and they looked at a -- They 
tried to figure out a start date for that moratorium, and what the exceptions were going to be for 
eligibility, and they looked at historic captains, and folks that had also commercial permits, in 
addition to their for-hire, and they looked at transferability, and so we did quite a bit of work on 
this amendment.  As Tom mentioned, there was a new entrants permit pool alternative, as well as 
a greenhorn permit. 
 
Another thing that amendment was considering modifying, revising, or removing is the regulation 
that prevents federally-permitted snapper grouper for-hire vessels from possessing snapper 
grouper species in state waters when the harvest of those species closes in federal waters, and so 
that’s been kind of a source of concern from the public for many years, and so that was another 
thing the council, at the time, was looking into modifying. 
 
I just wanted to remind you of the pros and cons at the time, what the council talked about, and the 
moratorium could help logbook reporting compliance, data quality for the recreational component, 
and the council talked about it would help in stabilizing participation in the for-hire fishery, and it 
would help the situations of potential localized vessel overcapacity, business planning, 
personalizing the for-hire fleet, and reducing fishing pressure on some fish stocks, and, as far as 
the concerns that came up, the council talked about conflicts between those who do and do not get 
permits, and so there would obviously be conflict there, what would happen to permits obtained 
after the control date, and there would be an increased potential for sector separation, and all the 
business that comes with that, and then they talked about the costs of obtaining a for-hire permit, 
and, if the permit becomes limited, what would happen, and so these are all kind of pros and cons 
that the council discussed at the time. 
 
Here, we just have basically the discretionary provisions that are under MSA, which is basically a 
set of considerations that the councils need to keep in mind when they’re looking at a limited-entry 
program, and so things like present participation in the fishery, of course, historical fishing 
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practices and dependence of vessels in the fishery, the economics of the fishery, the capability of 
fishing vessels to engage in other fisheries, cultural and social framework, and then the fair and 
equitable distribution of those limited-access privileges, and any other relevant considerations, and 
so these are all kind of general. 
 
Then there are two National Standards that would come into play when you all move forward with 
limited entry, and that’s National Standard 4, which addresses allocation, and this is the National 
Standard that promotes fairness and equity, promotes conservation, and avoidance of excessive 
shares, and so there’s other factors, and they’re all listed on the screen there for you, and I’m not 
going to read them all, but things like food production, dependence on the fishery by present 
participants, what it does to coastal communities, et cetera. 
 
There is also National Standard 5, which is the one that addresses efficiency, and so this one 
establishes limited access as a management tool that can be used to address issues such as 
overfishing, overcrowded, or overcapitalization in the fishery, to achieve OY.  Here, we are getting 
more guidance, additional considerations that a council can take, and, mainly, when it comes to 
criteria for who would qualify and who wouldn’t, and also the transferability of those permits. 
 
Also, to just sort of -- Again, this is more background on limited entry in other fisheries.  Right 
now, on the east coast, all the for-hire fisheries are open access, and so HMS, the fisheries managed 
under the New England and Mid-Atlantic and the South Atlantic Councils, and all of those are 
open access.  We do have, in the Gulf, and in Alaska, some examples of federal for-hire fisheries, 
and so halibut fishery in the North Pacific is a limited access, and then the reef fish and the coastal 
migratory pelagics in the Gulf of Mexico, and so there was a moratorium, initially, on new permits 
that was in place for three years, back in June of 2003, and then the limited-entry program was 
established in 2006 for reef fish and CMP. 
 
More commonly, limited access is used in commercial fisheries, and an example would be in the 
Gulf of Mexico, and we have the commercial king mackerel permit for the Gulf and the South 
Atlantic that is also limited access, and, for that one, the Gulf established a moratorium on new 
permits, back in 1995, and that was in place for five years, and then it was extended, and then the 
council eventually put in a permanent limited-entry program that went into place in July of 2005.  
That’s a little bit of background, and so I’m going to turn it over to Hadley, who is going to walk 
you through a little bit of the data that we were able to pull. 
 
MR. HADLEY:  Shep, go ahead. 
 
MR. GRIMES:  Thank you, Madam Chair.  Before we get into that, I would just make two 
comments.  The first one is we throw around a lot of terms, right, limited entry, limited access, 
moratorium, whatever.  If you look at Section 303(b)(6) in the statute, “limited access” is the 
terminology that we use in the Magnuson Act, and I would like to stay tied to that. 
 
Just to reiterate, a moratorium -- It doesn’t matter if it’s temporary, indefinite, whatever, they’re 
all forms of limiting access to the fishery, and all of them must be analyzed, as indicated in the 
statute, and one final thing, and we talked earlier, and it was sort of a confused discussion between 
reporting and limiting access, and limiting access, as stated in the statute, is in order to achieve 
optimum yield, and so, whatever other benefits come from it, in order to limit access, it’s got to be 
aimed at achieving optimum yield.  Given the discard issues in the South Atlantic snapper grouper 
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fishery, that’s an easy argument to make, but that needs to be the focus for limiting access.  Thank 
you. 
 
MR. HADLEY:  All right.  I am going to present some of the available permit data for the three 
for-hire finfish fisheries, and so the coastal migratory pelagics, snapper grouper, and dolphin 
wahoo fisheries, and a couple of things to keep in mind.  One is the timeline, and so this goes from 
2008 through 2020, and so 2020 is the terminal year on all of the graphs that I will show, and the 
same for the tables that are in the discussion document. 
 
The reason being that 2020 is the terminal year is that additional data are currently unavailable, 
due to ongoing updates with the SERO permits system, and so it’s expected that, hopefully later 
on this year, probably the latter half of 2024, is when we’ll have that more updated information 
piece, and so the permit information from 2021 through 2023, and one thing to also keep in mind, 
given that that more recent information isn’t available, it appears that likely you’re not going to 
see the effects of the for-hire logbook reporting amendment going into place, as well as COVID-
19. 
 
Based on some of the information that you were just presented, it looks like permit numbers have 
decreased, and so what you’re going to look at, in the next set of graphs, is probably sort of a high-
end estimate on what would be current participation for for-hire permits and the number of for-
hire-permitted vessels. 
 
With that caveat, we’ll start with kind of a look at the fishery, the for-hire fishery, as a whole, and 
so this figure in front of you, again, is pulled from the document, and it shows all three permits, 
and so the snapper grouper permit, the dolphin wahoo for-hire permit, and the coastal migratory 
pelagic permit, and then, also, the total permitted vessels, and so, if you look at this, you know, 
there’s a pretty clear uptick in upward trend from 2014 through 2019, and that’s seen really across 
all three permits. 
 
Dolphin wahoo is consistently the highest number of permits, and so, across the dataset, you 
always see more dolphin wahoo permits than coastal migratory pelagics, or snapper grouper 
permits, and then, generally speaking, the number of coastal migratory pelagic and snapper 
grouper permits were similar in number until 2016, when you saw a divergence in the number of 
coastal migratory pelagic permits.  It has exceeded the number of snapper grouper permits since 
that time. 
 
Looking at the final year of data available, 2020, there were 2,458 permitted vessels, and so that’s 
the number of vessels that had at least one of the South Atlantic permits assigned to that vessel in 
2020, and, again, I believe the presentation that you just saw -- It appeared that it was probably 
down around 2,150 vessel, and so, to give you an idea, a 10 to 12 percent decrease, it appears, 
since that time. 
 
Looking at the distribution of the three permits, most permits were held by vessels homeported in 
the South Atlantic region, and the majority were held by vessels homeported on the east coast of 
Florida, and so these are on the east coast, and that includes the Florida Keys.  You can see, in the 
figure in front of you, the orange line, with the squares at the very top, that is the trend in number 
of permitted vessels homeported in the east coast of Florida, and then, as we move down, you can 
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see other states in the South Atlantic region, including North Carolina, and you see there’s a 
notable number of Gulf permits in there, Mid-Atlantic permits, South Carolina, and Georgia. 
 
In 2020, there were approximately -- There were 294 permits from the Greater Atlantic Region, 
and so that’s the Mid-Atlantic region, as well as New England, and 343 permits from the Gulf, 
from vessels homeported in the Gulf of Mexico, and there was a slightly decreasing in the out-of-
region, if you will, permits, and so permits that weren't held by vessels homeported in the South 
Atlantic region. 
 
With that, we’ll look at -- We’ll break into kind of a species-by-species, or FMP-by-FMP, 
breakdown of permits, and so these figures will show the geographic distribution of the snapper 
grouper permits, dolphin wahoo, and coastal migratory pelagics, and we’ll start with dolphin 
wahoo.  The highest number of permits are held by vessels on the Florida east coast.  There again, 
it’s that orange line at the very top, with the squares under each data point, and, as you can see, 
this is also the area of highest growth, since the control date was put in place, implemented for -- 
The control date being the one for June 15, 2016, and so you’ve seen sort of an uptick since then.  
There’s the generally-increasing trend across all states in the South Atlantic, and, in 2020, you had 
approximately 2,100 permitted vessels with snapper grouper permits. 
 
Moving over to dolphin wahoo, there’s similar trends to the snapper grouper permits, and you did 
see an overall increasing trend, from 2014 and 2015 onward, and there were a notably higher 
number of vessels from the Mid-Atlantic and New England, and this shouldn’t come as a surprise, 
due to the extended range of the FMP jurisdiction, and so the Dolphin Wahoo FMP covers the 
entire east coast, including the Mid-Atlantic and New England regions, and so you do see several 
vessels from those regions further north.  Overall, there were approximately 2,300 permitted 
vessels in 2020. 
 
Last, but certainly not least, this figure shows the distribution of coastal-migratory-pelagic-
permitted vessels, and so similar to dolphin wahoo, and you do have a notably higher number of 
Mid-Atlantic vessels, compared to snapper-grouper-permitted vessels, there again due to the 
extended jurisdictional range of this fishery management plan, and so it extends up through the 
Mid-Atlantic region, and so you do see several Mid-Atlantic-permitted vessels in there, and, also, 
as noted earlier, this permit is currently under limited entry for the Gulf of Mexico, and so the Gulf 
of Mexico permits are not shown in this figure, but it is noted that, in the Gulf of Mexico, the for-
hire coastal migratory pelagics permit is limited entry.  On the Atlantic side, it is open access, and, 
in 2020, there were approximately 2,200 vessels with a coastal migratory pelagic -- With a South 
Atlantic coastal migratory pelagic permit. 
 
Those are all the slides that we have, and that’s sort of a primer for the discussion, and I imagine 
that you may want to take it up in totality tomorrow, but, with that, the idea was to switch back 
over to the discussion document, and I’m going to scroll down to the bottom here, and there are a 
few discussion questions for the council, and, really, the idea here is to try to get some input on 
what are the next steps that you would like to see for this amendment. 
 
As alluded to earlier, when implementing limited entry -- In some cases there was a moratorium, 
followed by limited entry, and so one of the questions for the committee, or the council, really is, 
you know, how do you want to go about it in this amendment?  Do you want to consider a 
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moratorium first, and then go to limited entry for the for-hire permits, or would you want to 
consider a system that goes directly into limited entry for the for-hire permits? 
 
If we’re going to start developing a scoping document, what general ideas would you like to see 
developed in that, to take out to the public eventually, if this were to be approved for scoping, and 
there’s sort of a list of topics, and a lot of that was gone over earlier in the presentation, but we put 
them in here again, and, of note, there was the idea of how to account for climate change and range 
expansion northward, and there was a little bit of discussion on that earlier, and then, also, equity 
and environmental justice considerations, such as whether limiting access to a fishery is going to 
disproportionately affect some communities, and so those are a couple of new topics to throw out 
there, in addition to what was gone over earlier. 
 
Then, last, but not least, what additional information would you find helpful to review at this point 
in the amendment development process, you know, knowing the more recent permit numbers, the 
distribution of those permits, probably will not be available until later this year, but what other 
additional information can you think of that you would like for your staff to show at a subsequent 
meeting?  With that, I will turn it over to the council. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Spud. 
 
MR. WOODWARD:  I agree that I think, you know, we need to ponder on this, and not get into it 
right now, but I do have a quick question about this moratorium issue.  If you establish a 
moratorium, say for instance on CMP permits, and say I’m a fisherman who resides in Delaware, 
and I realize now that there’s enough Spanish mackerel up there for me to prosecute that fishery 
on now, and I can’t get a permit.  Depending on when you set the date or whatever, I can’t get a 
permit now to prosecute a for-hire fishery on that species in federal waters off of Delaware.  Then 
the next question, and this is a Shep question, is can you have a geographically-specific 
moratorium, where you prohibit the issuance of permits to residents in one state, but not in another? 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Shep. 
 
MR. GRIMES:  So possibly, depending on how you structured it, but you couldn’t discriminate 
against residents of other states, and it would have to cost everybody the same that come in for 
that permit, but it’s -- I would say, at least theoretically, I would say I think it’s possible that you 
could have -- You know, let’s say you were limiting access to the for-hire fishery south of Georgia, 
and I’m just throwing that out, but, I mean, if you’re looking at Florida-only sort of thing, 
conceivably, I think maybe you could structure that, if you could do it in a way that didn’t 
discriminate against residents of the different states, and still let them in, and then possibly, but 
you’re obviously touching on something that’s potentially fraught with complications. 
 
To address the person in Delaware, yes, they could purchase a limited-access permit, the same way 
anybody else purchases a limited-access permit, and they buy it from an existing permit holder, 
and it’s just not open access anymore, and they don’t go get it from, you know, the unlimited 
supply from NMFS for twenty-five dollars, or whatever it is, and it’s more of a commodity, but, 
yes, that’s how they’ve treated it in the Gulf of Mexico, and other limited-access fisheries, for 
many decades now. 
 
MR. WOODWARD:  A follow-up? 



 
 

                                                                                                                                                      Full Council I 
  March 4-5, 2024    

 Jekyll Island, GA 

56 
 

 
DR. BELCHER:  Spud. 
 
MR. WOODWARD:  But what that moratorium does then is makes it now that that individual in 
Delaware can’t go buy an open-access permit anymore, because it’s -- They’re forbidden from 
doing that, and that is, obviously, a concern to me. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Tom. 
 
MR. ROLLER:  I think that’s something we’re going to have to build in, and we should probably 
be reviewing this permit over other years, particularly given the amount of climate change we’re 
seeing, to see that if we should be changing it, or adding, and I think that that’s a relevant question 
that we could add into this, but, going back to this document, I think Amendment 47 is a good 
place to start, and I think it’s very clear that we need to update this, and we need to modernize it, 
and I think it needs to be part of --  
 
You know, we need to see what the Gulf is doing, and I think that it would be relevant to -- You 
know, if we choose to start an amendment, that we also need to do it alongside the creation of an 
AP of industry members, to see what they would like to see changed, right, and, I mean, we hear 
from our AP a lot on this, and we hear from a lot of leaders in the fishing industry on this, that they 
support this.  We hear about it in North Carolina, at our stakeholder meetings, but I think this is a 
good starting point. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay.  Any other -- Andy. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  I just wanted to say that I think this is a good starting point, and, you know, 
in terms of the question of moratorium, versus some other limited-entry program, I don’t think 
they’re mutually exclusive of one another, and we can potentially consider both in the same 
amendment, right, and potentially even do some sort of kind of staggered timeline, if we wanted 
to do a moratorium first, followed by some limited-entry requirements later, but, you know, in 
terms of Spud’s question, I think you bring up some interesting points. 
 
It really does get back to what are our goals and objectives, and what are we trying to accomplish 
here, right, and is there overcapitalization in these fisheries, and do we need to reduce discards, 
you know, are we hitting the annual catch limits, and on and on and on, and, in looking at that for 
all three of these fisheries, as a whole, and then determining, geographically, are there differences 
that are needed, and so I think that can be borne out with the analysis, as we continue to develop 
this action. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Jessica. 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  A couple of things, and so I guess I’m confused about the order of operations 
here and when we would form this AP, exactly what they’re going to look at, and are they going 
to help establish the goals?  Is the council trying to establish what the goals of this program would 
be?   
 
The reason I say that is because I thought that the council was focusing on data for private 
recreational anglers and discards, and so then now we’re looking at limited entry for for-hire, and 
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then, also, at this same meeting, we’re looking at the commercial two-for-one, and so the 
commercial two-for-one, and this limited entry -- It looked like, according to the document, that 
we wouldn’t have updated data until like December of this year, and so the reason I’m asking 
about the order of operations is, if we form the AP, and they don’t have this most recent data, is 
that really the best time to have the AP meet, or should the AP meet after they can at least see 
some preliminary data, to know whether these permits are going up, going down, or are a lot of 
the permits coming outside of our region, and it’s just the order of operations seems kind of critical 
here. 
 
I guess I would also ask, and I guess we can look at this later in the week, when we look at like 
the workplan setup, but how are we going to work on all these simultaneously, and can the council 
really tackle private rec reporting, for-hire limited entry, and two-for-one, like all at the same time, 
and so I’m just wondering, and the reason I bring up the goals is it seems like what we’re really 
flirting with is sector separation, and so I think that’s a whole separate discussion here that we 
would need to have, when embarking on this, and, if you’re going to form the AP, I think the AP 
needs to be informed if ultimately getting to sector separation is a goal that we want that group to 
look at and think about. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Andy. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  I mean, at this point, I mean, you raising the issue of sector separation, I 
think that’s so far in the distance, right, and, to me, what we’re trying to do is deal with some issues 
that are plaguing our fisheries, right, in terms of improving data collection and having a limited 
resource and a fleet that far outstrips, obviously, the capacity of that resource to be harvested right 
now. 
 
What the limited-entry program ultimately looks like, it’s to be determined, and, obviously, 
designed by us.  You know, when I made the suggestion, earlier today, about an advisory panel, 
you know, one of the questions that I had, for staff, is whether or not there’s existing advisory 
panels that could maybe meet those needs or not, but I was thinking of it more from the data 
collection side, right, and so it was more from the for-hire logbook reporting improvements and 
bringing together those captains.   
 
Could those captains also advise us on limited entry?  Absolutely, if we want to pull that AP 
together to do -- You know, to kill two birds with one stone, so to speak, and so I guess think about 
it from that standpoint, but, to me, if we’re going to stand up a new AP, that’s going to take time.  
In June, I am hopeful, right, and I can’t say 100 percent that we will have solved our permit 
database problems on the backend, and be able to provide data going forward, and so we have a 
target actually of May right now, to get that resolved, and we have a team of people working on a 
solution for that, and so I’m hopeful that I can come back in June and say we’re fixed, we fixed it, 
and we’ll be able to provide permit data going forward, but I think the AP, even if we stood 
something up, would probably not happen until next fall. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Tom. 
 
MR. ROLLER:  Thank you so much for your comments, Andy.  You know, we talked, multiple 
times, about this being two separate issues, right, the limited entry and the data, and I think that 
we’re pushing them apart, and they’re actually a lot closer together than maybe we’re having in 
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this discussion, meaning I personally view this discussion of, and let’s call them limited-access, to 
make Shep happy, permits as one in which to drive the compliance and better data, something we 
desperately need with a program that, quite frankly, is failing to get us the needs that we want. 
 
I will say that I’m going to agree with Andy on the whole discussion of sector separation, and 
we’re so far -- That’s so far down the line, and I don’t even think it’s, you know, opportune to 
have that right now, and I’m not even sure that’s an issue that is valid for the South Atlantic.  I 
mean, I think of sector separation, and I think of the Gulf, and our fisheries are so incredibly 
different, right, and I view our fisheries as much more access-dependent.  I will just end my 
comments there, based on I think these issues, or at least how I view them, as being very, very 
close, because we’re trying to drive compliance, and we’re trying to drive better data, through 
limited access. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Robert. 
 
MR. SPOTTSWOOD:  I get the perspective, but, Tom, I see them as separate, and I think that, 
when we have, you know, effectively as what people view as fisheries management rules, right, 
and we’re talking about suppressing effort here, right, and I see that different as reporting and 
compliance, and I want to try to at least, I think, focus on the compliance, and making people want 
to buy into that, without having the -- I will say the taint of additional, you know, fisheries rules, 
you know, or restriction to access, being part of that, and I think that’s going to be a big problem 
in trying to get acceptance and buy-in and compliance with fishermen, when they just view the 
rule as you said it, and it’s here in the document, right, and, I mean, we’re trying to reduce 
recreational effort, to decrease discards, and I think there’s other mechanisms, and other rules, that 
we can use to handle fisheries-related matters, from my perspective. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Andy and then Tom. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  I mean, Robert, a question back to you, and what ways can we do that that 
aren’t limited access then?  I mean, it sounds like you have ideas. 
 
MR. SPOTTSWOOD:  Well, I think starting with looking at South Carolina to begin with, right, 
and how they’ve gotten to 85 percent is one, right, and let’s start there, and then, you know, other 
incentives, motives, motivation, you know, ways of -- I think we need to focus on that side of it, 
and I certainly don’t have the answers, but I’ve been made aware of an example where at least 
there’s one jurisdiction that’s having way greater success than the balance of them, and, if we 
could get everybody to that level, assuming we can confirm that South Carolina has the right data, 
and SEFHIER’s numbers are -- There’s a gap somewhere, but just one example there. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Andy, to that? 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  Yes, and I don’t want to belabor the conversation, but all credit to Amy 
Dukes and her team, and that’s phenomenal compliance, but it’s not reversing the trends, and 
declines, in our snapper grouper fishery, right, or some of our other fisheries, right, and so we can 
have the best data we can in the world, but, if we don’t solve some of the underlying challenges as 
to why those stocks are going down, and some are in our control, and some certainly are outside 
of our control, right, and then we’re facing a losing battle. 
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DR. BELCHER:  Robert, to that point, and then still Tom. 
 
MR. SPOTTSWOOD:  Yes, and, in at least in my limited time here, my perception of, you know, 
some of our inability to better manage is the lack of good data, and so just, again, kind of back to 
the point of trying to separate the two and tell fishermen that, look, we need this information, 
because we need this information, and it’s not -- You know, this action itself is not restricting your 
access, or harming you, but, in all of the reports we’ve seen, you know, compliance, and buy-in, 
with these reporting programs is an issue, across-the-board, and so I think, in an effort to separate 
the two, and, you know, to say to fishermen that, look, this is a rule about -- You know, it’s purely 
about making sure that we have the appropriate information to be able to make rules, and that’s 
kind of where -- To the point, Tom, that I think that kind of keeping the two separate would be the 
benefit for us here. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Tom. 
 
MR. ROLLER:  I think we’ve been there for a very long time, and I don’t think that we’re 
necessarily really moving the needle there.  I look at we talk about the compliance in South 
Carolina, and, again, all the credit to that program, but, not to belabor that point, and it’s part of 
what Andy mentioned, and we’re still not getting the data we need.  We’re still not finding the -- 
You know, resolving the fact that people can just throw in do-not-fish reports.  We’re not solving 
the fact that we have no catch-level validation, that we don’t have trip verification, and we need a 
program that looks completely different, and I look at the Gulf. 
 
We have very high compliance, because you have a permit that’s worth something, and you can 
lose it, because, even if we try to tell fishermen -- If we do the outreach that, hey, we need this 
data, and we want you to do hail-in and hail-out, and I’m not saying we would do that, or we need 
you to do daily reporting, or change the benefits of that program, and you still are faced with fact 
that you have a twenty-five-dollar permit that you could just get a new one, or you have a permit 
that it’s the same -- The fine is the same for nonreporting as it is for being caught without a permit, 
and so I’m looking for the cheapest and easiest way in which to drive compliance in a valuable 
industry, and that’s why I look at these issues as being completely one and the same. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Robert. 
 
MR. SPOTTSWOOD:  So what we’re talking about then seems to be the rules of maintaining a 
permit.  Even if it’s open access, should you have to do certain things in order to maintain that, 
and then, if you don’t maintain it, do you get kicked out, and, even though you can come back in 
as open access, there’s a six-month waiting period, or an application process, or something that 
makes it so that people are incentivized to keep things current. 
 
Just by way of example, liquor licenses, you know, work that way, and you have to keep them 
active, and you have to actually use them, or put them in escrow, and there’s a limited period of 
time where you can put them on the shelf, but there’s examples of ways, and, you know, Tom, I 
think all those points are fantastic, and I’m not saying that we shouldn’t try to address them, but 
I’m not sure this is the right method to get there. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Tom. 
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MR. ROLLER:  I would just add that, when we talk about limited access, and I’ll go back to the 
point that the number of permits is pretty flat, right, and we’re worried about potentially removing 
people from the fishery in the future, and I’m not as worried about that, because, again, we don’t 
see a big increase in these permits over a period of time. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Further comments from folks?  Okay.  I’m going to go ahead and float the 
suggestion, again, that we all take some time to think about this, and it’s not anything we’re going 
to resolve tonight, in a few minutes, and so I’m going to recommend, at this point, that we recess 
for the evening, to give folks some stuff to chew on over dinner tonight, and talk amongst 
ourselves, and we’ll pick back up at 8:30 tomorrow morning. 
 

(Whereupon, the meeting recessed on March 4, 2024.) 
 

- - - 
 

MARCH 5, 2024 
 

TUESDAY MORNING SESSION 
 

- - - 
 
The Full Council Session I of the South Atlantic Fishery Management Council convened at The 
Villas by the Sea Resort, Jekyll Island, Georgia, on Tuesday, March 5, 2024, and was called to 
order by Chairman Carolyn Belcher. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay, folks.  If everybody can come to the table, we’re going to go ahead and 
get started.  We are going to provide some guidance for council staff on what we would like to do 
for our conversations yesterday relative to SEFHIER compliance and the limited entry, or limited 
access, and I will get Shep’s phrasing right, to see how we want to move forward with this, or what 
the conversations will be in the future, but we have Congressman Buddy Carter from -- 
Representing the State of Georgia, and he will be here today to talk to us, at 8:45, and so we’ll 
have fifteen minutes to pull together some guidance for staff, and so how would we like to proceed 
with the two items as we discussed yesterday?  Spud. 
 
MR. WOODWARD:  I guess just a question, and we talked about a lot of things, and I’ve been 
trying to coalesce it in my mind, and one of the things that came up was this advisory panel idea, 
and so what would the purpose of the advisory panel be, and how would we populate it, to ensure 
that we had the diversity of opinions, and perspectives, necessary to ensure that their advice is 
representative of the totality of that for-hire sector?  I mean, that’s -- I’m just curious, and, I mean, 
it's one thing to say you’re going to do it, but how are we going to do it to make sure that it produces 
the result that we want it to, and how does the AP fit into the process of producing a structure to 
this amendment?  Is it before or after kind of thing?  You know, I’m trying to figure that part of it 
out. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  I’ve got Robert and then Andy. 
 
MR. SPOTTSWOOD:  Spud, are you suggesting that on the SEFHIER side or on the limited 
access?   
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MR. WOODWARD:  Well, I think that’s the other thing too, is we’ve muddled these two things 
together, and I think that’s part of the confusion, is we’ve got two things muddled together here 
that we need to, I think, separate out.  I don’t -- My understanding was the advisory panel was to 
provide input on limited entry strategies, innovative, but do we need an AP to advise us on how 
better to do SEFHIER?  I don’t know if we need that.  I mean, I think we’ve got experiences that 
tell us how to improve compliance with reporting and that kind of thing, and I don’t know that we 
need -- But I’m just one perspective on this.  I think maybe the first thing we do is to figure out 
how do these two things relate to each other, and maybe that will help us forge some pathway 
forward. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay.  I’ve got Andy, Jessica, and then back to Robert. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  So, when I made the suggestion yesterday, Spud, it was very specific to the 
SEFHIER program, and not limited entry, and what I saw successfully work in the Gulf of Mexico, 
right, is we had the court order that rescinded our SEFHIER program entirely, and so we appointed 
a very diverse group of fishermen, and not necessarily the usual suspects that always participate 
in the process, and geographically representative, both those that had supported the program from 
the beginning as well as those that were more in opposition to the program throughout. 
 
They came together and gave very specific recommendations on ways that the program could be 
redesigned, or setup, right, and so, to me, we’re now three years into the program, and I think 
we’re seeing some improvement in compliance, but not a tremendous amount, and then we 
acknowledge, to you as a Fisheries Service, to you as a council, the limitations, in terms of what 
this program may or may not be able to do at the onset, and so I think it’s a good opportunity to 
come back in, review the program, see what’s working for the fishermen, what’s not, what 
improvements we could make, have them walk through all of the different aspects of the program, 
and give us some input, guidance, and advice as we hopefully can improve the program. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Jessica. 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  I think I’m okay with an AP on SEFHIER, and I agree that it did work in the 
Gulf, getting that group together, and I also don’t think that SEFHIER and for-hire limited entry 
should be bundled together, and I’m hoping that the SEFHIER updates can move faster, and I 
guess part of my question is, is that a -- Is it going to be a framework action, or are we just trying 
to figure out what the challenges, and the barriers, are, and I guess I just have more questions on 
what is the thing that’s going to come out of it, and so, if we form an AP, what does the vehicle 
look like on that, but I also would not bundle SEFHIER and limited entry together.  I think they’re 
going to move at two different speeds, and I think we want them to move at two different speeds. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Robert. 
 
MR. SPOTTSWOOD:  The takeaways I had, from our discussion yesterday, was that the limited 
entry was trying to achieve two things amongst the group, and one was to reduce pressure, and 
two was to increase compliance and reporting, right, and so, if we can do the AP on SEFHIER, 
and, also, I would ask staff to look into South Carolina, and try to better understand why South 
Carolina is achieving much higher compliance, and I think that would kind of instruct, you know, 
moving forward on limited entry, what the real goal of limited entry is, and have we eliminated 
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the need for compliance, or trying to achieve additional compliance, because we’ve figured that 
out through, you know, looking at the SEFHIER program, and that path, and so I think, as far as 
additional direction for staff, looking at the South Carolina model, and figuring out why the 
disconnect between the 50 percent we’re showing here and the 85 percent they’re showing in South 
Carolina.  
 
DR. BELCHER:  Tom. 
 
MR. ROLLER:  I think that’s a good point, how can we drive compliance, but the other part of the 
question is what kind of data do we want out of this program?  While South Carolina may have 
better compliance, due to their program, I will point out that North Carolina cannot have a for-hire 
logbook, at least for state fisheries, right, and it would have to be a federal program, and the 
question is are we happy with data that is submitted every week, or every month, and I think a lot 
of us are not. 
 
We hear this from the AP, and people want data that’s better, and they want data that can be used 
for stock assessments, and they want data that can be used for disaster relief funds, and I know, 
personally, as a small-business owner, I mean, I’ve been extremely impacted by hurricanes, and I 
will give you a Hurricane Florence example.  In 2018, we were given a disaster declaration for our 
area, and the commercial fishing industry, which reports daily, which is not controversial, and so, 
when I look at the for-hire, and the option that we could report daily is controversial, and it just 
doesn’t click in my mind. 
 
It took us until 2022 to get relief funds distributed in the fishing industry, and a lot of the people 
who really needed those funds were out of business by that point in time, and so, every time I sit 
here at this table, whether it’s on my state commission or here at the council, I ask what can we do 
at this table, and I heard some kind of pie-in-the-sky suggestions, like let’s have more enforcement, 
and we can’t really do that, and let’s have a more expensive permit, and we can’t do that, and let’s 
increase the fine schedule, and we can’t do that, but what can we do here, and that’s where my 
comments keep going that I understand that a comprehensive limited-access program will move 
slower than improving SEFHIER, and it probably should, because we should be trying to improve 
SEFHIER short-term. 
 
I view this action not as some long-term look at catch shares, or sector separation, is what I meant 
to say, and I do not look at it towards those things, and I look at it as the way in which we can 
better enforce a permit, because it has worked in other areas, and so I don’t think that we need to 
separate the two entirely, but I am cognizant of the idea that they maybe should move at different 
speeds, because a limited-access program needs to look a little different, and it needs to be 
comprehensive, and it needs to look at the needs of the different states and industries, but we have 
very, very low compliance, and we are also not gathering any useful data, in my opinion, at this 
point in time. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Jessica. 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  So I guess I would ask you, as the Chair, are you looking for, I don’t know, 
a motion, or direction to staff, to bring back the structure of an AP for SEFHIER to the June 
meeting, and is that the type of direction that we’re trying to circle up today, and get that specific?  
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DR. BELCHER:  John. 
 
MR. CARMICHAEL:  I think that would help.  It would be nice if we could create this AP in June, 
and so it might be nice to have some idea of structure here, so we know who to go for.  I think -- 
You know, I think direction to assemble the AP is good.  I think we should make sure that we have 
representatives from our existing affected APs, so that they don’t feel like they’re being, you know, 
overridden, and then I think we should also, at June, potentially get some more background 
information. 
 
You know, Andy has mentioned that the agency has gone on record about the potential what the 
program can and cannot do, and that was a long time ago, and there’s not a lot of people around 
this table that were here when we were in the throes of preparing that amendment, and, you know, 
a few that maybe when it was approved, and so I think we would like to ask NMFS to come back 
and give us specific details on that, so then you have an idea of, you know, what it is you’re trying 
to fix. 
 
I think we should get better details on that lawsuit, so we know what were the pitfalls and what 
was rejected, so we don’t go down that path.  I think most people here are aware, and you’re aware 
that there is no SEFHIER in the Gulf, as a result of that lawsuit, but I don’t think we really know 
the details, and so I think that should be another topic, and I think we should discuss then, at that 
meeting, similar to what Tom said, you know, what data do we want, and then validation came up, 
and so I think there should be some information provided on, you know, what’s realistic for 
validation, and what are some methods of getting validation for programs of this type, and then I 
think we would be -- You know, we would have a pretty thorough, and foundation, from which to 
start having discussions, and maybe be able to give this AP some input as well in June, and then 
they could potentially meet, and report to you guys, by September. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay.  I’ve got Clay, Robert, and then Jessica. 
 
DR. PORCH:  Thank you, Chair.  I wanted to follow-up on Tom’s point.  You will remember, 
several years ago, we advised the council that the SEFHIER program for the South Atlantic would 
only be useful as something like as a minimum estimate of effort, and we couldn’t really use the 
catch information, without some provision for reporting before offloading, so that the catch 
information can be validated. 
 
Gregg Waugh, at the time, sold it as a baby step, and I think it’s time for us to get past the baby-
step phase and adopt a real data collection program, and so the biggest single provision I would 
add on it is some way to report before offloading, you know the hail-in and hail-out provisions, 
like are in the Gulf.  Thank you. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Robert. 
 
MR. SPOTTSWOOD:  I’m okay.  Thank you. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Jessica. 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  So I guess my question is, first, for Andy, and I can’t remember the specifics 
of what the structure was of the Gulf AP, and so maybe you could remind me of that, and then are 
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we trying to set up that structure, solicit people to be on it, and then populate it in June, or are we 
looking more at the structure in June, and I’m just trying to understand what all we’re trying to do 
today, versus what we would do at the next meeting. 
 
MS. BROUWER:  I guess it depends.  Ideally, if we could get a structure from you all at this 
meeting, we could potentially bring you applications for you guys to consider in June.  Otherwise, 
we could talk about -- We could kind of brainstorm a structure, perhaps, with whatever information 
you give us here, and bring that back to you in June, and then we would populate it, and you would 
select candidates in December. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Andy. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  Certainly we don’t necessarily need to design it like the Gulf, but I can ask 
Carrie Simmons to provide that information.  My recollection is, right, we need to verify that they 
were a federally-permitted fisherman, had either the coastal migratory pelagic or the reef fish 
permit in the Gulf of Mexico, and then we had geographic representation, and so we wanted to put 
the AP together so that there was kind of equal representation for each of the five Gulf of Mexico 
states, and then, in terms of deliberations, the council thought long and hard in terms of 
representation of people that are on their existing APs, versus maybe new representation, some 
voices that they don’t necessarily typically hear from, and tried to strike a balance between that. 
 
While I have the mic, two things.  I’m happy to come back and kind of remind the council with 
regard to why the program in the Gulf of Mexico was struck down by the courts, and one provision 
is currently in existence in the South Atlantic, and that is the economic questions that you are still 
collecting, and one provision was never implemented in the South Atlantic, and that was the vessel 
monitoring system requirement. 
 
Then, in terms of the Science Center’s rationale and reasoning for kind of what Clay just said, I’m 
happy to revisit that as well, and we did put that in our December presentation to this council, and 
so I know there’s at least one new council member since then, but we can go over that again in 
June.  My recommendation is we should move forward more quickly, and I would love to see an 
AP at least selected in June, so that we could have them providing input to us later in the year. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay.  So we can talk more about that later, in Full Council stuff. 
 
MR. CARMICHAEL:  Yes, and I think, if you can settle the structure in Full Council, and I think 
we’ve got some good guidance of where it might go, and, if you guys could, you know, sign-off 
on that, and, essentially, it can be put in the report, and you can look at it and say, yes, we think 
that’s the group of people to go after, and then we could be prepared to set this up and have you 
appoint folks in June. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  All right.  Any further discussion at this point on the SEFHIER and the stand-
up AP?  Okay.  Seeing none, what I’m going to represent is we break for Congressman Carter to 
come up and address the group, and then we’ll talk more about the limited access after his address. 
 
REPRESENTATIVE CARTER:  Thank you for being here.  Welcome to the 1st Congressional 
District of Georgia.  The 1st Congressional District of Georgia, of course, encompasses the entire 
coast of Georgia, and we’re very proud.  It happens to be my home, and it’s where I’ve lived all 
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my life, and where I intend to live the rest of my life, and it’s, obviously, an honor to serve in 
Congress, but you can imagine it’s a special honor when you represent the area in which you grew 
up in, but I do want to thank you all for being here, and I want to tell you a little bit about the 1st 
District. 
 
Obviously, the entire coast of Georgia is over a hundred miles of pristine coastline, and we’re 
proud of that, and we're very protective of it, as you can imagine, and we also have two major 
seaports, the Port of Savannah and the Port of Brunswick.  The Port of Savannah is the number-
three container port in the country, and the fastest growing container port in the country.  Here we 
go, and this is a great picture.  I want you all to see this.  The Port of Brunswick is the number two 
roll-on and roll-off port in the country, and we’re very proud of that as well.  We have a strong ag 
presence in our district, a strong military presence, and it’s just a great district.  I tell people all the 
time that there are 435 districts in the United States, and I get to represent the very best one, and I 
truly believe that. 
 
I want to tell you about the picture, okay, and this was actually a club record red snapper that I 
caught.  Unfortunately, I am not a member of that club, and so the captain of the boat is a member, 
and he got the credit for it in the record book, but I did get an asterisk, and so I am very proud of 
that, but it is a very important part of our culture here, if you will. 
 
I know some of my fondest memories, growing up, are going fishing my dad, and now I grew up 
in the Savannah area, and I grew up actually right across the river from South Carolina, and, to be 
quite honest with you, when we went fishing, we went to Hilton Head.  We went to Lemon Island, 
and Chechessee, and we fished all in that area, and so that was where I grew up fishing, but I can 
understand why we have limits now, because, back when I was going fishing back then, I’m telling 
you that, if we didn’t catch in triple figures, we didn’t have a good day, but it has changed a lot. 
 
I want to thank you for the work that you’re doing, and I know that this is not easy.  These are 
difficult decisions, and I know that you want to make the right decisions, and I appreciate that.  
This is important, and it’s important for a number of different reasons, not the least of which is 
that we’ve got to manage our environment, and we’ve got to manage our fisheries, and make sure 
that they’re there for the future generations.  I want my children, and my grandchildren, to have 
the same experiences that I had, and have the same memories that I had, that I have now, and so 
that’s very important. 
 
On another note, I’m headed to Washington right now, on my way to the airport, and we’re in 
tonight.  We’ve got our first vote series tonight, and we’ll be going through Friday, as you know, 
and we’ve got to have six appropriation bills done by Friday night at midnight, or else those parts 
of the government will shut down, and I’ve very confident that we’re going to be able to get that 
done this week, as I understand the negotiations have gone well, and we’ve been able to agree with 
the Senate on those six bills, and so I think we’ll get that done.   
 
The next deadline that comes up is March 22, and then we’ve got to get those other six bills done, 
and that’s going to be a heavy lift.  Those six bills account for about 70 percent of the spending in 
the appropriations, and they’re the more difficult ones, as you would imagine, but I do think we 
have made progress here, and progress in getting these six bills done this week, and I’m very 
confident that we’ll get them done, as I say, and I hope that we will get the others done on March 
22.   
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We’ve got State of the Union on Thursday night, and the President will be at the Capitol, and we’ll 
hear from him, hear what his plans are.  There are lots of challenges in our country right now, as 
you all know, and I know that you keep up with what’s going on, and there are lots of challenges 
in the world, and we certainly understand that, and we certainly are taking them very seriously in 
trying to get our work done.  
 
Again, I want to thank you for being here, and I welcome your input, and I want to ask you, and I 
want to solicit your input.  It’s important for us to know, in Congress, what your needs are and 
how we can help you.  I know that you’re working under rules, and guidelines, that you have to 
follow, and some that need to be updated, and that’s one thing that I don’t think that we do a good 
enough job of in Congress, is updating some of our statutory laws, and that’s very important, but, 
again, thank you for being here, and thank you for giving me the opportunity to speak, and thank 
you for putting the picture up there.  I’ve very proud of that, and I’m just happy to know that you 
all are going to lift the limits on red snapper this week, and so thank you.   
 
Any questions, or any comments?  Seriously, and I welcome your comments, and tell me what we 
can do in Congress to help you.  Listen, and I get it, and I know.  I’ve served at different levels, 
and I was a mayor at one time, in another life, and I’ve been in the state legislature, and now I have 
this honor and privilege, and so I welcome everyone’s comments, again, and I look forward to 
hearing from you.  Yes, sir. 
 
MR. CARMICHAEL:  I’m John Carmichael, the Executive Director, and I think you were here 
this morning for some of our discussion, and one thing we can always use is, you know, in this 
whole system of Magnuson, is support for the data we need to manage these fisheries.  This is a 
science-based system, that is intended to be built on, you know, scientific analyses, and good data, 
and we often struggle, in this region in particular, and I think, as you’ve heard this morning, with 
the resources that are there for the agency to collect the data that’s necessary. 
 
REPRESENTATIVE CARTER:  Right. 
 
MR. CARTER:  So that’s something we always bring up when the opportunity arises, and so thank 
you. 
 
REPRESENTATIVE CARTER:  I know you find it hard to believe, but, everyone we talk to, it’s 
the same story, that we need more money.  I do get it though, and I do understand, and I appreciate 
it being a science-based technology. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Thank you, Congressman, for your time. 
 
REPRESENTATIVE CARTER:  Thank you, all.  I appreciate it, and thank you, all, for being here.  
By the way, I hope to get off of this soon.  I had ankle surgery, and the good news is my doctor 
tells me, after this is over with, that I’ll be six-foot, and so I’m excited about that.  The bad news 
is I start physical therapy next week, and my wife is a physical therapist, and she is really mean, 
and so I’m not looking forward to this at all, but thank you, all, very much. 
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DR. BELCHER:  All right, and so, continuing on, now for some guidance for staff relative to the 
for-hire limited access amendment and how we would like to see that potentially proceed, and who 
would like to start?  Tom. 
 
MR. ROLLER:  Just a brief comment here, and one of the things that’s been mentioned, and 
discussed, is maybe, as we look into limited access, would it be an idea to start with a moratorium, 
before we develop like a more comprehensive limited-access program? 
 
DR. BELCHER:  I’m going to ask for, in the sake of time, that we not get too much into detail 
right now, as much as what do we want staff to do, so that we can get on track with discussions 
more so, and so folks weighing-in, and, obviously, we have Amendment 47 as a strawman, or if 
we want to call it that, or at least a starting point.  Kerry. 
 
MS. MARHEFKA:  Can someone remind me -- The three APs that are related to this, I believe 
they all came back, from their last meetings, saying that they wanted us to look at some form -- 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Was it Dolphin Wahoo, Coastal Migratory, and Snapper Grouper? 
 
MR. HADLEY:  So Snapper Grouper and Coastal Migratory, or, well, Mackerel Cobia both 
discussed it, but Dolphin Wahoo just hasn’t discussed it yet, and so that’s something that we could 
bring before them.   
 
DR. BELCHER:  Kerry. 
 
MS. MARHEFKA:  Well, to that point, I know that, you know, there’s not necessarily agreement 
amongst us on whether or not, you know, we really are going to move forward with this, but I do 
think that we need to move forward enough to acknowledge to those APs that we’ve heard their 
request, and so whether that’s a scooping, or going into a little more detail at another meeting, but, 
you know, I have a hard time having the APs tell us they want something and then to sort of not 
go into in-depth discussion and killing it right now. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Tom and then Spud. 
 
MR. ROLLER:  I’m going to go back to your comment, Carolyn, regarding Amendment 47, and 
I’m going to say I think that’s a good place to start.  I personally believe -- We put a ton of work 
into that in the past, and I think that’s a great place to start.  It will need to be updated, and I think 
that that’s something that we could look at, is like what sort of elements from that could be used, 
as well as what perhaps the APs think could be changed. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Spud and then Jessica. 
 
MR. WOODWARD:  I was going to suggest that the first thing we do is take the purpose and need 
of Amendment 47 and see if it’s still relevant or not, and does it need to be modified, and, you 
know, what are we trying to fix by doing this, and, to me, we always depend on the purpose and 
need to guide us for everything that comes out of it, and so, to me, that’s the first step, is pull that 
back out and look at it, and is it relevant, or is it appropriate, or does it need to be changed. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Jessica. 
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MS. MCCAWLEY:  Spud was somewhat going where I was going, because I really want to see 
this data, and I heard, yesterday from Andy, that maybe that data would be ready as early as June, 
and so I wouldn’t want to scope this document until we have that data in there, and we can see 
more of the time series, and are the permits going up, are they going down, or are some of them 
going up and some of them going down, and I don’t think that we should scope until we have that 
information in more fleshed-out materials, whether we figure those things out today or at the next 
meeting, but I want that permit information in there before we scope. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Andy. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  Not to get too much into details, because I don’t recall everything in 
Amendment 47, but, obviously, I’m interested, in the scoping process, qualification criteria, 
transferability provisions, and then we’ve talked a lot about kind of new entrants, or, you know, a 
greenhorn program, and so how do we handle that, because that’s often a challenge when you limit 
entry, or limit access, into programs.  The cost of permits goes up, and so how do we accommodate 
some of those considerations? 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Kerry. 
 
MS. MARHEFKA:  I wonder if, at the next two -- I know Snapper Grouper and CMP is meeting, 
at the end of this month, I guess, or the beginning of April, and I’m wondering if there isn’t -- 
Whether they take a stab -- Not take a stab, and I don’t want them wordsmithing it, but somehow 
address the need of this, because they’ve asked for it, but I don’t believe they had a super long, in-
depth discussion, and this is not to get them to craft what we would do, but more like expound on 
why you think that this is necessary, and a tool for doing that -- I wonder if it wouldn’t be some 
sort of take-off on a fishery performance report, and so, instead of saying, you know, tell us what’s 
happening in dolphin wahoo, could we say like -- To spend some time talking about what’s 
happening in the for-hire industry, because even the commercial guys, and the private rec guys, 
know what’s going on, and so that just may be a way for us to get a little more information about 
what the real need behind this might be.  That’s just a thought. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Other thoughts?  Spud. 
 
MR. WOODWARD:  I brought this up yesterday, but I would like to know -- To learn a little bit 
more about options for a moratorium too, and, I mean, we talked about geographically-specific, 
and there’s temporary, and there is -- You know, I think maybe something that could educate us 
more about our options for moratoria, because, you know, it concerns me to just do it across-the-
board, and then you may have some areas that are extremely disadvantaged, when they shouldn’t 
be, you know, and so, I think the more we know about those tools in the toolbox, the more we’ll 
be able to craft decision that are innovative. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Other comments?  Tom. 
 
MR. ROLLER:  I really like Spud’s comments there, and I think they’re really on-point, because 
at least how I see this potential action is I think we have, and I’ve said this multiple times, is we 
have an opportunity here to do something very different, right, because I look at the problems with 
many of the other permits, things that we’re dealing with here, things that I deal with in my state, 
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and I would like to get past that, so we have something that’s more innovative, more useful, and 
better for the industry long-term. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Further comments?  John. 
 
MR. CARMICHAEL:  It sounds like it’s a yes on a decision document for June, and we’ve got a 
fair number of topics to look at.  I think one other thing, going to what Andy said, and I think that 
Spud had brought up too, is, you know, I think maybe having a list of the various details that you’re 
going to have to work out, and it would help you see the scope of work that lies ahead.  You know, 
what’s the qualification criteria, what’s the transferability provisions, how are you going to deal 
with new entrants and bringing people have in, and we have to consider EEJ, because that’s 
mandated from the agency, and I think you’re also going to have to consider climate and 
governance shift, because you’re going to increasingly see stocks coming into the Mid-Atlantic, 
and there may be others, and I think the IPT should dive into this pretty good, and make sure we 
have a good idea of all the many questions that are going to have be addressed when you throw 
out something like limited entry. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Additional thoughts?  Amy. 
 
MS. DUKES:  More of a question, and I know, during the December council meeting, there was a 
vote to do the control date, and is that still set in stone, or does that have the ability to be altered 
through time? 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Myra or Andy? 
 
MS. BROUWER:  We requested that NMFS go ahead and, I guess, implement -- I’m not sure 
what the word is, and not implement, but issue this control date, and so that is in the process right 
now, and the comments are through March 11, I believe, and so the council can always change a 
control date, but this one is still in progress. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Andy. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  To that point, I think we’ll benefit from the comments that we’re receiving 
on that, right, and we can bring those back to the council, once the comment period wraps up, and 
there’s actually now going to be two control dates for the fishery, one for 2016 and then this more 
recent one, and those may be used by the council, and you’re not obligated to use them, right, but 
we’re essentially giving notice to fishermen that limited access may occur after those control dates. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Further discussion or guidance for staff on this topic?  Okay.  Myra and John H., 
do you all feel like you have enough to move forward?  Okay.  All right.  The next item is moving 
into the Mackerel Cobia Committee.  I’m going to go ahead and say that we take five minutes to 
transition, and we will come in with Chairman Roller. 
 

(Whereupon, the meeting adjourned on March 5, 2024.) 
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Yes 74 curtis joe jaxbeachfishing@gmail.com

Yes 35 elder todd toddelder16@gmail.com

Yes 92 franco dawn dawn.franco@dnr.ga.gov

Yes 34 gloeckner david david.gloeckner@noaa.gov

Yes 98 griner tim timgrinersafmc@gmail.com

Yes 98 laks ira captaindrifter@bellsouth.net

Yes 96 marinko Jeff putridinnards@hotmail.com

Yes 81 moss david david.moss@tnc.org

Yes 37 sandorf scott scott.sandorf@noaa.gov

Yes 91 simmons Carrie Carrie.simmons@gulfcouncil.org

Yes 40 stephen jessica jessica.stephen@noaa.gov

Yes 100 thomas suz suzanna.thomas@safmc.net

Yes 44 vara mary mary.vara@noaa.gov

Yes 70 walsh jason jason.walsh@deq.nc.gov

Yes 65 walter john john.f.walter@noaa.gov

Yes 68 zales bob bobzales@sfainfo.org

No 0 Bissette Jesse jesse.bissette@deq.nc.gov

No 0 Blosh-Myers Elizabeth elizabeth.blosh@yahoo.com

No 0 Bonura Vincent SailRaiser25C@aol.com

No 0 Byrd Julia julia.byrd@safmc.net

No 0 CHRISTMAS-SVAJDLENKA ANNA-MAI ANNA-MAI.CHRISTMAS-SVAJDLENKA@ACCSP.org

No 0 Cancio Rowena rowenacancio@yahoo.com

No 0 Cermak Bridget bridget.cermak@myFWC.com

No 0 Corey Morgan morgan.corey@noaa.gov

No 0 Cox Derek decox@sfwmd.gov

No 0 DeFilippi Simpson Julie julie.simpson@accsp.org

No 0 Franke Emilie efranke@asmfc.org



No 0 Garber Rudolph aecwpb@comcast.net

No 0 Glazier Ed edward.glazier@noaa.gov

No 0 Gordan Alexander alexander.gordan@noaa.gov

No 0 Griffin Aimee aimee.griffin@myfwc.com

No 0 Gwin Earl sonnygwin@verizon.net

No 0 HILDRETH DELAINE DELAINE.HILDRETH@DNR.GA.GOV

No 0 Huber Jeanette jeanettehuber2@gmail.com

No 0 Isom Christopher chris.isom@noaa.gov

No 0 Kersting Anne anne.kersting@noaa.gov

No 0 Key Meisha meisha.key@safmc.net

No 0 Kittle Christine christine.kittle@myfwc.com

No 0 Kraiss Marisa marisa.l.kraiss@uscg.mil

No 0 L Katie katie@klatanichconsulting.com

No 0 Larkin Michael Michael.Larkin@noaa.gov

No 0 Law Alexander alaw@asmfc.org

No 0 Lazo Sarah sarah.lazo@noaa.gov

No 0 Lee Jennifer Jennifer.Lee@noaa.gov

No 0 Lott Richie fishwithus@gmail.com

No 0 Martinez Adrian thefishhandler@gmail.com

No 0 Meehan Sean sean.meehan@noaa.gov

No 0 O'Malley Rachel rachel.o'malley@noaa.gov

No 0 Ostroff Jenny jenny.ostroff@noaa.gov

No 0 Petersen Andrew andrew@bluefindata.com

No 0 Porch Clay clay.porch@noaa.gov

No 0 Ramirez Perez Vanessa vramirez.cfmc@gmail.com

No 0 Rawls Kathy Kathy.Rawls@deq.nc.gov

No 0 Records David david.records@noaa.gov

No 0 Reinhardt James james.reinhardt@noaa.gov

No 0 Shipunova Anna anna.shipunova@noaa.gov

No 0 Shultz Chris chris@fishjax.org

No 0 Sloan Russell imsloan99@gmail.com

No 0 Spaulding Joesph Legaseacharters@gmail.com

No 0 Stackhouse Dustin dustin.ed.stackhouse@uscg.mil

No 0 Wiegand Christina christina.wiegand@safmc.net

No 0 Wolfe Wes wesleyswolfe@gmail.com

No 0 grace selina m_lovely1@hotmail.com

No 0 lavine craig craig.lavine@myfwc.com

No 0 olsen butch butchnett@gmail.com

No 0 starr maria maria.starr@noaa.gov

No 0 tarpley sean goldenislegoogan@gmail.com

No 0 young Jerome young_jerome@hotmail.com



Attendee Report:
Report Generated:

03/07/2024 07:25 PM EST

Webinar ID Actual Start Date/Time Duration # Registered # Attended

785-631-531 03/07/2024 07:56 AM EST 9 hours 9 minutes 199 124

Staff Details
Attended Interest Rating Last Name First Name Email Address

Yes Not applicable for staff Council South Atlantic administrator@safmc.net

Attendee Details
Attended Interest Rating Last Name First Name Email Address

Yes 57 Barrows Katline katline.barrows@noaa.gov

Yes 64 Batsavage Chris chris.batsavage@deq.nc.gov

Yes 35 Bianchi Alan Alan.Bianchi@deq.nc.gov

Yes 38 Brennan Ken kenneth.brennan@noaa.gov

Yes 54 Brouwer Myra myra.brouwer@safmc.net

Yes 37 Buckel Jeff jabuckel@ncsu.edu

Yes 71 Bunting Matthew matthew.bunting@myfwc.com

Yes 79 Byrd Julia julia.byrd@safmc.net

Yes 71 Calay Shannon shannon.calay@noaa.gov

Yes 55 Cheshire Rob rob.cheshire@noaa.gov

Yes 32 Clawson Jessica Jessica.Clawson@myFWC.com

Yes 45 Clinton Haley haley.clinton@deq.nc.gov

Yes 91 Collier Chip chipcollier1@gmail.com

Yes 84 Cox Jack dayboat1965@gmail.com

Yes 52 Crosson Scott scott.crosson@noaa.gov

Yes 56 Curtis Judd judd.curtis@safmc.net

Yes 70 DeFilippi Simpson Julie julie.simpson@accsp.org

Yes 47 DeVictor Rick rick.devictor@noaa.gov

Yes 91 Dean Robert jaxsrfer26@gmail.com

Yes 59 Dukes Amy Dukesa@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 31 Dyar Ben dyarb@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 32 Emory Meaghan meaghan.emory@noaa.gov

Yes 45 Finch Margaret walkermf@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 53 Floyd Brad floydb@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 42 Foss Kristin kristin.foss@myfwc.com

Yes 39 Gore Karla karla.gore@noaa.gov

Yes 86 Green Matthew matthew.e.green@noaa.gov

Yes 48 Guyas Martha mguyas@asafishing.org

Yes 44 Hadley John john.hadley@safmc.net

Yes 46 Helies Frank frank.helies@noaa.gov

Yes 100 Helmey Judy judyhelmey@gmail.com

Yes 75 Hemilright Dewey fvtarbaby@embarqmail.com

Yes 85 Hordyk Adrian adrian@bluematterscience.com

Yes 53 Howington Kathleen kathleen.howington@safmc.net

Yes 93 Huber Jeanette Jeanette.huber@myfwc.com

Yes 70 Hudson Joseph jhud7789@twc.com

Yes 68 Hugo David david.hugo@safmc.net

Yes 45 Iberle Allie allie.iberle@safmc.net

Yes 44 Iverson Kim kim.iverson@safmc.net

Yes 55 Juliano Jocelyn jocelyn.juliano@scseagrant.org

Yes 83 Kalinowsky Chris Chris.kalinowsky@dnr.ga.gov

Yes 35 Keppler Blaik kepplerb@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 99 Kimrey Chris mountmakercharters@hotmail.com

Yes 100 Klasnick 01Kelly kelly.klasnick@safmc.net

Yes 45 Knowlton Kathy kathy.knowlton@dnr.ga.gov

Yes 50 L Katie katie@klatanichconsulting.com

Yes 59 Lazarre Dominique Dominique.Lazarre@noaa.gov

Yes 80 M Borland Gary gborlandsafmc@gmail.com

Yes 93 Mahoney Andrew mahoneydrew@yahoo.com

Yes 44 Malinowski Richard rich.malinowski@noaa.gov

Yes 92 Marhefka Mark abundantseafood@gmail.com

Yes 67 Marhefka 00Kerry kerryomarhefka@gmail.com

Yes 33 Markwith Anne anne.markwith@deq.nc.gov

Yes 63 Marley Robert adam.bailey@noaa.gov

Yes 93 Masi Michelle michelle.masi@noaa.gov
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Yes 76 McClair Genine genine.mcclair@myfwc.com

Yes 59 McGovern Jack John.McGovern@noaa.gov

Yes 73 Meehan Sean sean.meehan@noaa.gov

Yes 79 Mehta Nikhil nikhil.mehta@noaa.gov

Yes 89 Murphey Trish trish.murphey@deq.nc.gov

Yes 41 Nazaroff Ashton ashton.nazaroff@dnr.ga.gov

Yes 97 Neer Julie julie.neer@safmc.net

Yes 94 Newman Thomas thomasnewman@ncfish.org

Yes 89 Oliver Ashley ashley.oliver@safmc.net

Yes 52 Package-Ward Christina christina.package-ward@noaa.gov

Yes 39 Peterson Cassidy cassidy.peterson@noaa.gov

Yes 75 Potter Caroline caroline.potter@noaa.gov

Yes 39 Ramos Katie katie.ramos@mail.house.gov

Yes 45 Reding Brandon redingb@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 75 Reichert Marcel MReichert2022@gmail.com

Yes 55 Reynolds Kris reynoldsk@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 100 Ritter Michele michele.ritter@safmc.net

Yes 97 Roden Rodney retley2@gmail.com

Yes 73 Roller 00Tom tomrollersafmc@gmail.com

Yes 41 Schmidtke Michael Mike.Schmidtke@safmc.net

Yes 46 Schuiteboer Mary mary.schuiteboer@myfwc.com

Yes 34 Sedberry George george.sedberry@gmail.com

Yes 67 Seward McLean mclean.seward@deq.nc.gov

Yes 90 Shults Byron goingbogue@gmail.com

Yes 97 Sinkus wiley sinkusw@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 40 Smart Tracey smartt@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 40 Smillie Nick Nick.smillie@safmc.net

Yes 70 Smit-Brunello 00Monica monica.smit-brunello@noaa.gov

Yes 66 Spurgin Kali Kali.Spurgin@MyFWC.com

Yes 78 Stephens Haley FVSeaSpirit@gmail.com

Yes 79 Stoffle Brent Brent.Stoffle@noaa.gov

Yes 40 Takade-Heumacher Helen helen.takade-heumacher@noaa.gov

Yes 67 Thompson 00Laurilee thompsonlaurilee@gmail.com

Yes 67 Torres Jashira jashira.torres@noaa.gov

Yes 43 Travis Michael mike.travis@noaa.gov

Yes 61 Vecchio Julie vecchioj@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 50 Venker Ted twvenker@joincca.org

Yes 45 Vincent Matthew matthew.vincent@noaa.gov

Yes 83 Wamer David dwameriii@bellsouth.net

Yes 97 White Geoff geoff.white@accsp.org

Yes 42 Wiegand Christina christina.wiegand@safmc.net

Yes 34 Williams Erik erik.williams@noaa.gov

Yes 62 Willis Michelle willisc@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 47 Withers Meg meg.withers@safmc.net

Yes 63 Woodward 00 Spud swoodward1957@gmail.com

Yes 43 carmichael john john.carmichael@safmc.net

Yes 67 collier chip chip.collier@safmc.net

Yes 35 elder todd toddelder16@gmail.com

Yes 90 franco dawn dawn.franco@dnr.ga.gov

Yes 36 gloeckner david david.gloeckner@noaa.gov

Yes 90 grace selina m_lovely1@hotmail.com

Yes 96 griner tim timgrinersafmc@gmail.com

Yes 95 kennedy Mike seahawkmjk@gmail.com

Yes 47 kramer r rkramer@wildoceans.org

Yes 94 laks ira captaindrifter@bellsouth.net

Yes 92 marinko Jeff bottomfishingjeff@hotmail.com

Yes 91 marinko Jeff putridinnards@hotmail.com

Yes 91 moss david david.moss@tnc.org

Yes 93 mybalzich will snapperwhackerhard@gmail.com

Yes 93 newman thomas Thomas.newman03@gmail.com

Yes 97 oden jeff slshcrkwtrwks@aol.com

Yes 40 sandorf scott scott.sandorf@noaa.gov

Yes 41 stephen jessica jessica.stephen@noaa.gov

Yes 98 thomas suz suzanna.thomas@safmc.net

Yes 46 vara mary mary.vara@noaa.gov

Yes 51 walsh jason jason.walsh@deq.nc.gov

Yes 37 walter john john.f.walter@noaa.gov

Yes 91 zales bob bobzales@sfaonline.org

Yes 63 zales bob bobzales@sfainfo.org



No 0 Addis Dustin Dustin.Addis@myfwc.com

No 0 Aines Alex aaines@oceana.org

No 0 Aukeman Trip taukeman@ccaflorida.org

No 0 Barbieri Luiz luiz.barbieri@myfwc.com

No 0 Beaty Julia jbeaty@mafmc.org

No 0 Bissette Jesse jesse.bissette@deq.nc.gov

No 0 Blische Haley haley.blische@dnr.ga.gov

No 0 Blosh-Myers Elizabeth elizabeth.blosh@yahoo.com

No 0 Bonura Vincent SailRaiser25C@aol.com

No 0 CHRISTMAS-SVAJDLENKA ANNA-MAI ANNA-MAI.CHRISTMAS-SVAJDLENKA@ACCSP.org

No 0 Califf Julie julie.califf@dnr.ga.gov

No 0 Cancio Rowena rowenacancio@yahoo.com

No 0 Cermak Bridget bridget.cermak@myFWC.com

No 0 Corey Morgan morgan.corey@noaa.gov

No 0 Cox Derek decox@sfwmd.gov

No 0 Delrosario Leeanne leeanne.delrosario@noaa.gov

No 0 Flowers Jared jared.flowers@dnr.ga.gov

No 0 Franke Emilie efranke@asmfc.org

No 0 Garber Rudolph aecwpb@comcast.net

No 0 Glasgow Dawn dmglasgow@gmail.com

No 0 Glazier Ed edward.glazier@noaa.gov

No 0 Gordan Alexander alexander.gordan@noaa.gov

No 0 Griffin Aimee aimee.griffin@myfwc.com

No 0 Grundy Benjamin bgrundy@biologicaldiversity.org

No 0 Gwin Earl sonnygwin@verizon.net

No 0 HARRELL RYAN RYAN.HARRELL@DNR.GA.GOV

No 0 HILDRETH DELAINE DELAINE.HILDRETH@DNR.GA.GOV

No 0 Hart Hannah hhart@mafmc.org

No 0 Huber Jeanette jeanettehuber2@gmail.com

No 0 Hull James hullsseafood@aol.com

No 0 Isom Christopher chris.isom@noaa.gov

No 0 Kent Russell rkent51@yahoo.com

No 0 Kersting Anne anne.kersting@noaa.gov

No 0 Key Meisha meisha.key@safmc.net

No 0 Kittle Christine christine.kittle@myfwc.com

No 0 Kraiss Marisa marisa.l.kraiss@uscg.mil

No 0 Larkin Michael Michael.Larkin@noaa.gov

No 0 Law Alexander alaw@asmfc.org

No 0 Lazo Sarah sarah.lazo@noaa.gov

No 0 Lee Jennifer Jennifer.Lee@noaa.gov

No 0 Leppla Mark mleppla@aol.com

No 0 Locke Charles obxlocke@aol.com

No 0 Lott Richie fishwithus@gmail.com

No 0 Martinez Adrian thefishhandler@gmail.com

No 0 Matter Vivian vivian.matter@noaa.gov

No 0 O'Cain Elijah elijah.ocain@dnr.ga.gov

No 0 O'Malley Rachel rachel.o'malley@noaa.gov

No 0 Ostroff Jenny jenny.ostroff@noaa.gov

No 0 Palmer Timothy palmert@hotmail.com

No 0 Petersen Andrew andrew@bluefindata.com

No 0 Porch Clay clay.porch@noaa.gov

No 0 Poston Will will@saltwaterguidesassociation.org

No 0 Ramirez Perez Vanessa vramirez.cfmc@gmail.com

No 0 Rawls Kathy Kathy.Rawls@deq.nc.gov

No 0 Records David david.records@noaa.gov

No 0 Reinhardt James james.reinhardt@noaa.gov

No 0 Runde Brendan brendan.runde@tnc.org

No 0 Scerbo Sabrina ssimone0697@gmail.com

No 0 Shervanick Kara kara.shervanick@noaa.gov

No 0 Shipunova Anna anna.shipunova@noaa.gov

No 0 Shultz Chris chris@fishjax.org

No 0 Sloan Russell imsloan99@gmail.com

No 0 Spaulding Joesph Legaseacharters@gmail.com

No 0 Stackhouse Dustin dustin.ed.stackhouse@uscg.mil

No 0 Stemle Adam adam.stemle@noaa.gov

No 0 Vaughan Douglas Dvaughan97@gmail.com

No 0 Wolfe Wes wesleyswolfe@gmail.com

No 0 blough heather heather.blough@noaa.gov

No 0 curtis joe jaxbeachfishing@gmail.com



No 0 lavine craig craig.lavine@myfwc.com

No 0 olsen butch butchnett@gmail.com

No 0 simmons Carrie Carrie.simmons@gulfcouncil.org

No 0 starr maria maria.starr@noaa.gov

No 0 tarpley sean goldenislegoogan@gmail.com

No 0 young Jerome young_jerome@hotmail.com



Attendee Report:
Report Generated:

03/11/2024 08:02 AM EDT

Webinar ID Actual Start Date/Time Duration # Registered # Attended

785-631-531 03/08/2024 07:57 AM EST 2 hours 28 minutes 200 79

Staff Details
Attended Interest Rating Last Name First Name Email Address

Yes Not applicable for staff Council South Atlantic administrator@safmc.net

Attendee Details
Attended Interest Rating Last Name First Name Email Address

Yes 38 Aukeman Trip taukeman@ccaflorida.org

Yes 60 Barrows Katline katline.barrows@noaa.gov

Yes 40 Blische Haley haley.blische@dnr.ga.gov

Yes 46 Brennan Ken kenneth.brennan@noaa.gov

Yes 78 Bunting Matthew matthew.bunting@myfwc.com

Yes 48 Byrd Julia julia.byrd@safmc.net

Yes 75 Crosson Scott scott.crosson@noaa.gov

Yes 90 Curtis Judd judd.curtis@safmc.net

Yes 32 DeFilippi Simpson Julie julie.simpson@accsp.org

Yes 54 DeVictor Rick rick.devictor@noaa.gov

Yes 73 Dukes Amy Dukesa@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 70 Finch Margaret walkermf@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 40 Flowers Jared jared.flowers@dnr.ga.gov

Yes 41 Foss Kristin kristin.foss@myfwc.com

Yes 38 Gore Karla karla.gore@noaa.gov

Yes 49 Green Matthew matthew.e.green@noaa.gov

Yes 58 Guyas Martha mguyas@asafishing.org

Yes 53 Hadley John john.hadley@safmc.net

Yes 41 Helies Frank frank.helies@noaa.gov

Yes 99 Helmey Judy judyhelmey@gmail.com

Yes 39 Howington Kathleen kathleen.howington@safmc.net

Yes 94 Huber Jeanette Jeanette.huber@myfwc.com

Yes 97 Hudson Joseph jhud7789@twc.com

Yes 49 Hugo David david.hugo@safmc.net

Yes 44 Iverson Kim kim.iverson@safmc.net

Yes 40 Keppler Blaik kepplerb@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 100 Klasnick 01Kelly kelly.klasnick@safmc.net

Yes 42 Knowlton Kathy kathy.knowlton@dnr.ga.gov

Yes 42 Lazarre Dominique Dominique.Lazarre@noaa.gov

Yes 83 M Borland Gary gborlandsafmc@gmail.com

Yes 67 Malinowski Richard rich.malinowski@noaa.gov

Yes 79 Marhefka 00Kerry kerryomarhefka@gmail.com

Yes 47 Marley Robert adam.bailey@noaa.gov

Yes 50 Masi Michelle michelle.masi@noaa.gov

Yes 63 McClair Genine genine.mcclair@myfwc.com

Yes 69 McGovern Jack John.McGovern@noaa.gov

Yes 69 Mehta Nikhil nikhil.mehta@noaa.gov

Yes 87 Murphey Trish trish.murphey@deq.nc.gov

Yes 97 Newman Thomas thomasnewman@ncfish.org

Yes 93 Oliver Ashley ashley.oliver@safmc.net

Yes 36 Oliver Ashley ashley.oliver.safmc@gmail.com

Yes 71 Poston Will will@saltwaterguidesassociation.org

Yes 38 Potter Caroline caroline.potter@noaa.gov

Yes 60 Records David david.records@noaa.gov

Yes 39 Reynolds Kris reynoldsk@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 99 Ritter Michele michele.ritter@safmc.net

Yes 77 Roller 00Tom tomrollersafmc@gmail.com

Yes 36 Sedberry George george.sedberry@gmail.com

Yes 94 Seward McLean mclean.seward@deq.nc.gov

Yes 38 Smart Tracey smartt@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 65 Smillie Nick Nick.smillie@safmc.net

Yes 70 Smit-Brunello 00Monica monica.smit-brunello@noaa.gov

Yes 38 Spurgin Kali Kali.Spurgin@MyFWC.com

Yes 37 Takade-Heumacher Helen helen.takade-heumacher@noaa.gov

Yes 83 Thompson 00Laurilee thompsonlaurilee@gmail.com

Yes 42 Travis Michael mike.travis@noaa.gov

Yes 33 Vecchio Julie vecchioj@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 70 Vincent Matthew matthew.vincent@noaa.gov

Yes 57 Wamer David dwameriii@bellsouth.net
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Yes 97 White Geoff geoff.white@accsp.org

Yes 51 Wiegand Christina christina.wiegand@safmc.net

Yes 33 Willis Michelle willisc@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 39 Withers Meg meg.withers@safmc.net

Yes 76 Woodward 00 Spud swoodward1957@gmail.com

Yes 54 carmichael john john.carmichael@safmc.net

Yes 68 collier chip chip.collier@safmc.net

Yes 38 franco dawn dawn.franco@dnr.ga.gov

Yes 97 griner tim timgrinersafmc@gmail.com

Yes 97 kennedy Mike seahawkmjk@gmail.com

Yes 98 laks ira captaindrifter@bellsouth.net

Yes 51 moss david david.moss@tnc.org

Yes 35 sandorf scott scott.sandorf@noaa.gov

Yes 35 starr maria maria.starr@noaa.gov

Yes 40 stephen jessica jessica.stephen@noaa.gov

Yes 100 thomas suz suzanna.thomas@safmc.net

Yes 34 vara mary mary.vara@noaa.gov

Yes 81 walsh jason jason.walsh@deq.nc.gov

Yes 96 walter john john.f.walter@noaa.gov

Yes 84 zales bob bobzales@sfainfo.org

No 0 Addis Dustin Dustin.Addis@myfwc.com

No 0 Aines Alex aaines@oceana.org

No 0 Barbieri Luiz luiz.barbieri@myfwc.com

No 0 Batsavage Chris chris.batsavage@deq.nc.gov

No 0 Beaty Julia jbeaty@mafmc.org

No 0 Bianchi Alan Alan.Bianchi@deq.nc.gov

No 0 Bissette Jesse jesse.bissette@deq.nc.gov

No 0 Blosh-Myers Elizabeth elizabeth.blosh@yahoo.com

No 0 Bonura Vincent SailRaiser25C@aol.com

No 0 Brouwer Myra myra.brouwer@safmc.net

No 0 Buckel Jeff jabuckel@ncsu.edu

No 0 CHRISTMAS-SVAJDLENKA ANNA-MAI ANNA-MAI.CHRISTMAS-SVAJDLENKA@ACCSP.org

No 0 Calay Shannon shannon.calay@noaa.gov

No 0 Califf Julie julie.califf@dnr.ga.gov

No 0 Cancio Rowena rowenacancio@yahoo.com

No 0 Cermak Bridget bridget.cermak@myFWC.com

No 0 Cheshire Rob rob.cheshire@noaa.gov

No 0 Clawson Jessica Jessica.Clawson@myFWC.com

No 0 Clinton Haley haley.clinton@deq.nc.gov

No 0 Collier Chip chipcollier1@gmail.com

No 0 Corey Morgan morgan.corey@noaa.gov

No 0 Cox Derek decox@sfwmd.gov

No 0 Cox Jack dayboat1965@gmail.com

No 0 Dean Robert jaxsrfer26@gmail.com

No 0 Delrosario Leeanne leeanne.delrosario@noaa.gov

No 0 Dyar Ben dyarb@dnr.sc.gov

No 0 Emory Meaghan meaghan.emory@noaa.gov

No 0 Floyd Brad floydb@dnr.sc.gov

No 0 Franke Emilie efranke@asmfc.org

No 0 Garber Rudolph aecwpb@comcast.net

No 0 Glasgow Dawn dmglasgow@gmail.com

No 0 Glazier Ed edward.glazier@noaa.gov

No 0 Gordan Alexander alexander.gordan@noaa.gov

No 0 Griffin Aimee aimee.griffin@myfwc.com

No 0 Grundy Benjamin bgrundy@biologicaldiversity.org

No 0 Gwin Earl sonnygwin@verizon.net

No 0 HARRELL RYAN RYAN.HARRELL@DNR.GA.GOV

No 0 HILDRETH DELAINE DELAINE.HILDRETH@DNR.GA.GOV

No 0 Hart Hannah hhart@mafmc.org

No 0 Hemilright Dewey fvtarbaby@embarqmail.com

No 0 Hordyk Adrian adrian@bluematterscience.com

No 0 Huber Jeanette jeanettehuber2@gmail.com

No 0 Hull James hullsseafood@aol.com

No 0 Iberle Allie allie.iberle@safmc.net

No 0 Isom Christopher chris.isom@noaa.gov

No 0 Juliano Jocelyn jocelyn.juliano@scseagrant.org

No 0 Kalinowsky Chris Chris.kalinowsky@dnr.ga.gov

No 0 Kent Russell rkent51@yahoo.com

No 0 Kersting Anne anne.kersting@noaa.gov

No 0 Key Meisha meisha.key@safmc.net

No 0 Kimrey Chris mountmakercharters@hotmail.com

No 0 Kittle Christine christine.kittle@myfwc.com



No 0 Kraiss Marisa marisa.l.kraiss@uscg.mil

No 0 L Katie katie@klatanichconsulting.com

No 0 Larkin Michael Michael.Larkin@noaa.gov

No 0 Law Alexander alaw@asmfc.org

No 0 Lazo Sarah sarah.lazo@noaa.gov

No 0 Lee Jennifer Jennifer.Lee@noaa.gov

No 0 Leppla Mark mleppla@aol.com

No 0 Locke Charles obxlocke@aol.com

No 0 Lott Richie fishwithus@gmail.com

No 0 Mahoney Andrew mahoneydrew@yahoo.com

No 0 Marhefka Mark abundantseafood@gmail.com

No 0 Markwith Anne anne.markwith@deq.nc.gov

No 0 Martinez Adrian thefishhandler@gmail.com

No 0 Matter Vivian vivian.matter@noaa.gov

No 0 Meehan Sean sean.meehan@noaa.gov

No 0 Nazaroff Ashton ashton.nazaroff@dnr.ga.gov

No 0 Neer Julie julie.neer@safmc.net

No 0 O'Cain Elijah elijah.ocain@dnr.ga.gov

No 0 O'Malley Rachel rachel.o'malley@noaa.gov

No 0 Ostroff Jenny jenny.ostroff@noaa.gov

No 0 Package-Ward Christina christina.package-ward@noaa.gov

No 0 Palmer Timothy palmert@hotmail.com

No 0 Petersen Andrew andrew@bluefindata.com

No 0 Peterson Cassidy cassidy.peterson@noaa.gov

No 0 Porch Clay clay.porch@noaa.gov

No 0 Ramirez Perez Vanessa vramirez.cfmc@gmail.com

No 0 Ramos Katie katie.ramos@mail.house.gov

No 0 Rawls Kathy Kathy.Rawls@deq.nc.gov

No 0 Reding Brandon redingb@dnr.sc.gov

No 0 Reichert Marcel MReichert2022@gmail.com

No 0 Reinhardt James james.reinhardt@noaa.gov

No 0 Roden Rodney retley2@gmail.com

No 0 Runde Brendan brendan.runde@tnc.org

No 0 Scerbo Sabrina ssimone0697@gmail.com

No 0 Schmidtke Michael Mike.Schmidtke@safmc.net

No 0 Schuiteboer Mary mary.schuiteboer@myfwc.com

No 0 Shervanick Kara kara.shervanick@noaa.gov

No 0 Shipunova Anna anna.shipunova@noaa.gov

No 0 Shults Byron goingbogue@gmail.com

No 0 Shultz Chris chris@fishjax.org

No 0 Sinkus wiley sinkusw@dnr.sc.gov

No 0 Sloan Russell imsloan99@gmail.com

No 0 Spaulding Joesph Legaseacharters@gmail.com

No 0 Stackhouse Dustin dustin.ed.stackhouse@uscg.mil

No 0 Stemle Adam adam.stemle@noaa.gov

No 0 Stephens Haley FVSeaSpirit@gmail.com

No 0 Stoffle Brent Brent.Stoffle@noaa.gov

No 0 Torres Jashira jashira.torres@noaa.gov

No 0 Vaughan Douglas Dvaughan97@gmail.com

No 0 Venker Ted twvenker@joincca.org

No 0 Williams Erik erik.williams@noaa.gov

No 0 Wolfe Wes wesleyswolfe@gmail.com

No 0 blough heather heather.blough@noaa.gov

No 0 curtis joe jaxbeachfishing@gmail.com

No 0 elder todd toddelder16@gmail.com

No 0 gloeckner david david.gloeckner@noaa.gov

No 0 grace selina m_lovely1@hotmail.com

No 0 kramer r rkramer@wildoceans.org

No 0 lavine craig craig.lavine@myfwc.com

No 0 marinko Jeff bottomfishingjeff@hotmail.com

No 0 marinko Jeff putridinnards@hotmail.com

No 0 mybalzich will snapperwhackerhard@gmail.com

No 0 newman thomas Thomas.newman03@gmail.com

No 0 oden jeff slshcrkwtrwks@aol.com

No 0 olsen butch butchnett@gmail.com

No 0 simmons Carrie Carrie.simmons@gulfcouncil.org

No 0 tarpley sean goldenislegoogan@gmail.com

No 0 young Jerome young_jerome@hotmail.com

No 0 zales bob bobzales@sfaonline.org




