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The SEDAR Committee of the South Atlantic Fishery Management Council convened The
Beaufort Hotel, Beaufort, North Carolina, on Thursday, December 6, 2023, and was called to order
by Chairman Carolyn Belcher.

DR. BELCHER: We’re going to begin with the SEDAR Committee, with Chip, and so the first
item on the agenda is the Approval of the Agenda. Are there any edits that anyone would like to
see made to the agenda as it is currently published? Jessica.

MS. MCCAWLEY: Is the golden tile stock assessment discussion in here, because the steering
committee talked about it, and I was just checking to see, because that was one of the other business
items in Snapper Grouper, and maybe we can talk about it in SEDAR.

DR. COLLIER: Yes, I think we can talk about it under SEDAR, under the SEDAR schedule.

DR. BELCHER: Okay. Any other edits to the agenda? Any exception to that one suggested edit?
Okay. Seeing none, the agenda is good to go. The next item is the Approval of the Minutes from
the September 2023 Meeting. Is there any changes that need to be made to the minutes, as
published? Any exception to the minutes? Okay. Seeing none, the approval of the minutes also
passes. The first item on the list is SEDAR Steering Committee Report. Chip, this is a presentation
from you.

DR. COLLIER: What I will do for this is just go through the briefing book materials that were
provided to the SEDAR Steering Committee and just give you an update. The report isn’t finalized
yet, and they’re waiting on one more review, in order to finalize the report, and so what I will do
is just go through the agenda, essentially.

The first one, the first item, is talking about the SEDAR projects. SEDAR staff provided what’s
going on with the projects, and, basically, everything is on schedule, with the exception of there’s
been a slight delay in SEDAR 82, where the review workshop was pushed back from October, and
hopefully we’re going to have it in March of 2024, and then the other one is SEDAR 86, looking
at the lane, this stock assessment, to make it into a benchmark assessment, given that it’s two
different stocks. Following SEDAR guidance, that seems like it would make it into a benchmark
assessment, instead of an operational assessment, and so that’s going to be coming up on the
schedule for you all to see when we get into that section.

Going into the assessment schedule, there was a lot of discussion on the FES pilot survey results,
and how that could potentially impact stock assessments, and so there was a variety of
conversations that were had at the table. They noted one of the biggest challenges is putting that
-- The FES change in estimates into allocations, and getting that into management, and that’s going
to lead to some issues, and they also noted that, if a stock is very close to some of the status
determination criteria, changes in estimates of catch could impact that, and one other item that they
had mentioned is the ACLs and ACTs. They do require you to -- Although you can track landings
in the same units, it’s still requiring you to monitor the ACL and ACTs as hard values, and you
can’t necessarily do the trends, as MRIP was designed to do. If I’'m misspeaking in any of these
things, please, Carolyn and John, let me know, and you guys can speak up, since you were at the
meeting as well.
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Another item that was discussed was Atlantic cobia, and that was officially put on the schedule for
SEDAR, and, if you remember back to September, when we were talking about this, taking cobia
-- Once cobia officially got put on, that meant that red porgy was getting pushed out, and so we
had to find another spot for red porgy.

In response to the potential bias in the FES, the South Atlantic representatives at the SEDAR
Steering Committee made a series of recommendations, and I have them written down, so I don’t
forget them right now, and I will go through those very quickly for you. I know it’s going to be a
challenge to put all this math in your head, and so we’ll visualize it in just a second.

The first one is to complete the SEDAR 82 gray triggerfish stock assessment as currently
scheduled. It’s to continue on with the SEDAR 82 research track assessment as planned, but to
delay the operational assessment, and let me bring over the SEDAR planning grid, in order to help
this. This is Attachment 1b in your document, and, if you look all the way to the left, that’s going
to be the South Atlantic stocks, and focusing in here on this section, and so, basically, we were
planning on having an operational assessment for gray triggerfish in 2024, but, due to the
recreational importance of gray triggerfish, it was recommended to move it down here to 2026.

Next up, the dolphin wahoo MSE, we originally had planned that for I believe 2026, and this was
moved up to 2025, but there’s considerable flexibility here. Basically, all we’re doing is requesting
a CIE review, and that can be put in place as the project comes closer to an end.

The gag grouper, which was expected to -- Or was requested to start in 2025, and that one is being
moved down to 2026. Atlantic king mackerel, that too was expected to start in 2025, and it’s being
requested to move that one down to 2026. Red porgy, that’s being -- As I had mentioned before,
it was potentially a species in 2025, and that’s being moved down to 2027. Greater amberjack,
that was projected to start in 2026, and that one is being moved to 2027. The red grouper
benchmark assessment, that’s being placed in 2026, and white grunt is no longer on the planning
schedule.

Those are all the items that changed, based on the SEDAR Steering Committee, and I’'m going to
go back to the committee report. Another item that was brought up was golden tilefish and blueline
tilefish, potentially pausing assessments, and the reason that the agency was suggesting pausing
these assessments is we have the South Atlantic Deepwater Longline Survey, and we had a
workgroup that was in charge of developing a report on that project, and then they provided the
report to the SSC to develop recommendations in regard to the South Atlantic Deepwater Longline
Survey.

The recommendations from the SSC were not necessarily dictating what SEDAR should do, but
what their recommendations were to basically not use this index -- Use it for an index of abundance
until it had five years of data, and they also suggested not using the first year, which was 2020,
due to the low sample size, the slightly different variation in data collection methods, and so that
would mean the first assessment schedule that could potentially occur for these tilefish species
would be 2026, and I think that’s all I had for that topic.

Also, given the discussion with yellowtail snapper, including that into the SEDAR schedule, and
I just talked with Julie Neer this morning, and there’s indication that, if the yellowtail snapper is
going to be incorporated into that, that’s going to be done in the summer of 2024, with an
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assessment potentially coming in the fall of 2024, and that would delay the hogfish assessment
potentially into 2025, and 2025 is also when we’re doing a lot of data provisioning for red snapper,
and so hogfish might get pushed back until the summer of 2025. That one is still scheduling, and
I’11 keep you updated as that goes along. Any questions in regard to the schedule? We’ll go into
the schedule a little bit more as a specific topic, but just all this moving around, and I know it’s a
lot of moving around, and so you’re going to be hearing it quite a bit.

DR. BELCHER: I've got Laurilee and then Jessica.

MS. THOMPSON: So, actually, I think, if I remember correctly, when I was reading the SSC
report, it said don’t use data from 2021, and so does that mean it’s actually 2027, instead of 2026,
before the data is usable? You know, the last time that we did a tilefish amendment, it took almost
five years, and, you know, the fishermen waited forever, and, during that time that it got dragged
out, over 300,000 pounds of fish was left on the table that should have -- You know, had it been
on the right timeline, they would have been able to catch an extra 300,000 pounds of fish, and so
I don’t think it’s fair to ask them to wait.

If they don’t get the data until 2026, or 2027, and then we’ve got to wait for the SSC to look at it,
and then it takes two years to get the amendment through, we’re looking at 2030 before the next
tilefish assessment gets done, and it’s supposed to be done by mid-2024, and so we’re asking those
guys to wait six more years to get another increase in the amount of fish that they’re allowed to
catch, and so I object to pushing that assessment back. Thank you.

DR. BELCHER: John Walter.

DR. WALTER: I mean, I’m sensitive to that. The problem is that the key information that it’s
going to get is that SADL index, and running the whole assessment without that SADL index --
We don’t know that the stock assessment is going to give an increase, or a decrease, and so it’s
just going to give updated information, and that information is going to be much more certain, if
it’s got the SADL index in it, than without an index, and I think that’s the main rationale, right?

DR. BELCHER: As far as what was stated? Is that what you’re asking me?

DR. WALTER: Well, isn’t that the rationale for putting it off, to get the index in?
DR. COLLIER: That is correct, yes.

DR. BELCHER: Laurilee.

MS. THOMPSON: Well, they’ve been doing -- They did the last assessment without the SADL
survey, and so why don’t we run the assessment now, and then we can do another one when they
get the SADL survey, but I don’t think it’s right to ask them to wait six more years, when they
thought they were going to get an assessment next year.

DR. BELCHER: Further comment on that? I know that the hard part to is, you know, having
heard that we don’t need to be waiting on better data to move forward with certain things, where
we’ve got concerns about what’s going on with FES, and pushing a pause, but we’ve been told
that we’re kind of expected to move forward, and I think that’s the harder part, is why can’t we
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continue on with what was recently done, and, if we can’t improve on what’s there, then why can’t
we continue with the continuity from the previous assessment.

DR. SCHMIDTKE: Just to clarify the SSC’s report on the SADL survey, so the workgroup made
the recommendations, and, yes, data from 2020, which is the first year of the survey, should
definitely not be used for any index development. The data in 2021 should be viewed with some
caution, as the sample was not yet collected with a fully random design, and then the data from
2022 onward can be fully considered, and so you could use the data from 2021, but just with some
caution, because like the experimental design that they used for that particular year was not exactly
the same as they had done from 2022 onward, but you could use the 2021 data. Thanks.

DR. BELCHER: Other comments or questions? Jessica.

MS. MCCAWLEY: Well, I guess I just don’t know how to leave this topic. I mean, do we say,
hey, thanks for suggesting pushing it back, but that we don’t agree, and, I mean, is that decision
partly up to us? I just don’t want to leave this hanging out there, I guess.

DR. BELCHER: I've got Tim and then Trish.

MR. GRINER: Ikind of agree with Laurilee here. I mean, if you look at -- If you use that premise
with the deepwater longline survey, it’s more than just one species, right, and so does that -- Are
you going to use that same caution, or some argument, with every assessment, or every species,
that is in the longline survey?

DR. BELCHER: I’ve got Trish and then Laurilee.

MS. MURPHEY: Ikind of agree with Laurilee. You know, why not use the current assessment?
It apparently was good enough for management, you know, the last go-round, and so why not go
ahead and, I guess, a turn-of-the-crank or whatever, and, you know, move forward with it,
especially since -- | mean, it’s not overfished, and overfishing is not occurring. You know, there’s
an expectation that this assessment be done, and I think it -- As Carolyn says, just because we
haven't got the data now -- I mean, we constantly are being told that this is the data we’ve got, and
so, you know, I think -- I’'m all for getting better data, and, in the next go-round, it will have better
data in it, but, right now, it has been good enough for management so far, and so I would also
champion moving forward with the current assessment, and the current data.

DR. BELCHER: Laurilee and then Jessica.

MS. THOMPSON: So there is another thing that I wasn’t sure what it meant, but there is a
statement that the commercial CPUE is not valid anymore, as a result of management, and why is
that? My other comment is that, because golden tilefish is not overfished, or undergoing
overfishing, it just seems like it just keeps getting pushed back, while we put out other fires on
species that are -- You know, are overfished, or undergoing overfishing, and, while we’re trying
to work on that, we just keep pushing the golden tilefish assessment back, and that’s what happened
last time.

If it’s not overfished, or undergoing overfishing, then they have an expectation of, you know, they
followed all the rules, and they did everything right, and they went to a limited-access fishery, and
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they’ve done everything the way they were supposed to do, and it just seems like they just keep
getting kicked around, and, you know, they see the quota that they get in the Gulf, and they see
the quota that they get in the Northeast, and they’re like, what’s wrong with the South Atlantic,
and why don’t we get fish like the other ones do?

DR. BELCHER: Jessica.

MS. MCCAWLEY: So this assessment that we’re talking about, or this change, waiting for the
SADL Survey, would affect both blueline and golden tile, and are they in the same assessment, or
separate assessments, and so can we still move forward with both blueline and golden tile, because
we’re having a lot of conversation about golden tile, but I don’t necessarily want to delay on
blueline either.

DR. BELCHER: Chip and then to John Walter.

DR. COLLIER: Yes, they’re two separate assessments, and the Mid-Atlantic is definitely pushing
that we need a blueline assessment, and just remember, with the blueline, we have a data-limited
approach for landings north of Cape Hatteras, and then, in the South Atlantic, is a biomass dynamic
model, is what is used for that.

DR. BELCHER: John Walter.

DR. WALTER: I believe the reason that just updating the assessment, and you said, well, it was
good enough for management advice last time, and why not now, and the why not now reason is
because of the South Carolina DNR vertical longline index. Now we don’t have that, and so we’ve
got multiple years of no index, and so we’re going to basically be running an assessment with the
landings, and age comp, no indices, and so it’s like running a vessel with no steering, and then we
could just wait a few years to get the SADL, and that’s the reason why I think that the SEDAR
committee, from a scientific standpoint, said, well, it would be nice to have that SADL, or not just
nice, but essential.

I think what’s going to come out of an assessment that doesn’t have an index is something that is
somewhat rudderless, which usually means greater uncertainty in the estimate, which means a
greater buffer from what we could be -- From the overfishing limit. Now, that being said, the
prioritization is, I think, the purview of this committee to recommend, but, scientifically, we’re
just saying what may happen in an assessment run without the index. Thanks.

DR. BELCHER: So, to that point, the one thing that I will kind of -- This is getting a little bit on
the soapbox, but this is part of the problem with losing basic services, because now we’re losing a
survey that we’re basically saying was part of the success of the last assessment, and so now we’re
stuck, because, if SADL hadn’t happened, we would still be in that same boat, and so would we
be stuck not moving forward?

I think this 1s where, again, we’ve got to go back and talk about what we do have for data, be able
to do an assessment with what we have at hand, and do the best we can with it, as opposed to
hoping we can fill the void that just happened to occur, but, again, it gets back to the tragedy of
losing those basic services. We can’t afford to lose these pieces. Other comments and questions?
What’s the pleasure of the group relative to guidance on the tilefishes? Chip.
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DR. COLLIER: So, right now, the plan is to really look at the data that’s available for these
species, to see what kind of an assessment can be done, and whether or not we should move
forward with it. I’m not certain if that data triage has basically been done, and, John, maybe you
can speak to that, but the other thing to point out is it was the agency that said put a pause on this
stock assessment, and it was not the SEDAR Steering Committee.

DR. WALTER: Ithink there is a two-step process here that’s going to be followed to initially look
at what data is available, to recommend either proceeding forward -- Well, one, you do that to
recommend what flavor of assessment you will get, and I think there could be a recommendation,
by the SEDAR panel, I guess, as to whether it should -- The appointed panel, as to whether it
should continue on or not. If the fundamental data is lacking, then -- And we know it’s going to
be there in three years’ time, then it’s not the end of the world, and, granted, for the fishing
community, who wants another assessment, and not that that assessment would necessarily say it’s
going to lead to an increase or not, and we can’t say that at this point, but I think that there is going
to be that initial data evaluation.

DR. COLLIER: Yes, and, to that point, there is the initial data evaluation, and that is a topical
working group, mainly looking at some of the life history pieces, and also trying to estimate
landings of -- Well, for both of them, they’re looking at some of the life history, because it’s very
important, some of the life history parameters that are coming out of the SADL survey. Even
though it doesn’t have five years of data in it, you can still use some of the data being collected
from the survey to inform maybe some of the growth curves, or maybe the natural mortality
estimate, and so those pieces of information from the SADL survey can be used.

There was another point that I had for blueline tilefish, and it’s completely gone on me, and there
is new information for blueline tilefish north of Cape Hatteras, and there was that pilot study that
was done, that was used to develop the break, and actually allocate between the two different areas,
because, although we had a data-limited approach from Cape Hatteras north, we had management
split at the North Carolina/Virginia border, and so it was a bit difficult in the management process,
and so there’s new information on the split there, and that could be useful for determining how
much is allocated between the two different management units, or two different management areas.

There is information that’s available that could be useful maybe for management, and maybe not
for a stock assessment, and there is no, necessarily, panel to really be looking into the stock
assessments, whether or not they should go forward, and it is looking at pieces of data that would
be available, mainly looking at the life history data.

Blueline tilefish, there is a request to look at recreational data, because data going into the
recreational sector was done through a Delphi approach, and there were very few intercepts north
of North Carolina to inform it, and so there was a lot of concern with the estimates of recreational
catch.

DR. BELCHER: Trish.

MS. MURPHEY:: So this is also, I guess, for you, John, and this is one of my brainstorms, but
when did the old abundance index end? What year was that?
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DR. WALTER: I will have to check on that and find out what year that was. I don’t, off the top
of my head, know.

MS. MURPHEY: Okay. Well, I guess where I was going was, if it ended say in 2020 --
DR. BELCHER: It didn’t.

MS. MURPHEY: It didn’t? It ended earlier than that? Well, my point was, if it had not -- If it
had ended recently, and then we picked up the SADL, and, yes, I understand that don’t use 2020,
but just kind of thinking about how we reacted, and how things were done during COVID, when,
you know, in 2020 -- That dataset, for 2020, for so many indices, you know, didn’t -- That data
point wasn’t there, but a lot of assessments still went on with it, and, granted, I know that adds
uncertainty, but I guess my point is can we -- Is there a way to assess the stock with the data we’ve
got, understanding there may be a hole, but maybe some sort of way to standardize the old
abundance with the SADL abundance, you know, to -- Again, I am just brainstorming, but we’ve
been able -- I mean, that’s science. Sometimes you just -- You end with gaps, you know, a year
gap or something, in your data, but you’ve still got a time series, and so I just wonder if you could
-- Is there a way to piece all of that together, so that you do have some sort of an index of
abundance?

DR. BELCHER: So, according to the report that was in part of the last assessment, it was 2016
was the last year of the bottom longline survey for South Carolina. John.

MR. CARMICHAEL: Yes, you’re definitely going to have a gap in there, and, you know, you
think about this stock, and it’s managed with a harvest level, and, if you’ve been catching that
harvest level, and feed it that you’ve caught that harvest level for a number of years, and you don’t
have any other information to feed it that tells it what the stock has done, outside of what’s being
caught, then there’s really not any information to tell it that maybe you’re catching that harvest
level from a bigger or smaller stock, and this is where the index comes in to be important.

I think, you know, one thought is you’re meeting the limit, and that’s what you feed the assessment,
and it’s likely just to continue the status quo out, even in the assessment, which is sort of
management is going to do until we get the assessment, and so that’s why there is certainly interest
in getting this survey. There’s a thought that you could just do the assessment, and it changes
nothing, and, if you do this, and it delays getting to the assessment with the new SADL data, then
that wouldn’t be good, and so that’s sort of how it’s working out. As John has been said, there’s
just not the information in there to inform it, because we lost the survey, and there were issues
with the ages.

Where we are now on it, as Chip said, is to try and, you know, do a bit of a data triage and then
come back and say, okay, what can we do, and does it look like there’s any value to doing this
assessment, and that’s a different thing than we’ve ever done, but maybe, if we try to be more
resilient, and climate responsive, it might be something that we do more often with you guys on
assessments, where we had a plan years ago to do a stock, and maybe we need to look at it some
before we fully commit, and occasionally pivot, when we realize that, well, we don’t have the
information to address the issues that were important last time, and we don’t expect a different
outcome, and so maybe we -- You know, we hold off, and we do other things, and so that’s sort of
where we are. It’s experimental, I guess, and we’ll see where it’s going to go.
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Then, on blueline, you know, because we see that’s tied up with the Mid-Atlantic, there was a
discussion at the Northeast Region Coordinating Council, which is kind of similar to our SEDAR
Steering Committee, and they handle the assessment priorities, and they came up with a task to
ask that the Science Center, the Northeast Center people, get with the Southeast Center people and
try to come up with some sort of plan for assessing the blueline tilefish stock, and to see what can
be done, because they’re very interested, as has been said, and they’ve been waiting for many years
to get this blueline assessment for their area.

They’re going to report back on that at their spring meeting, which will probably be April-ish, I
think, of 2024, and so we’ll know a little bit more about blueline at that point, and so, with these
things that are in flux, you know, what our discussion was at the steering committee, from Carolyn
and I, the council’s perspective, was we kind of need to keep these things moving, and we need to
have this discussion with you guys, and we said we need to talk to the Mid-Atlantic about blueline,
for sure, which I was able to do at the NRCC, and so they’re kind of in limbo, but we’re hoping to
get to them, I think is the best way to put it at this point.

DR. BELCHER: Other comments? Jessica.

MS. MCCAWLEY: So, based on what John said, do we need to revisit this at a future SEDAR
Committee meeting, after more of this information is obtained, or do we need to make a motion,
or provide direction to you that are on the steering committee, and I guess I just -- I didn’t want us
to leave the discussion hanging.

DR. BELCHER: Understood. John.

MR. CARMICHAEL: Ithink we will. Ithink we’ll report-out to you. I mean, based on the timing
of the NRCC, we should have information on blueline say for June, and then, for golden, it will
kind of depend on the timing of this triage, but I do think we would report-out to you as to what
the best approach seems to be.

DR. BELCHER: All right. Chip.

DR. COLLIER: Just to build on that a little bit more, what the plan is -- The way I’m seeing the
plan right now, in my head, is the topical working groups for golden tilefish would continue to
occur, and they actually have recently had one, and continue to work on that, and then we’ll come
back to you guys, and I suggested to Myra that we have a SEDAR meeting in March, and so this
might be the reason for having the SEDAR Committee meeting in March, just to bring it back to
you guys when we have the information.

DR. BELCHER: Okay. Anything further, or does that wrap it up? Okay, Jessica? Okay. All
right. Chip.

DR. COLLIER: It should be smooth sailing from here. If you remember from September, we had
talked about benchmark assessments coming back into the SEDAR process, or coming back for
the National Marine Fisheries Service stock assessments, and they were always there for the
Florida assessments, and so, when we’re bringing these SEDAR assessments back, there were a
few things that we’ve learned from the research track assessments, and one is that it was very
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valuable to have a planning team, in order to set up these stock assessment projects, and so they
would like to have those planning teams continue for the benchmark assessments.

The other one was to have a CIE review for the benchmark assessments, and the reasoning for that,
from the SEDAR Steering Committee, was the -- If there’s enough reason to go to a benchmark
assessment, that means there is considerable changes going along with that assessment project,
and, therefore, you should have that additional external review.

There was also -- They also talked about, like we mentioned here, data triage, and that could help
right-sizing some of these stock assessments, and, when we’re talking about right-sizing
assessments, not all of them need an age-based assessment, and maybe we can get away with other
approaches to assess some of these species, to make them a little bit more quicker to get through,
and so doing that data triage can help indicate what’s available for those.

There is some potential carryover in the SEDAR budget, and so some of the discussion on what to
do with those carryover funds were to continue on with some of the 2024 projects, and the 2025,
obviously, and consider a procedural workshop, either a data or assessment best practices, and, as
I mentioned above, data triage.

Also, in Other Business, they were updated on the best scientific information available framework,
the BSIA framework, and they noted that it had been presented both to the Gulf and the South
Atlantic Scientific and Statistical Committees. Procedural Workshop 8 is still ongoing. They
haven't had a chance to complete that, and one of the issues with that project is the person that was
leading it changed positions, and they have not had a chance to really focus any time, when they
changed over to a newer position.

The last thing that might actually be impacting us the most, as the SEDAR Committee, is the
potential changing of timing for the SEDAR Steering Committee. There was an indication that
the spring meeting, either in April or May, was being difficult to meet, and so they might have to
have those meetings a little bit earlier, and, as [ had mentioned in September, in order to meet some
of the timelines that we have in the SEDAR process, we might have to change our meeting
schedule to December, and so all of these SEDAR meetings are a little bit in flux right now, as
things get set up for the SEDAR Steering Committee. Once they have a fixed schedule, we can
adjust our committee schedule, in order to match that best. Any other questions in regard to the
SEDAR Steering Committee?

All right. Then one of the big items is the benchmark assessment for SEDAR hogfish, or SEDAR
94, hogtish, and this is going to be both stocks that are in Florida, and so it’s the east coast Florida
and Florida Keys stock and then a separate stock, which is the west coast of Florida. The terms of
reference are going to be very similar between the two. We had a planning team to develop these.
As I had mentioned, the Gulf and South Atlantic Scientific and Statistical Committees have
reviewed both of these -- Or they have reviewed these terms of reference, and their edits are
currently included in these, and so, if there’s anything that you all want to change, additions can
be accepted. If we want to change anything dramatically, such as removing an item, that would
have to go back to the SSCs and get their approval, in order to remove an item, and so that could
drag on the process for the terms of reference. I’m not saying you can’t do it, but it’s just there is
a cost to it.
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I am not going to go through these line-by-line, in order to save some time, and, basically, in the
data workshop, we have a stock structure, and unit stock definitions, and we’re not expecting any
big changes there, but we do need to review the data, to make sure it’s there. We want the data to
be reviewed through 2023 for the life history, and those are the parameters that are included. We
need to look at characterizing the discard mortality rate, and that information is provided, and the
terms of reference are provided for those. Provide the means of population abundance that are
appropriate for the stock assessment, and that’s basically looking at indices of abundance that
could be useful for this.

Going on down, provide commercial statistics through 2023, both landings and discards, and then,
when we get to 6, this one is a little bit different than how we typically do it in the South Atlantic
region, and we do have information on evaluate the transition from MRIP-CHTS, or that Coastal
Household Telephone Survey, to the MRIP- Fishery Effort Survey, and they also want the
Andrews 2022 investigation into telescoping error reviewed during this process, and, the Andrews
paper in 2022, that’s the pilot study that everybody has been referring to this week.

There’s also a term of reference to explore the State Reef Fish Survey data for the State of Florida,
and there’s also a terms of reference to look into the Southeast For-Hire Integrated Electronic
Reporting, and so the charter boat reporting. All of these are a little bit different than we typically
have, but we’re asking for all of these to be explored. It’s not saying that all of these have to be
used, but it’s just exploring the data to see if there’s anything useful in those data streams. We
also have a term of reference regarding climate and ecosystem species interactions and habitat and
episodic events, and that’s it for the data workshop. If there’s any questions on data workshop
terms of reference, before I get into the assessment workshop. I am not seeing anybody raising
their hand on that.

The assessment workshops, a typical approach for a benchmark assessment. Then review any
changes in the data and sources from the data workshop, develop a population assessment, and one
of the things that they’re going to provide, in this benchmark assessment, is a continuity run from
the SEDAR 37, as well as the SEDAR 37 update, and then the remainder of the items are just ways
to characterize population abundance, as well as uncertainty, and the benchmarks.

All right. Going into the environmental covariates, if it can be possible to include those into the
stock assessment, and also declarations of stock status relative to benchmarks and uncertainty.
Getting down into 10, it’s looking into the projections, and so there is some terms of reference
relative to those. One of the items that we have listed, that’s fairly new in these benchmark
assessments, is to follow the catch level projections workshop for the Florida east coast stock only.
It's not been adopted by the Gulf SSC, and so there’s going to be different projection
methodologies, potentially, between the two different areas, and also what information to include.

We have a list of F metrics, depending on the condition of the stock, in order to develop
projections, and then we also have research recommendations and data collection for future stock
assessments. Any concerns with the assessment report?

All right, and then the review workshop, and this has been consistent for a number of years now,
the information to include in the review workshop. We did not change anything in this from the
last benchmark assessment we had, and so I’m not going to go through all of these, and the council
has reviewed these several times in the past. Any questions in regard to the review workshop?
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With that, we will need a motion, in order to approve the terms of reference for SEDAR 94, and I
have a draft motion on the board, if there’s any discussion.

DR. BELCHER: Any questions, or discussion, for Chip relative to the TORs? Okay, and so the
draft motion is up. Does somebody want to make that motion? Jessica.

MS. MCCAWLEY: Approve the SEDAR 94 terms of reference.

DR. BELCHER: Do I have a second? Kerry. Any further discussion? Does anyone object to
the motion? Okay. Seeing none, that motion passes.

DR. COLLIER: Going into Attachment 3, as I talked about earlier, during the committee report,
there was some changes to the 2026 schedule, and the 2025 schedule, and we had turned in terms
of reference for 2025 species, and some of those species were requested to move back, and we had
also talked about -- In September of 2023, the SEDAR Committee here had talked about some
species to submit for 2026 SEDAR schedule stock assessments, and, given the conflict between
the two, we went ahead and submitted a couple of the 2025 stock assessments to 2026, and so, as
we had mentioned, gag grouper was originally in 2025, and we moved that back into 2026, and
snowy grouper was originally in 2026.

We submitted statements of work for a 2026 gag operational assessment and a 2026 snowy grouper
operational assessment, as well as a 2026 king mackerel operational assessment, and this is
basically tying a bow, because it was slightly different than what we talked about in the September
SEDAR Committee, and I just wanted to make sure that everybody was aware of this change and
if there were any concerns. You guys could yell at me for this, and we didn’t have an opportunity
to talk with you all between the SEDAR Steering Committee and when we had to turn in the
statements of work.

DR. BELCHER: Okay. Comments, and thoughts, from the group on what is currently on the
schedule? Spud.

MR. WOODWARD: Just a curiosity question, and it looks like there is a lot of white showing in
2024, and, obviously, we had some issues with the last Spanish mackerel assessment, and I guess
my question is, is there an opportunity to address some of the, and I don’t want to call them
deficiencies, that were not addressed, and I realize that’s not going to answer the FES pilot study
conundrum, but could we benefit from some additional attention to Spanish mackerel, during that
time period, that might position us to be able to make a better decision? Could we maybe get an
updated catch level specification, or is that just not realistic?

DR. COLLIER: I feel like that would be up to the Science Center, whether or not they could do
any additional work in regard to the Spanish mackerel stock assessment.

DR. BELCHER: Andy.

MR. STRELCHECK: I may need some help, in terms of recollection of the SEDAR Steering
Committee discussions, but, knowing that we were pushing some assessments, you know, down
the page, because of FES, when Clay spoke about this, it sounded like the white space was not
going to be unused, and that the Southeast Fisheries Science Center staff would focus on some

12



SEDAR
December 7, 2023
Beaufort, NC

improvements, efficiencies, to the overall stock assessment enterprise, in terms of data
enhancements, you know, being able to funnel data and indices and other things into the
assessment process, and then we also have, obviously, the kind of overlay of MSEs that are
happening at the same time that the center would be working on, but, in terms of Spanish mackerel,
I can’t answer that.

DR. BELCHER: Anything else? John Walter.

DR. WALTER: Thanks, Andy, for pointing that out. While it looks like a lot of white space, it is
going to allow us to do some improvements, and I am checking on whether there’s something
about -- Clay might have mentioned something about Spanish mackerel, and I need to check back
on that, and I don’t know if anyone remembers whether we said there’s anything -- Or whether
that did get back in the queue, because I think that was originally what we stated, when we didn’t
follow-up on many of their recommendations, was that it could get back in the queue, but I don’t
think it has, and so maybe that’s something that is missing. Thanks. I think it’s 2028 that it’s back
in the queue, right?

DR. BELCHER: Spud.

MR. WOODWARD: I mean, it sounds like a no to me, and I just -- Because I think, when we
revisit this framework amendment in the Full Council, it’s probably going to help us maybe decide
what we need to do, or do not need to do, with that framework amendment, and the other issues
were brought up the other day, and now, you know, we’ve got FES uncertainty, and so we’ve just
got to put some thought into what’s the proper course of action with that framework amendment.

DR. BELCHER: Tom.

MR. ROLLER: I just want to say that ’'m kind of with Spud on that one. I would just be curious
if there’s anything that can be done, and, if we can’t get that answer by tomorrow, then, obviously,
we’re just going to have to discuss the framework a little bit further.

DR. BELCHER: All right. Chip.

DR. COLLIER: All right, and so, now that we’re done with 2026, we’re going on into planning
for 2027, and staff went through a variety of species that are typically assessed, in order to figure
out which species to put into the slots for 2027. If you look at the figure, you have to remember
there’s going to be a continuation of the red grouper benchmark assessment going into 2027, and
so that leaves three potential slots for that time period, and staff are recommending the operational
assessment for red snapper, and it’s going to be the follow-up for the research track assessment,
which is going to be including the South Atlantic Red Snapper Research Project.

There is also a recommendation to do a benchmark assessment for greater amberjack in 2027, and
that one is going to be incorporating data from the Greater Amberjack Research Project, and so
that information should be available, and then the final one is looking at red porgy. That species
has been in a rebuilding plan since 2000, and the last stock assessment -- The terminal year for
that was 2017, and so this should increase the information available for that stock quite a bit.
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We also provide information on other species that may be, or that could be, put in those slots, or
could be considered for those slots, and we had vermilion snapper as a consideration, and vermilion
snapper did have an interim assessment, or interim approach, presented to the SSC, just in October,
and, unfortunately, they did not recommend using that to base ABCs off of. One of the concerns
was the index of abundance was not fit very well by the assessment, and, therefore, going forward
with an index of abundance that wasn’t fit very well may not be the best approach for that species.

They were -- They did still encourage the interim approach, but making sure that the index that’s
being used to predict future catches, or change catch levels for ABCs, to make sure that they are
matched pretty well in the stock assessment.

Spanish mackerel is another one that was considered, and the group can talk about this, and there
is also scamp and yellowmouth grouper, and that was completed in SEDAR 68, and then the other
species that was mentioned, or considered by the staff, was wreckfish, and that was last assessed,
I believe, in 2012, with data through 2010, and then there was issues with the data as well, due to
confidentiality. There is a potential for something like wreckfish to go through a management
strategy evaluation, given its international nature, much like dolphin, to see what’s happening with
dolphinfish, and maybe we can use a similar approach for wreckfish.

DR. BELCHER: Laurilee.

MS. THOMPSON: Should we stick blueline tilefish, and golden tilefish, in, and at least have a
placeholder, in case they actually are ready to do something by 2027?

DR. COLLIER: So I’m looking through this, and the one species that I could see moving down
the list would be red porgy. That stock assessment is getting a little bit old, and it’s an overfished
species, and, if we move that in there -- We could only put one in there, which is very unfortunate.
It 1s a tight schedule to put all these species in there that we want to put in there.

DR. BELCHER: So I see a lot of pondering. Kerry.

MS. MARHEFKA: I am way out of my wheelhouse, but, as I’'m thinking this through, I’'m like
we have, you know, golden tile and blueline tile, with the potential of not having the updated
SADL, and then we also have red porgy, which we all sort of assume is having some sort of bigger
issue than fishing, whether it’s a regime shift or something like that, and are we going to have any
new information on that? I don’t know.

DR. BELCHER: So I'm going to ask a question of John Walter, and I don’t know that it’s
necessarily answerable, but so we talked about the fact that the tilefish issue -- That they’re not
overfished or undergoing overfishing, and we don’t have access to the survey. If this had been a
species that was overfished, or undergoing overfishing, and this same issue had occurred with the
loss of an index, would we be punting on doing an assessment, or would we have to do something
different to assess for what our status is?

I’m just trying to think in the sense of, if some of the reason why people are willing to kind of push

it down is because there’s really not a problem with the stock, other than it’s a dated assessment,
and I’m not -- ’m just filling in the words, and please don’t beat me for that, but, if we were on -
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- If the shoe were on the other foot, would we be doing something different, if the stock status was
different?

DR. WALTER: From a science perspective, it’s agnostic on the status, and it’s more of a
management decision and whether you would desire information that might be more pressing,
depending on stock status, but, scientifically, we assess according to the schedule that’s
determined, and what we’re saying is that, when -- If we don’t have the data, that it’s not going to
be as well determined, but the status is kind of -- It’s not the determinant on the prioritization of
it, from a scientific standpoint.

DR. BELCHER: I guess maybe that’s not the best way that I could ask the question, and I guess
the thing is that we’ve lost an index, right, and it would have been the determination before, and
part of the reason that we’re saying that we’re not as willing to move forward is because we’ve
lost this portion of it, but, if you were in a situation where management says we need to assess
where we are, and this assessment is missing this part, what would have been the scientific advice
at that point? So like I’'m saying, if we were telling you that we need to assess it, because we have
this information, and we need to know where we are with rebuilding, and whatever the associated
management concern is, and what would have been the science body’s approach to that assessment
in the loss of an index? What guidance would you give? Does that make sense, what I’m trying
to ask?

DR. WALTER: So if the council says we have a real concern about this stock, for whatever reason,
what would we do, and we would say, well, if that’s the priority, we’ll try to do an assessment, but
we’ll come back to you and say we’re missing ingredients A, B, C, and D in the casserole, and so
it’s not going to taste as good, and, when you miss things, you’re going to get greater uncertainty
in what the outcome is, versus waiting three years to actually get that key ingredient in it.

Then I would say, well, what is the real concern here on wanting to get it, and it sounds like the
concern is that it’s not going to give an updated catch limit, that the catch limit is going to be static,
and, right now, the fishery wants an updated catch limit, and the fishery -- You know, I don’t know
whether there’s an assumption that it’s going to go up or down, but, as John well characterized,
without that index, which is really the barometer of how the stock is doing, given that the catches
have been constant, it’s going to probably simply say that catches stay constant, because there’s
nothing else to tell it that the stock is doing better or worse without an index. There’s some signal
in the age comp, but that index is really the barometer.

DR. BELCHER: Chip.

DR. COLLIER: Iknow, in the South Atlantic, we typically stick with a fishery-independent index,
but there’s a longline fishery for golden tilefish that’s pretty -- I mean, it’s a small group. It’s a
dedicated group, and we know who they are, and it’s not really changing over, and they’re limited
in the amount of -- I can’t imagine that they’re changing the amount of gear from year to year, and
it seems like you could make an index of abundance from that fishery-dependent data. It’s not the
best source. Sometimes, when you’re making a casserole, you can’t use the best ingredients, but
you use what you have, and so that might be an option there, but, for blueline tilefish, I think it’s
a very different situation. I think blueline tilefish, with that data-limited approach, with the new
information that’s available from the Mid-Atlantic, I think we need to work as best we can to get
that one to continue forward.
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DR. BELCHER: Thank you, Chip. John.

DR. WALTER: Chip is right, and we’ll work on that longline index, but, last time, it was actually
not recommended for inclusion, and so -- I think the reasons were probably well founded, and so
I can’t guarantee that, despite our best efforts to turn it into an index, that it’s going to be something
that would be accepted, and so I think that’s part of that initial data triage, is do we have an index
that’s going to pass muster from fishery-dependent sources, or is there something that -- Because
they are very hard to turn into an index that you can put into an assessment, and generally we try
to avoid -- We prioritize using the fishery-independent ones, when available, but beggars can’t be
choosers, and so --

DR. BELCHER: Kerry.

MS. MARHEFKA: I guess what I’'m hearing is maybe we don’t make this discussion right now,
and we wait for that data triage and come back in and make that decision in March, and does that
make sense? Does that mess anything up, if we don’t make that decision right now?

DR. COLLIER: Yes, I think we can wait until March, because I don’t have to have statements of
work to the SSC until April, and so we can hold off until then. That should work, but -- Actually,
sorry, and I didn’t think about the SEDAR Steering Committee. We do have to provide
recommendations to the SEDAR Steering Committee prior to, or at, the February meeting, and so
you guys would not get the potential chance to talk about that beforehand.

DR. BELCHER: Andy.

MR. STRELCHECK: I mean, to that point, because I just weighed-in yesterday on the timing of
that meeting, and it looks like we’re probably not going to meet until March, or early April, late
March or early April.

DR. COLLIER: All right, and so we’ll bring it back to you in March, hopefully. Fingers crossed.
DR. BELCHER: Okay. What more can we do to help you with this?

DR. COLLIER: Based on what we had provided, I had developed some draft language, and this
is just more direction to staff than a motion or anything, and so what I had there was develop
statements of work for red porgy to be considered for the 2027 SEDAR project schedule, and then
continue one with the follow-up operational assessment for red snapper, and then start the greater
amberjack benchmark assessment, which is going to be incorporating the information from the
Greater Amberjack Research Project.

DR. BELCHER: Okay. Anyone, as far as supporting that for going forward? Okay. Any other
further direction to staff? Laurilee.

MS. THOMPSON: I just have a question, and so it seems like the -- You know, the science folks
don’t -- They have some kind of problem with working with the commercial fishermen, that you’re
going to have twenty-one boats out there setting longline gear after January 15, and then you’ve
got also the hook-and-liners working, and is it -- I am trying to understand why there is this
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hesitance to work with the commercial guys, and is it because they try to catch the biggest fish,
and you’re not getting enough little fish mixed, or what -- I mean, to me, it would make sense that
you could -- We would even be glad to take measurements for you, when these fish come to the
dock, and, if you wanted little fish -- Tilefish is -- It’s easy to target a certain size. I mean, you
just fish in shallower water if you little ones, and you go out deeper if you want big ones, and
maybe -- You know, maybe there would be -- Since they’re going to be out there setting gear
anyway, why could you not use the commercial catch, you know, to try to get your information
from that, and why does it seem like you guys are hesitant to use what we bring to the dock?

DR. WALTER: Well, first of all, we have no problem with working with commercial fishermen,
and, actually, we welcome it. SADL is a cooperative survey with commercial fishermen. Do we
use what you bring to the dock? Absolutely, and that’s the material that goes into the ageing data,
and so we take the otoliths, and the biological material, and the lengths. The challenge being can
we turn the logbook reports into a catch rate index, and that’s the challenge, which is, when you
go fishing for profit, you go to where the fish are, and we need to know what -- We need to design
a scientific survey, ideally, which is what SADL does, which has a random stratified design, and
so you’re fishing where the fish are, but also, importantly, where the fish aren’t.

To take the commercial fishery data, and turn it into an index, it often requires a lot of assumptions,
or a lot of processing, because you have to know what one fisherman did that was different than
another to be able to say, well, you know, one guy just catches better, because he’s a better
fisherman, and knows how to set the gear, versus the other. Does it mean there’s more fish in that
place, or is fisherman better, and that’s the kind of things that you have to do with that kind of
data, and our challenge was, I think, when we worked with that dataset before, we weren't able to
effectively account for those changes in what we call catchability, which is some people are better
than others, or some people use gear that’s different than others, and so that means that we couldn’t
use it as an index.

Now, the other, I think, factor was the fishery had undergone a lot of changes, in terms of -- I think
the fleet changed dynamics a bit, but those were kind of several years ago, and so I think, here, we
can take another look at it, to see whether the fishery has stabilized and whether we can actually
make a defensible index from that, and so, you know, we say we’ll try, and we’ve got really no
problem with working with the fishermen and trying to develop fishery-dependent indices, and
we’ve done that in the past, but we have tried to prioritize surveys now, moving forward, when we
have them.

DR. BELCHER: Further discussion? Okay. Chip, are you good? All right. Is there any other
business for the SEDAR Committee at this time? Okay. Seeing none, we’ll adjourn this

committee.

(Whereupon, the meeting adjourned on December 7, 2023.)
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Attendee Report: SAFMC December 2023 Council Meeting (12/4/23 - 12/8/23)

Report Generated:

12/07/2023 04:58 PM EST

Webinar ID Actual Start Date/Time Duration # Registered # Attended
379-228-259 12/07/2023 07:12 AM EST 9 hours 41 minutes 227 131

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 47 Abrams Karen karen.abrams@noaa.gov
Yes 41 Bailey Adam adam.bailey@noaa.gov

Yes 36 Baker Scott bakers@uncw.edu

Yes 54 Barger Jeff jbarger@oceanconservancy.org
Yes 78 Bell 00Mel BellM@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 40 Bianchi Alan Alan.Bianchi@deq.nc.gov
Yes 33 Bissette Jesse jesse.bissette@deq.nc.gov
Yes 46 Brodeur Michelle michelle.brodeur@deq.nc.gov
Yes 87 Brogan (Oceana) Gib gbrogan@oceana.org

Yes 35 Brooke Sandra sbrooke@fsu.edu

Yes 94 Brouwer Myra myra.brouwer@safmc.net
Yes 51 Bunting Matthew matthew.bunting@myfwc.com
Yes 47 Byrd Julia julia.byrd@safmc.net

Yes 33 Caine Ashley ashleycaine8@gmail.com
Yes 82 Cathey Andrew andrew.cathey@noaa.gov
Yes 34 Cermak Bridget bridget.cermak@myFWC.com
Yes 34 Cheshire Rob rob.cheshire@noaa.gov

Yes 54 Clinton Haley haley.clinton@deq.nc.gov
Yes 45 Coffill-Rivera Manuel manuelcoffill@gmail.com

Yes 37 Coleman Heather heather.coleman@noaa.gov
Yes 44 Craig Nathan nathan.craig@duke-energy.com
Yes 43 Crosson Scott scott.crosson@noaa.gov

Yes 57 Curtis Judd judd.curtis@safmc.net

Yes 35 DeFilippi Simpson Julie julie.simpson@accsp.org

Yes 41 DeVictor Rick rick.devictor@noaa.gov

Yes 80 Dukes Amy Dukesa@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 80 Duval Michelle mduval.mafmc@gmail.com
Yes 40 Dyar Ben dyarb@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 32 Emory Meaghan meaghan.emory@noaa.gov
Yes 33 Fandel Amber amber.fandel@noaa.gov

Yes 61 Finch Margaret walkermf@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 44 Flowers Jared jared.flowers@dnr.ga.gov
Yes 97 Foss Krisitn Kristin.foss@myfwc.com

Yes 37 Franco Dawn dawn.franco@dnr.ga.gov

Yes 50 Gentry Lauren lauren.gentry@myfwc.com
Yes 47 Gillum Zach zach.gillum@noaa.gov

Yes 85 Glazier Ed Edward.Glazier@noaa.gov
Yes 34 Gloeckner David david.gloeckner@noaa.gov
Yes 37 Gore Karla karla.gore@noaa.gov

Yes 87 Gravitz Michael michael.gravitz@marine-conservation.org
Yes 69 Green Matthew matthew.e.green@noaa.gov
Yes 53 Guyas Martha mguyas@asafishing.org

Yes 98 Gwin Earl sonnygwin@verizon.net

Yes 33 HILDRETH DELAINE DELAINE.HILDRETH@DNR.GA.GOV
Yes 34 Hanson Chad chanson@pewtrusts.org

Yes 56 Harrison Alana alanaharrison22@gmail.com
Yes 56 Helies Frank frank.helies@noaa.gov

Yes 92 Helmey Judy judyhelmey@gmail.com

Yes 84 Hemilright Dewey fvtarbaby@embargmail.com
Yes 68 Hendon Read read.hendon@noaa.gov

Yes 50 Howington Kathleen kathleen.howington@safmc.net



Yes 39 Hudson Joseph jhud7789@twc.com

Yes 39 Hugo David david.hugo@safmc.net

Yes 98 Iverson Kim Kim.Ilverson@safmc.net

Yes 97 KLASNICK KELLY kelly.klasnick@safmc.net

Yes 40 Kellison Todd todd.kellison@noaa.gov

Yes 50 Kenworthy Matt matthew.kenworthy@myfwc.com
Yes 31 Keppler Blaik kepplerb@dnr.sc.gov

Yes 34 Key Meisha meisha.key@safmc.net

Yes 85 Klajbor Willem willem.klajbor@noaa.gov

Yes 40 Knowlton Kathy kathy.knowlton@dnr.ga.gov
Yes 38 LARKIN Michael Michael.Larkin@noaa.gov

Yes 96 Laks Ira captainira@att.net

Yes 42 Lazarre Dominique Dominique.Lazarre@noaa.gov
Yes 40 Lee Max maxlee@mote.org

Yes 36 Lombardo Steven steven@bonefishtarpontrust.org
Yes 69 M Borland Gary gborlandsafmc@gmail.com
Yes 44 Machernis Abigail abigail.machernis@noaa.gov
Yes 34 Malinowski Rich rich.malinowski@noaa.gov

Yes 93 Marhefka O0OKerry kerryomarhefka@gmail.com
Yes 91 Marinko Jeff putridinnards@hotmail.com
Yes 64 Matter Vivian vivian.matter@noaa.gov

Yes 61 McCoy Sherylanne sherrim@wildoceanmarket.com
Yes 41 McGovern Jack John.McGovern@noaa.gov
Yes 56 Medders Paul paul.medders@dnr.ga.gov

Yes 40 Mehta Nikhil nikhil.mehta@noaa.gov

Yes 47 Moore Jeff jeffrey.n.moore@deq.nc.gov
Yes 49 Muffley Brandon bmuffley@mafmc.org

Yes 73 Murphey Trish trish.murphey@deq.nc.gov

Yes 43 Neer Julie julie.neer@safmc.net

Yes 91 Newman Thomas thomas.newman03@gmail.com
Yes 90 Newman Thomas thomasnewman@ncfish.org
Yes 34 Oliver Ashley ashley.oliver@safmc.net

Yes 56 Puglise Kimberly kimberly.puglise@noaa.gov
Yes 33 Ramsay Chloe chloe.ramsay@myfwc.com

Yes 48 Records David david.records@noaa.gov

Yes 100 Ritter Michele michele.ritter@safmc.net

Yes 96 Roden Rodney cltfishcomcfm@gmail.com

Yes 80 Roller 00Tom tomrollersafmc@gmail.com
Yes 32 Rule Erica erica.rule@noaa.gov

Yes 36 Runde Brendan brendan.runde@tnc.org

Yes 75 SERAFY JOSEPH joe.serafy@noaa.gov

Yes 65 Sartwell Tim tim.sartwell@noaa.gov

Yes 85 Schueller Amy amy.schueller@noaa.gov

Yes 36 Sedberry George george.sedberry@gmail.com
Yes 44 Seward McLean mclean.seward@deq.nc.gov
Yes 92 Shervanick Kara kshervanick@gmail.com

Yes 59 Smit-Brunello 0O0Monica monica.smit-brunello@noaa.gov
Yes 91 Spottswood Robert Robert@spottswood.com

Yes 42 Spurgin Kali Kali.Spurgin@MyFWC.com
Yes 44 Stemle Adam adam.stemle@noaa.gov

Yes 47 Strelcheck Andy andy.strelcheck@noaa.gov
Yes 55 Sweetman CcJ Christopher.Sweetman@MyFWC.com
Yes 33 Takade-Heumacher  Helen helen.takade-heumacher@noaa.gov
Yes 90 Thompson Kevin kevin.thompson@noaa.gov
Yes 40 Travis Michael mike.travis@noaa.gov

Yes 34 Vincent Matthew matthew.vincent@noaa.gov
Yes 48 Walia Matt matthew.walia@noaa.gov

Yes 35 Wallin Matthew matthew@ccanc.org

Yes 44 Walsh Jason jason.walsh@deq.nc.gov

Yes 38 Walter John john.f.walter@noaa.gov

Yes 94 White Geoff geoff.white@accsp.org

Yes 95 White Shelby shelby.white@deq.nc.gov

Yes 35 Wilber Pace pace.wilber@noaa.gov

Yes 37 Williams Erik erik.williams@noaa.gov
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Withers
Woodward
collier
dover
hanisko
moss
oden
oden
poston
reichert
sandorf
thomas
thompson
vara

yopp
young
Addis
Alhale
Aman
Amendola
Anker
Atkinson
Barrows
Beal
Berry
Bodnar
Box
Branscome
Brantley
Bubley
Burgess
Calay
Clarke
Cody

Cox
Cross
Czanderna
Dunn

F

Falcone
Feller
Gentner
Glazier
Grace
Griffin
Grist
Hallett
Hart
Harth
Heffernan
Hessong
Hull
Joyner
Karnauskas
Kelly
Klibansky
Kolmos
Larsen
Latanich
Law

Lazo

Lee
Lettrich
Long

Meg

00 Spud
chip
miles
david
david
jeff

jeff

Will
marcel
scott
01suz
laurilee
mary
garland
Jerome
Dustin
Sydney
Kevin
Kim
Shari
Sarina
Katline
Bob
James “chip”
Gregg
Cameron
Jessica
William
Walter
Erika
Shannon
Lora
Richard
Jack
Tiffanie
Andrew
Tracy

J

Chris
Skip
BRAD
Ed
Selina
Aimee
Joseph
Robert
Hannah
Emily
Katie
Ryan
Jimmy
Woody
Mandy
William
Nikolai
Kevin
Ron
Katie
Alexander
Sarah
Jennifer
Matthew
Stephen

meg.withers@safmc.net
swoodward1957@gmail.com
chip.collier@safmc.net
miles.dover@noaa.gov
david.s.hanisko@noaa.gov
david.moss@tnc.org
slshcrkwtrwks@aol.com
slahcrkwtrwks@aol.com
willposton5@gmail.com
mreichert2022@gmail.com
scott.sandorf@noaa.gov
suzanna.thomas@safmc.net
00thompsonlaurilee@gmail.com
mary.vara@noaa.gov
garland.yopp@deg.nc.gov
young_jerome@hotmail.com
Dustin.Addis@myfwc.com
sydney.alhale@noaa.gov
kevin.aman@deq.nc.gov
kim.amendola@noaa.gov
sranker@mac.com
sarina.atkinson@noaa.gov
katline.barrows@icloud.com
rbeal@asmfc.org
chip@chipberry.com
gregg.bodnar@deq.nc.gov
boxcameron06@gmail.com
jessica.branscome@noaa.gov
william.brantley@deq.nc.gov
bubleyw@dnr.sc.gov
erika.burgess@myfwc.com
Shannon.Calay@noaa.gov
Iclarke@pewtrusts.org
richard.cody@noaa.gov
dayboat1965@gmail.com
Tiffanie.cross@myfwc.com
amfdrew@gmail.com
tadunn76@gmail.com
hjaredflowers@gmail.com
spooledrottencharters@yahoo.com
sfeller3@verizon.net
brad@gentnergroup.com
Edward.Glazier@gmail.com
M_lovely1@hotmail.com
aimee.griffin@myfwc.com
joseph.grist@mrc.virginia.gov
fhallett@hallettins.com
hhart@mafmc.org
emily.harth@noaa.gov
katie.heffernan@mail.house.gov
ryan.hessong@myfwc.com
hullsseafood@aol.com
woodyncwu33@gmail.com
mandy.karnauskas@noaa.gov
KeysKelly@aol.com
nikolai.klibansky@noaa.gov
kolmosk@dnr.sc.gov
ronlarsen@searisksolutions.com
katie@klatanichconsulting.com
alaw@asmfc.org
sarah.lazo@noaa.gov
Jennifer.Lee@noaa.gov
matthew.lettrich@noaa.gov
longs@dnr.sc.gov
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McDonough
McFee
McWhorter
Meehan
Mendez
Merrifield
Merrifield
O'Malley
Ostroff
Owens
Pace
Perkinson
Peterson
Pierce
Ponte
Rawls
Reed
Reichert
Robicheaux
Salmon
Sauls
Sheridan
Shertzer
Simmons
Sinkus
Smart
Smillie
Stewart
Stratton
Torres
Turley
Vaz
Vecchio
Wamer
Waters
Whaley
Whitten
Whitten
Whitten
Williams
Willis
Zales
marinko
moss
poston
rezek
stephen
zales

Chris
Daniele
Will
Sean
Natasha
Mike
Jeanna
Rachel
Jenny
Marina
Sara
Matt
Cassidy
Brett
Marisa
Kathy
John
Marcel
Emily
Brandi
Beverly
Sean
Kyle
Carrie
Wiley
Tracey
Nick
Mark
Elizabeth
Jashira
Brendan
Ana
Julie
David
James
Dave
Meredith
Meredith
Meredith
Bryan
Michelle
Bob

jeff
david
will
amanda
jessica
bob

mcdonougnc@dnr.sc.gov
danielemcfee@gmail.com
wdmcwhorter@gmail.com
sean.meehan@noaa.gov
natasha.mendez@gulfcouncil.org
mikem@uwildoceanmarket.com
jeannam@uwildoceanmarket.com
rachel.omalley@noaa.gov
jenny.ostroff@noaa.gov
marina.owens@myfwc.com
sara.pace@deq.nc.gov
perkinsonm@dnr.sc.gov
cassidy.peterson@noaa.gov
Brett.pierce@bluefindata.com
marisa.ponte@deq.nc.gov
kathy.rawls@deg.nc.gov
johnkreed48@gmail.com
marrei5001@yahoon.com
emily.robicheaux@myfwc.com
brandi.salmon@deq.nc.gov
bevsauls1@gmail.com
seanfish5@gmail.com
kyle.shertzer@noaa.gov
carrie.simmons@gulfcouncil.org
sinkusw@dnr.sc.gov
smartt@dnr.sc.gov
Nick.smillie@safmc.net
mstewar@gmail.com
elizabeth.stratton@noaa.gov
jashira.torres@noaa.gov
brendan.turley@noaa.gov
ana.vaz@noaa.gov
vecchioj@dnr.sc.gov
dwameriii@bellsouth.net
jwaters8@gmail.com
dswhaley@hotmail.com
meredith.whitten@deq.nc.gov
Meredith@thewhittens.net
meredith.whitten@ncdenr.gov
capt_bryan_williams@yahoo.com
willisc@dnr.sc.gov
bobzales@sfainfo.org
putridinnarda@hotmail.com
david@smoss.com
will@saltwaterguidesassociation.com
amanda.rezek@noaa.gov
jessica.stephen@noaa.gov
bobzales@sfaonline.org





