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The SEDAR Committee of the South Atlantic Fishery Management Council convened The Town 
and Country Inn, Charleston, South Carolina, on Tuesday, September 12, 2023, and was called to 
order by Chairman Carolyn Belcher. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  If everybody can come back to the table, please.  The plan, moving forward, is 
we’re going to recess the Habitat Committee, for Stacy to be able to talk with us at 1:30, and we 
are going to convene the SEDAR Committee at this point, and so Chip is going to walk us through 
that committee.  We’ll see what we can do between now and noon, and, at noon, we’ll recess and 
then go back into Habitat after lunch, if needed. 
 
The first item on the agenda is to approve the agenda for the SEDAR Committee.  Is there any 
objection in the group about the agenda as currently published?  Okay.  Seeing none, the agenda 
is approved.  The next item is Approval of the Minutes from the March 2023 Meeting.  Does 
anybody have any discussion or comments relative to those minutes?  Any objection to approving 
the minutes as currently published?  Okay.  Seeing none, the minutes pass.  The next item on the 
agenda is the April 2023 SEDAR Steering Committee meeting report, which will be from Chip. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  Thank you.  Attachment 1 is the SEDAR Steering Committee report from May 
2023, and just a reminder that what we’ve decided to do with these Steering Committee reports is, 
as opposed to having them right after the committee meeting, is to have them right before the next 
committee meeting, and this is to help refresh the Executive Director and the Chair’s memory on 
what happened at the last meeting, so they’re prepared for this upcoming meeting. 
 
The main highlights for this are just in this meetings outcome summary page, and it begins on page 
4 of Attachment 1, and the first one is thinking about, in that assessment portfolio, evaluation and 
recommendation, and, if you look at the second line down, or the second paragraph, it says the 
committee agreed that a benchmark assessment category would be a valuable addition to the 
options for cooperators. 
 
If you guys all remember, we’re in a research track and operational assessment framework right 
now, and we did not have this benchmark option, and so, basically, you would have to go through 
a research track assessment and then form an operational assessment afterwards.   
 
This new approach allows a bit more flexibility for assessments that may be getting a little bit long 
in the tooth, that may need some significant changes, and so a benchmark might be available to 
the councils, or the cooperators, in order to get management in place a little bit more quickly than 
a research track process.  Operational assessments were designed to be extremely limited in their 
flexibility, and it was basically minimal modifications, and so this benchmark approach allows a 
bit more flexibility.  You might recognize the terminology, and it is coming back from the previous 
way that stock assessments were done in the Southeast. 
 
Scrolling on down, when they were talking about the research track process for the 2024-2025 
assessments, one of the key items that came up was right-sizing, trying to figure out what 
assessment approach is going to be the best for these different assessments that we have coming 
forward, and this is for all our cooperators in the Southeast Region, which includes the Gulf of 
Mexico Fishery Management Council, the Caribbean Fishery Management Council, ourselves, 
Atlantic States, Gulf States, and HMS, and so it’s a variety of people, and it’s definitely appropriate 
to say that right-sizing is something that’s needed. 
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We might not need stock assessments for all these, and we might just need a management strategy 
evaluation, or just simple data-limited approaches that don’t need to go through a SEDAR process, 
and so that was a bit of the conversation in regard to that, and then the last bit of business that was 
discussed, or another bit of business that was discussed, was the use of hybrid meetings for 
SEDARs.   
 
The committee did not reach consensus on having a hybrid for all SEDAR workshops.  There was 
some discussion.  SEDAR is now being -- Webinars are being used to broadcast the review 
workshops, and it doesn’t necessarily mean that there’s a public comment option in there, but you 
can now view these.  Previously, they were not broadcast, and so that is a different approach, and, 
if people do -- If some of the cooperators do want a truly hybrid approach, we might need more 
admin staff, in order to accommodate that.  SEDAR has had a pretty fixed budget, and doing a 
hybrid-type meeting can be intensive for staff, to get everything going, and so we might need 
additional admin staff in order to make this possible.   
 
Finally, going into the assessment schedule review, I will just highlight what we have for the South 
Atlantic.  It was -- Projects were approved by the committee.  For the South Atlantic, it included a 
gag operational assessment and a king mackerel operational assessment.  It was also discussed for 
a red porgy operational assessment for 2025, if an Atlantic States Atlantic migratory cobia could 
not be accommodated, and we got an email last night, or yesterday afternoon, that it appears that 
the Atlantic migratory cobia stock assessment can move forward, and so that means that the red 
porgy might be moving out of this, is there is no longer space available in order to conduct this 
assessment.   
 
Finally, for black grouper, and this is going to be a benchmark stock assessment that’s being 
conducted by Florida Fish and Wildlife Commission, and it was originally slated for 2025.  
However, due to some of the other stock assessments moving back, including mutton snapper, and 
that was delayed, as we tried to get an interim analysis for yellowtail, and that’s leading to delays 
for hogfish, and, therefore, leading to delays for black grouper.  There are limited staff at FWC in 
order to accommodate all these stock assessments that they have going on.  With that, that’s all 
that I was going to go over, as far as the summary for this meeting.  If there’s any questions, we 
do have four people that attended the meeting that can probably fill me in, if I misspoke on any of 
these. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Jessica. 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  Just a couple of comments on the report, and so I really like the idea of going 
back to more benchmarks, and getting away from the research track assessment, and can you 
expand, a little bit more, on this discussion about the expansion of the role of the SEDAR Steering 
Committee that was part of the discussion that I saw, and it looked like there was discussion of 
making that more like the NRCC, and I guess that I would have some concerns, if that body is 
going to try to make regional management suggestions, versus like regional research 
recommendations, but can you talk about that part of the meeting a little bit? 
 
DR. COLLIER:  I will call in a friend. 
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MR. CARMICHAEL:  Jessica, that’s something that was raised, and it had been talked about at 
the Steering Committee some years before, and then we felt like there was some pretty good 
discussion that was had on that BSIA guidance document, and so it was discussed relative to using 
the Steering Committee as a place to maybe talk about regional guidance of that nature, and it does 
go into the details of what all the NRCC does, but at no time do we really discuss taking on that 
level of coordination and responsibility in particular, and I don’t think there was any interest, and 
I see a couple of members at the end of the table as well, but of, you know, getting the Steering 
Committee really engaged and trying to have any role in the management side, and the 
coordination in particular, and so, yes, that’s not really an intent, but just thinking are there 
opportunities when we have something of a technical nature that involves all of us, and maybe we 
can use that as a place to review documents and guidance and such. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Jessica. 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  Also, I see that my friend, white grunt, is still on the schedule, and I would 
love to make a motion to remove white grunt from the schedule.  I feel like we don’t have any 
declining trends, and we saw some data yesterday, but, seriously, I think that this -- Also, in light 
of the FES data, I think that this needs to come off the schedule, and I’m willing to make a formal 
motion to get this off the schedule. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  I feel like you made that at the last meeting, and it came back on, and so I will 
knock it back off, or, as we get into Other Business, I did put another proposal up there for white 
grunt that might not be as onerous as what we currently have. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Other comments or questions?  Laurilee. 
 
MS. THOMPSON:  I have a question, and so there’s a bullet here that says that the committee did 
not discuss or provide any guidance on accepting public comment remotely, and so this is a 
webinar, and I assume that the availability of accepting public comment is there, and has the 
SEDAR -- I don’t know that much about the SEDAR Committee, and have they never accepted 
public comment, or, if somebody wants to make public comment, do they have to journey to 
wherever the meeting is taking place?  This looks like it was a webinar, and so, if somebody wanted 
to provide comment, would they have to drive to, I don’t know, the South Atlantic Council office?  
How do you make public comment? 
 
DR. COLLIER:  So this wasn’t necessarily for the SEDAR Steering Committee meetings.  This 
was for SEDAR workshops, and so, in the past, data workshops have not been -- There has not 
been an opportunity to provide public comment, or even have it be observed via webinar, or 
presented via webinar, or broadcast, and the same thing with review workshops.  They were not 
presented via webinar, and so this allows -- Now that they’re presenting some of this via webinar, 
the question is do we allow public comment via webinar, and Kathleen can probably speak to this 
much better than I can, since she came up to the table. 
 
MS. HOWINGTON:  I will just clarify that SEDAR has always accepted public comment on our 
website.  However, like Chip said, for workshops, if you want to have any kind of public comment, 
you do need to be -- For in-person workshops, you need to be in-person, and so this is for the 
broadcasting links that we are now offering, and we have not gotten clarification on whether or 



                                                                                                                                                      
 

 SEDAR 
 September 12, 2023    

  Charleston, SC 

5 
 

not the Steering Committee would like us to also have an open public comment, because they are 
not a hybrid link, and it’s meant just to be listening in. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Other comments or questions at this point, relative to the report?  Okay.  Seeing 
none, Chip, we’ll move on to your next item, which is the update on the SEDAR projects, which 
is to your point, Jessica. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  Okay.  Attachment 2 includes all the South Atlantic projects that are going on in 
the region, and these South Atlantic projects might be a combination, or a joint assessment, for 
both the Gulf of Mexico and the South Atlantic.  Starting off with the first one, we have mutton 
snapper.  It was originally rescheduled from 2023, and so now it has a terminal year of 2022, and 
they’re talking about pushing that back, in order to get one more additional year of the State Reef 
Fish Survey, in order to have a calibration dataset for that, and so that might result in some delays 
for this benchmark assessment, but hopefully it is -- We’re going to get a new timeline soon and 
understand how it’s going to change the schedule, but I believe that it should not be too much of 
an impact, maybe just a few months, in order to do that calibration with the State Reef Fish Survey 
with the new FES numbers and the potential issues with bias. 
 
The South Atlantic gray triggerfish research track assessment, that’s SEDAR 82, and that was 
originally set up for a schedule, or a review workshop, in October of 2023.  However, there was a 
request for additional webinars, and so now a review workshop is trying to be set up for early 
2024, and then the assessment completion date is going to be shortly there afterwards, and so we 
can expect either a stock assessment for gray triggerfish research track coming to the council in 
either June -- Somewhere around June or September. 
 
Red grouper, SEDAR 86, this was an operational assessment.  If you listened to the SSC meeting 
last week, they talked about changing this operational assessment from a single-stock model to a 
two-stock model, and so there needs to be additional conversations on exactly what’s going to 
happen with this, but, based on those conversations, it is not likely that anything will be delivered 
in December of 2023, like originally planned, and this one is going to be delayed as well. 
 
Upcoming stock assessments, we do have the South Atlantic tilefish operational assessment, or an 
operational assessment for tilefish, and this one is planned to start this year, with data through 
2022, and it’s expected to begin just in a couple of months, and potentially be done within six to 
eight months, and so delivered either mid next year, or halfway through next year.   
 
SEDAR 90 is the research track assessment for red snapper, and we’re underway for planning for 
that stock assessment.  There has been several meetings to develop the terms of reference and a 
schedule, and now we’re in the search for participants for this.  The terms of reference and a list 
of participants will be provided to the SSC in October of 2023. 
 
In 2024, we have the blueline tilefish operational assessment, and that’s going to have a terminal 
year, likely, of 2022, and the assessment is going to begin in April of 2024.  This one is going to 
be a little bit of a joint assessment that’s going to include members from the mid-Atlantic, because 
we do have the tilefish going up into the Mid-Atlantic Bight, based on the last research track, or 
benchmark, assessment.  
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Hogfish, SEDAR 94, that’s going to be a benchmark assessment conducted by FWC.  The terms 
of reference are being developed right now, and they should be ready for approval this fall, and 
then we have our 2025 operational assessments.  I just mentioned that those got approved by the 
SEDAR Steering Committee.  However, we have not developed -- A schedule has not been 
developed for them, and so the 2025 assessments are gag grouper and king mackerel, and then I 
also have red porgy listed here.  Given the email yesterday that cobia is good to go forward, this 
is likely going to lead to a delay in the red porgy assessment.  I do have Atlantic cobia on there, 
and that one is -- The roadmap has been discussed, and it will be presented to the SEDAR Steering 
Committee next month for final approval.   
 
Other assessment-related items, we have a vermilion snapper interim analysis that’s going to be 
provided to the SSC in October, and new -- Hopefully new catch level values will be provided to 
the council in December, and then the fishery procedural, or the SEDAR procedural, workshop, 
which is looking at fishery-independent developments, under changing survey design, that is still 
be completed, and hopefully everything will be finalized by the end of this year, in order to have 
the report on the website, and so that’s all the projects that are going on in the South Atlantic 
region. 
 
There are several more going on through SEDAR, either for the Gulf of Mexico, HMS, or 
Caribbean, or Atlantic States, or Gulf States, and I did not provide those, and those are -- You can 
find those linked on the SEDAR webpage. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Thanks, Chip.  Kerry. 
 
MS. MARHEFKA:  I’m definitely thinking out loud here, and so I hope this comes across as 
coherent and making sense.  I’m thinking about where we are with the triggerfish assessment, and 
we’re still in the data workshop phase.  If I recall correctly, you said, and I’m on it, and so I should 
know there is one more data workshop call, or there’s not one more call? 
 
MS. HOWINGTON:  (Ms. Howington’s comment is not audible on the recording.) 
 
MS. MARHEFKA:  What she said, and so my question is, given that it’s a really -- Looking at 
allocation of triggerfish, which is going to be important, because it’s a pretty close -- It’s 43/56 
right now, and where are in the assessment with this one, where we have a serious conversation 
with the people working on that about the FES situation, before we get further down the road, and 
how does that get handled from this point, but that’s of concern for me. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Jessica. 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  I share that concern, and we have State Reef Fish Survey data for gray 
triggerfish, and I think the terms of reference and other things would have to be updated, in order 
to bring that in, and is there a way to try to look at that data and see if it can be brought in here, to 
kind of add to what Kerry is saying, or the whole assessment postponed, or moved back, a little 
bit? 
 
DR. COLLIER:  Thinking about gray triggerfish, it might be possible to get some sensitivities to 
different landings streams for the recreational side of things, but I don’t know if we could bring in 
a whole new data stream.  Just scaling up or scaling down the recreational landings seems like it 
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would be a fairly simple sensitivity to run, just to see how it is, but the other thing to remember is 
this is a research track, and so we have a benchmark that follows it, and so we could use that 
benchmark as an option to potentially get some new recreational data put in there, as long as it’s 
not extreme changes in the recreational estimates, and Clay is nodding his head, and so I’m not 
completely crazy. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Clay, and then I’ve got Mel. 
 
DR. PORCH:  We do have to be careful, and we couldn’t just substitute something in, because you 
have FES in other parts of the range, and it’s not just a Florida assessment, and then we would 
have to make sure we did the review properly, that we had a time series that went back in time, 
and, since the east coast one isn’t as mature as the Gulf coast, I don’t see us being able to do 
anything in a timely way with that, but we could run some sensitivity analyses. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Mel, did you -- No?  Okay.  Jessica. 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  I’m good with the sensitivity analysis and look and see if there’s a scaling 
issue here, and then considering if you want to bring in the State Reef Fish Survey data, and 
hopefully this would be after it’s looked at for mutton, et cetera, in the benchmark process. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Andy. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  I appreciate the comments made about triggerfish, and I guess I had a 
similar thought with regard to gag, and kind of two areas, and one is, obviously, the FES and pilot 
results emerging in 2025, and possibly considering pushing that assessment back slightly.  The 
other aspect is we’re just implementing management now in 2023, late 2023, and so we’re only 
going to have maybe one year of data with new regulations, and so it might benefit from actually 
pushing that assessment back, and that’s something the SEDAR Steering Committee could discuss. 
 
Then, while I have the mic, Jessica has mentioned, several times, use of the State Reef Fish Survey, 
and I’m certainly supportive of that, and clay just mentioned that, you know, it’s not as mature as 
the Gulf one is, and has that been kind of reviewed and presented to the SSC, and I assume it’s 
certified with MRIP, but I don’t know the answer to that, and so how is that working right now? 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  I’m not sure that it’s certified yet.  We had a lengthy discussion about this at 
the mutton assessment workshop, and so I believe -- That’s part of the reason why we were 
suggesting that the next workshop be pushed back a little bit, because I think Luiz and Bev are 
working on that data, and we need to figure out how many months is the burn-in period, et cetera, 
and so that was why they were suggesting the next step in mutton be pushed back a little bit, and 
so they’re definitely doing that on mutton, but they’re trying to focus just on mutton. 
 
I think that I like the idea of doing this for gag, and then I think the data is ready, and so we really 
wanted three full years, minus whatever the burn-in period is, and is it six months, or is it -- 
However many months it is, but ready to go, and I think that we’ll have two really good years of 
SRFS on the Atlantic, or possibly three, and, if you can push some of these back -- The timelines 
back a little bit, you’ll have even more, but, yes, we’re trying to determine where that cut-off is on 
the burn-in period, and Luiz and Bev are all over it. 
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DR. BELCHER:  Other comments or suggestions at this point for Chip with the workplan or 
projects?  Jessica. 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  Yes, and so I just got a note from staff that we should have three full years 
of data, minus the burn-in, in early 2024. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  So other suggestions or comments from folks?  Okay.  Moving on, the next item 
is statements of work for 2026. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  This is Attachment 3, and so draft statements of work for the 2026 South Atlantic 
stock assessments.  This helps me keep my mind sane, in order to develop all these documents that 
you guys have to review for SEDAR.  There is statements of work, and there is terms of reference, 
and there is different levels of review for this, and so I developed this little schematic to let you 
know exactly where we are in regard to the level of review, and so what we’re doing right now is 
the committee, the SEDAR Committee, recommends stocks for the upcoming SEDAR Steering 
Committee meeting in March, and it follows that the SEDAR Steering Committee approves the 
list of species to develop a statement of work for, and then we provide that statement of work to 
the SSC for their review. 
 
It’s coming to you in September, and then we send it to the Southeast Fisheries Science Center for 
their review, and then we’re going to bring the statement of work, after all these reviews, back to 
you in March, for the final approval, from which we will develop terms of reference that you guys 
will also review, and so it’s a very review-heavy process that we have for these, because it’s very 
important that we get everything that you want in these stock assessments and addressing all the 
needs. 
 
I do have some background information on where we are for this.  We’re presenting here three 
statements of work, one for snowy grouper, and that was originally provided to the SEDAR 
Steering Committee as a species of interest, and we added Spanish mackerel in this, for a 2026 
stock assessment, given the level of concern from the SSC, and not all the items that the SSC was 
concerned about -- They were not all addressed in the stock assessment.   
 
Then the third species we have is dolphin.  We have a management strategy evaluation that’s being 
conducted by NOAA Fisheries, and we feel like this probably needs to go through a CIE review.  
When we were originally thinking about this, we didn’t know what kind of process SEDAR was 
going to have for it, and so we had a block set aside for it, and now it’s -- As we have thought 
about this more and more, we’re thinking that the management strategy evaluation can be done 
through a review by the Center of Independent Experts, and no other additional workshops would 
be needed through the SEDAR process. 
 
In the document, I do have a couple of things that are highlighted that we would like guidance 
from the committee on, and so I will get to those.  If I do forget them, they are highlighted in 
yellow, and so please remind me. 
 
For snowy grouper, this is going to be an operational assessment.  The previous assessment was 
the SEDAR 36 update, which was conducted in 2021 with a terminal year of 2018, and so we’re 
going to add, potentially, six new years of data.  If you remember, snowy grouper is overfished, 
and overfishing is occurring. 
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For some of the updates, we indicate to include any new and updated information on life history, 
discard mortality, and steepness, and then we have a series of model modifications to the 
previously-approved stock assessments.  One is to separate landings and discards for this species.  
It was assumed that all released fish were dead, and there has been some research that has indicated 
that that is not the case, and so we might need to separate landings and dead discards into two 
different data streams. 
 
There is indices of abundance that need to be developed for snowy grouper, and there is the new 
South Atlantic Deepwater Longline Survey, which could be a piece of information in order to 
inform this stock assessment, and then develop other techniques to develop indices of abundance 
for some of the current studies going on.  Tracey gave a presentation on the chevron trap study 
yesterday, and they also do a short bottom longline survey within that program, and so some of 
that information might be useful as well.   
 
There is a bullet to use MRIP-recommended approaches for recreational landings, to reduce PSEs 
below 50 percent, and snowy grouper is a data-limited species, and a rare-event species for the 
MRIP survey, and, quite often, their year estimates of landings exceed the 50 percent benchmark, 
and so it’s recommended to figure out the most appropriate way to estimate landings for that.  
Explore using average recruitment, instead of relying on the Beverton-Holt stock-recruit 
relationship, and I believe there was some discussion on this yesterday, where some of the stock 
assessment models are switching more to an average recruitment, instead of trying to rely on the 
stock-recruitment relationship, just because of the amount of noise that we have typically in our 
stock assessments. 
 
Consider estimating commercial discards with the observer program, versus commercial discard 
logbook, and the commercial discard logbook has been discussed several times on the record here, 
indicating that it might not be the best use of information, or might not be the most reliable source 
of information, for commercial discards, and so developing some of the estimates of discards with 
the observer program might be useful for this species.  Consider using different methods of 
estimating snowy grouper natural mortality, including a subset of Then et al., and this is getting 
into the weeds of how they estimate some of the natural mortalities, but, if you remember, back 
from the SEDAR 36 update, they used a new estimate of natural mortality, and it resulted in a 
significant change in the stock status for the species, and so just really evaluating this estimate of 
natural mortality would be useful.   
 
The SSC had a catch level projections workgroup, and they developed several recommendations 
for operational assessments and research track assessments, and so we just provide that as an item 
to include in the update assessment.  Address recommendations of a stock-recruit relationship 
workgroup, and this workgroup has not been formed yet, but this stock assessment is not going to 
be conducted until 2026, and so the workgroup is going to be formed, and it’s going to have a 
report done by 2026, and we hope those recommendations are going to be included in this 
assessment report. 
 
The final one, this was added late into the game, which was develop sensitivities to explore 
potential impact and bias in recreational landings, and that’s to address some of the discussion that 
Richard Cody talked about yesterday. 
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The SSC recommended one topical working group, and this is mainly a placeholder, in case the 
stock-recruit relationship working group recommendations are not completed, but, if it is 
completed, they’re not recommending a workgroup, and then we have a draft timing for snowy 
grouper, and this is just for the developments of statements of work, and so, if there’s any questions 
or comments on the statement of work for snowy grouper, and hopefully it made some sense to 
everyone. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Any questions or discussions from the group on what Chip has proposed?  
Anything you want to consider further?  Clay, you look like you wanted to say something. 
 
DR. PORCH:  I just wanted to remind the council that, you know, we approve statements of work 
at the spring meeting, but, if there are changes made subsequently, it often requires changing the 
schedule, because we don’t build-in a lot of buffer in there, and so there’s not a lot of free time, 
and so, when we go, and the SSC, or others, recommend adding other complexities to it, it takes 
more time, and then we have to go back and re-jigger the schedule, which is something we would 
rather not do, and so we have to be very circumspect, when it comes to looking at additions to 
things that weren't in the original statement of work. 
 
One of the things that we talked about, during the Steering Committee meeting, is making sure 
that we have all those discussions before we approve the final statements of work, and so let’s 
make sure the statements of work that are submitted are thorough and minimize any changes after 
they’re already approved, but, obviously, think about it.  Does it make sense to give a statement of 
work, and we approve it, and then we go, okay, now we’ve got to add a bunch more, and, you 
know, expect the schedule not to be changed. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  The one question that I will ask is just back to the group, and it could be to Clay’s 
group as well, but, given what we know with the FES, do you think the statement of work covers 
-- That it gives us enough latitude to be able to have a conversation about that?  I mean, I know 
there’s -- As Chip indicated, the bias was added to that, and so is that -- How does that fit into the 
scope of what we’re proposing? 
 
DR. PORCH:  I think, where it’s clear that the FES might have a big impact, at least for some 
assessments, we can make the run without too much trouble, as a sensitivity run, and, again, we 
don’t know what the percentage adjustment would be, and so we just come up with sort of a default.  
That is part of that triage exercise that I think we need to go through, looking at where we’re going 
to need to do that.   
 
Again, it depends on how thorough a set of sensitivity analyses we’re doing.  If it’s really just a 
scaling thing, and you’re just changing -- Say assume whatever, a 30 percent change in private 
recreational or something like that, and it’s not a huge lift, and we can probably accommodate it.  
When you start talking about, okay, could we mix SRFS for part of it, and adjustments to FES for 
another, you could be talking about a much more complicated series of sensitivity analyses, and 
we would have to consider readjusting the schedule. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  Based on the motion that was made by the council yesterday, in order to -- 
Thinking about some of these species in relation to the SEDAR, I went through and looked at the 
allocations for snowy grouper, and it’s 83 percent commercial and 17 percent recreational, and so 
it’s a pretty small recreational, and then, in addition to that, the private recreational component and 
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shore component, which were the two components that were identified to have some of the issues, 
they only account for 25 percent of the recreational landings.  That was an average over the past 
five years, and so 2018 to 2022.  The private recreational component of the recreational side will 
have a much smaller impact than other species, and so it might not be a huge impact on this stock 
assessment, and, just looking at the potential, some minimal sensitivities to the potential bias for 
this species might be sufficient to address some of the concerns. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  I just feel like that’s good to have that on record, for that purpose, and I would 
hate for us to go into something and not have at least talked about the potential that we need to 
expand it or contract it.  Does anyone else have comments on the statement of work for snowy?  
All right, and so moving to the next one you’ve got. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  For Spanish mackerel, this is a new statement of work, and we’re requesting a 
benchmark stock assessment.  We have not had a statement of work developed for benchmarks 
yet, and so we’re not exactly certain of all the processes that will be done, and it was just suggested 
as a potential mechanism at the last SEDAR Steering Committee, and so we’re going to be working 
out the kinks as we go along here. 
 
The prior assessment was just reviewed by the SSC last year, and it was SEDAR 78.  The terminal 
year for that was 2020, and so, in this new benchmark assessment, the terminal year would be 
2024.  We have the normal request for updates to life history, discard mortality, and steepness, and 
then, under these model modifications, and these come directly from either the stock assessment 
review by the SSC or previous stock assessment reviews, and so we have indices of abundance, to 
reinvestigate the recreational index methods.  There were two different recreational indices that 
were considered for this stock assessment, and they had very different outcomes in the terminal 
year, and so it was suggested to reinvestigate those. 
 
It was also suggested to investigate other sources of indices of abundance, including NEAMAP 
and state surveys.  The reason for this is Spanish mackerel are -- There is thoughts that they might 
be moving northward, and so getting some more information from the northern side of the North 
Carolina-Virginia border might be beneficial, in order to inform the stock assessment.  
 
It’s also a recommendation to compile and consider all observer data collected on Spanish 
mackerel.  There is a substantial amount of observer data that is collected on Spanish mackerel in 
the North Carolina northward, on some gillnet trips, as well as some other fisheries, and so it’s 
recommended to get that information included into the stock assessment. 
 
It’s recommended to consider different methods for estimating Spanish mackerel natural mortality, 
similar to snowy grouper, and there is these new, or these other, methods that could be considered 
for this, and that was a substantial topic for the SSC, during their last review of this species.  
Investigate distribution changes.  In the current commercial, it’s indicating catch in northern versus 
southern regions, and it looks like there’s been changes.  The potential impact of this distribution 
change on the biomass and stock abundance and whether or not this could be climate-induced 
changes to distribution and whether or not we should be looking into regime shifts.  If a stock is 
moving northward, and is having a successful move northward, and keeping their southern 
boundary the same, this could be an increase in productivity. 
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We have the two items to address the catch level projections workshop in the assessment report, 
as well as the -- I forgot to put it in there, but it’s the stock-recruit relationship workgroup for 
Spanish mackerel, and then develop sensitivities to explore the impact of bias in recreational 
landings.  This species is much more reliant on recreational data.  As you all know, there is a 
substantial portion of Spanish mackerel that is caught either from shore or from private recreational 
vessels, and only a small portion is coming from either headboats or charter boats. 
 
The suggested process for this is to have an in-person workshop and include federal, state, and 
stakeholder participants north of the North Carolina-Virginia border, and also work with ASMFC, 
as well as MAFMC, the Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management Council, in order to get representation.  
The assessment workshops would be held through webinars, as they always are, and then this is 
one piece where we need guidance from the committee, is what type of review you would like to 
see for this type of stock assessment, whether it is an in-person CIE, Center for Independent 
Experts, review, with an SSC review to follow that, or just the SSC doing a review of the stock 
assessment, and that is all for Spanish mackerel.  
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay, and so comments from the group or discussion from the group?  Toni. 
 
MS. KERNS:  I just had a question.  In terms of would we be reaching out to the Northeast 
Fisheries Science Center as well, since -- Clay and Andy and I, I think, have talked about, for cobia 
and Spanish mackerel, the collaboration between the two Science Centers, since we are seeing 
northward landings.  We have, in our compliance reports, landings in the commercial fishery, from 
Rhode Island and New Jersey for Spanish mackerel, consistently since 2012 at least, and so I just 
wanted to see if that is a part of the federal group that’s in there or not. 
 
Then I guess a second question would be is the plan the same, in terms of looking at FES for 
Spanish, considering that I would assume this assessment would be utilized to help with the 
allocation amendment, and so you want to make sure we have the right data in there? 
 
DR. COLLIER:  So this one is going to be -- It’s going to be conducted in 2026, hopefully when 
the calibration of everything is investigated for the recreational data, and hopefully those issues 
will have been addressed by then and we’ll have a good recreational data stream.  Yes, I was 
imagining the federal referring to the Northeast Fisheries Science Center, as well as GARFO, if 
needed. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Clay. 
 
DR. PORCH:  I don’t know how much we’ll need to depend on the Northeast Fisheries Science 
Center.  We’ll have to explore that and see how much data that they might contribute to it, but 
certainly the states.  In the previous Spanish mackerel, we needed data from the states, and so we 
would expect that, and so Atlantic States and the individual states we certainly would want to 
participate.  As far as a review goes, if you’re talking about in general for the benchmark process, 
I think we do want the participation of CIE. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Trish. 
 
MS. MURPHEY:  Just to get it clear in my mind, since this is a benchmark, we’ll be able to pull 
in different data streams, and you’re not going to be held to -- You will get that flexibility that you 
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really didn’t have in that operational, right, and so you’ll be able to at least consider datasets from 
the other states, and, you know, I like the -- If I’m correct, only the commercial landings from 
Florida were used, and you really couldn’t pull in the landings data from the other states, but you’ll 
have that opportunity to look at that and see if that will be useful data in coming up with any 
indices or whatever, and so I’m just trying to get that clear in my mind.  Since this is a benchmark, 
you’ve got that flexibility to pull in data, so you can actually address that, if there’s a distribution 
change. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  Yes, and that’s why we were recommending, as staff, that this be a benchmark 
assessment, in order to provide that flexibility to go up to the Northeast and get some of the 
information.  There was a definite desire to get some of the information from the observer program, 
and that was limiting in the last stock assessment, and so this provides that opportunity, as well as 
develop indices of abundance, if needed, for those more northern regions. 
 
MS. MURPHEY:  Then my other question, talking about what kind of review you need, only SSC 
or the CIE, since it’s a benchmark, would it be better to have both reviews, or does it matter?  I’m 
not quite sure how that process works, but I didn’t know if that actually might be a better way to 
go, having both reviews, but that’s really more of a question on this process of review. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  I would leave that up to Clay, on giving the response for a CIE review, other than 
me, if you feel comfortable giving the response to that, Clay. 
 
DR. PORCH:  Yes, and so, I mean, the CIE would participate in the technical review.  The SSC 
still gets involved, because they’re looking at all the materials and how they’re going to use it to 
set up the ABC, and so there’s still a review role, but the SSC subsequent review would recognize 
that there had been a previous technical review, and presumably some SSC members would have 
been on the assessment team for the benchmark assessment, and so, you know, we don’t want to 
have a duplicative review, but the SSC has to review all the material to make their ABC advice. 
 
In this case, we are talking about potentially expanding the types of data that are coming in, 
because it’s becoming a coastwide assessment, and so we’ll have more data partners in there, but 
it also means this is potentially going to be a very complicated assessment, and so it may end up 
taking a longer timeframe than you might normally expect, especially when we’re trying to gather 
data from other partners, and they’re not used to providing us data, and it certainly was a challenge 
the last time we did it. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  So, knowing that this SOW is kind of in its planning stages, I guess back to the 
question I asked with the other one.  The robustness of what we’re asking, is it well represented?  
Are there other things that we need to think about in the scope of it?  That’s the question I would 
put to the group.  Is it adequate?  Are sensitivities relative to the FES enough, or is there something 
else that we need to suggest in that?  I’m throwing that out there, and I’m not landing on anything. 
 
I’m with Clay.  I mean, as far as if we back the support of whether it’s a CIE or an SSC, I think 
the CIE is a good -- You know, that’s classically how we’ve used the benchmarks, to make sure 
that that science, that other level, because we are going outside of the scope of what an operational 
is, and it gives you that higher-level evaluation.  Do folks have anything else, topic-wise, that you 
think we need to add in?  Toni. 
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MS. KERNS:  I guess, just conferring with Spud, and I apologize that I’m less familiar with the 
SEDAR process, but, if this is a 2026 assessment, does work start in 2025 on it?  I’m just thinking 
to the FES, because I don’t think we will have a real answer until 2026, and I will look back to 
Richard, and, if work is starting in 2025, and I assume that’s why the terminal year is 2024, you 
won’t have any of that information for the FES, and so I feel like we’ll be in a little bit of a tough 
spot. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  We generally start the stock assessments at two different time periods, either at 
the beginning of the year or halfway through the year, when the stock assessments are started, and 
that provides some flexibility in timing, given the staff workload that’s going on, and so some of 
the data scoping will occur in 2025, figuring out what data streams we might need, but actually 
finalizing the datasets would not occur until a data workshop occurs, and that could be set up in 
the fall of 2026, in order to make sure all the recreational data is available and the calibrations have 
been completed. 
 
MS. MURPHEY:  Just from the discussion we just had, I guess, if you’re looking for an answer 
on that SSC and CIE review, it sounds like both would be beneficial for this. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Toni. 
 
MS. KERNS:  Sorry, and so then would it be better -- If you’re not going to have a data workshop 
until the fall of 2026, should the terminal year of data be 2025?  I like to use the most recent data, 
as close as I can, and my science staff hate me for it sometimes, but --  
 
DR. COLLIER:  Yes, and so what we have done, in these stock assessments, as opposed to just 
say the absolute terminal year is 2024, what we do is include this other statement afterwards of 
include all or partial data from the most recent year, in order to accommodate some of the delays 
in stock assessments that might occur, and you’ve seen some of our stock assessments are getting 
pushed back, and we’re trying to put these things in three years in advance, and so we’re trying to 
get some flexible language there. 
 
MR. CARMICHAEL:  Just to be clear on the calibrated recreational data to deal with FES, if the 
intent is to use the calibrated data that addresses whatever comes out of the next study, I think that 
should be part of the statement of work, to make it clear, because we would not want to start this 
-- If they get behind, and they’re not going to have the data until November of 2026, we wouldn’t 
want to get started on this, and it’s such an important recreational species, if the evaluation shows 
there is really a bias, and this is a species that’s impacted, and we had a lot of shore mode landings 
the last round that were of concern, and then be getting rolling on a data workshop two months 
before the data come out, and so I think we could include a statement in here that just says the 
intent is to incorporate calibrated FES information.  
 
DR. BELCHER:  Other comments or discussion on this?  Okay.  Seeing none, Chip, we can move 
on to dolphin. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  All right, and dolphin is another new one for the statement of work process.  We 
have not done a management strategy evaluation in the Southeast, or the South Atlantic region, 
and so what we’re considering is this is going to be like an operational model, and so given the 
model and additional years of data. 
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We do not have a stock assessment model for dolphin, and so there is no prior terminal year, but, 
currently, an MSE is being developed.  A management strategy evaluation is being developed by 
NOAA Fisheries, and so it’s very limited in the request for modifications, because we haven't seen 
the final model yet, and there isn’t a final product to review, and we don’t know what needs to be 
changed. 
 
However, we do want to make sure that they explore the evaluation and see its robustness relative 
to the potential biases in recreational data.  One of the reasons that management strategy 
evaluations are used for stocks like this is you can test its robustness to your management strategy, 
given the inputs of the data, and so this is definitely one of the benefits of doing a management 
strategy evaluation, and I believe they are going to be looking at the robustness of their findings 
relative to the recreational landings. 
 
The big question for the group is what type of review you would like for this management strategy 
evaluation, whether it is a CIE review with SSC members present, and then following up with an 
SSC review, in order to set the ABCs, or just an SSC review, and the SSC did not have a preferred 
recommendation for this. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  So the question I will have is has any other region done an MSE, and, if they 
have, how have they gone through their review?  Has it been through an independent review?  I 
mean, not knowing what your actual output is, it’s kind of hard to say what we’re evaluating, if 
that makes sense.  Clay. 
 
DR. PORCH:  There’s been a couple of regions that have done MSEs, and I don’t know, you know, 
exactly how they did their reviews, whether they used CIEs or not, and we could find out, but, for 
instance, in, you know, the New England Fishery Management Council, they’re dealing with 
herring and an MSE there, and so there’s a couple of examples.  In my case, I think, if we did an 
MSE like this, and we have a couple of things in the works, then a CIE review would be sufficient, 
a desk review even, and I don’t think it needs to be an in-person review. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  I will say that the SSC did not like the idea of a desk review, and that was the one 
thing -- We actually gave them three options, and they said get rid of the desk review, please, and 
kept the other two. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Other thoughts on this, since this is the first time out of the gate?  I know we 
kind of have more blank faces on that, but go ahead, Andy. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  I mean, I guess my thought is and, well, you just stated it, right, and, given 
this is the first time out of the gate, I’m thinking that it might worth doing a CIE review, having a 
more rigorous review process.  The other question I had, and I was a little surprised in the requested 
model modifications, not having kind of a similar statement with regard to looking at changes in 
spatial distribution and climate, and whether or not that’s maybe integrated already in the MSE, 
but it seems like that’s an important consideration as well for dolphin. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Jessica. 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  I am thinking an in-person CIE review may be best here. 
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DR. BELCHER:  So can you provide clarification on Andy’s question about climate and 
distribution changes relative to the model?  The question came up about whether or not we were 
going to highlight -- Does the model account for, intrinsically, the potential of climate change or 
distributional change, climate effects and distributional change, or is that something that we should 
consider as part of the statement of work, and that was Andy’s question.   
 
MR. HADLEY:  I think so -- I’m speaking kind of on the outskirts of it, but Science Center staff 
has done a great job of keeping council staff informed, and so I’m basing my comments on that, 
and I believe that there is several different uncertainties that could be built into the model, and I 
do know that recreational landings, and uncertainty in landings, is one of the items that has been 
mentioned.  I’m not sure about climate change specifically, but I believe it’s something that the 
council could make a comment on, and that could be incorporated into the model runs. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay, and so, based on that, Chip, can we make that suggestion to at least talk 
about -- Have them address the issues of potential distributional shifts or impacts of climate?  I’ve 
got Trish and then to Clay. 
 
MS. MURPHEY:  Actually, when Andy suggested that, I had actually had that note made to me, 
about asking about climate-induced distribution changes, if there was a way to add that in, and I 
didn’t know if there was a way just to add the life history in, as far as since they’re so quick-
moving, and they are pelagic, and so I didn’t know if there is ways to add that as well, and those 
are just some thoughts I had in reviewing this. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Clay. 
 
DR. PORCH:  I was just going to point out that John Walter, who is our MSE lead, has his hand 
up, and he wanted to comment on a couple of these issues. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  Go ahead, John. 
 
DR. WALTER:  Thanks, everyone, and I’m sorry that I couldn’t be there in-person.  This is great 
conversation and discussion, and is exactly what needs to happen, what the key uncertainties that 
the council wants addressed in this MSE, and so I think now is certainly the time.  I think that the 
impact of biased recreational landings is exactly spot-on, and the distributional shifts and impacts 
of climate is certainly something we’ve been considering, and I think hearing it from the council 
is a key uncertainty.  It helps to motivate how we would construct the operating models. 
 
Then, if there are other key uncertainties that are the things that keep you up at night, in terms of 
having to make management decisions, those are the things to evaluate in the MSE, and so I want 
to keep this conversation going.  If there are any others, and I think certainly those two that are 
listed are going to be in-person, among several others that are already going to be evaluated, like 
probably life history uncertainty, and potentially different migratory pathways, because I think 
that’s also an uncertainty we have, and so there are -- Just on the climate impacts, and I will get a 
little bit into the weeds, we can either do that by trying to explicitly account for climate drivers in 
the operating models, or we can abstract that to allow for changes in say productivity, like a change 
in the stock-recruitment relationship within the operating models. 
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I don’t know that we need to be specific about how that’s done, but it’s just that sometimes we can 
simplify the process to distill it down to what is the main impact of climate change going to be o 
the population, and probably some sort of changes in migration movement for productivity, and 
so I think this is perfect. 
 
My other comment would be that, because the MSEs operate best with iterative contact with 
decisionmakers, that is repeated opportunity to get information in front of people, and what would 
be really good is to schedule some conversations with the SSC, for them to evaluate their parts 
along the way.  For instance, to allow the SSC to say that the operating models meet the biological 
needs and are suitable for this assessment, and I think that kind of iterative process -- Once we get 
the operating models accepted, then we can move on to the management procedures, and then that 
becomes a conversation with the council, as I know that we’ve outlined that process of how it 
would fit in.  Anyway, thank you. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Thanks, John Walter.  I’ve got Mel and then Kerry. 
 
MR. BELL:  I was just going to say I think definitely we should be -- If we can, and it sounds like 
we can, pay attention to climate-induced impacts in the model, and, in this case, it’s not so much 
of a sort of north-south thing that we’re dealing with with other species, and it could be changes 
in their patterns, inshore or offshore, migratory routes, that sort of thing, but we’ve got quite a 
record of having discussed that over the past several years, as something that may be at play, and 
so definitely, and, based on what John Walter said, it sounds like we can include that for 
consideration. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Kerry. 
 
MS. MARHEFKA:  I know that, recognize that, the commercial portion of this fishery is very, 
very small, but is -- We don’t have any fishery-independent index for dolphin, correct?  So, 
therefore, if any index is included from the commercial sector, it would be fishery-dependent, and 
has it been -- Well, I guess we haven't done a stock assessment, and so I guess my thing would be, 
if there is one included, I would be interested in sort of recognizing that there may be a shift, and 
how could we recognize that there may be a shift in fleet dynamics, given that we have heard, at 
previous meetings, that maybe some of the South Atlantic boats are shifting south, to the Caribbean 
and Puerto Rico, and maybe landing there.  I would just hate to -- If it used, if there’s any 
commercial data used, I would hate to see it look like there’s a dip, when there hasn’t been a dip 
as much as there has been a shift, and I don’t know a better way to articulate that, but -- 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Clay. 
 
DR. PORCH:  Just on that point, I wanted to agree that, you know, that’s something that they need 
to look at, and I think they are, and I would also point out that probably the best candidate is going 
to be the pelagic longline data, just simply because of the breadth of coverage, and consistent 
operation, and they are actively looking at that, and I think that’s the primary candidate now. 
 
The other thing, and maybe, John, you were going to talk about this, but we’re at a stage where we 
want to get more stakeholder engagement, and we wanted to form a small working group that we 
would like the council to help us put together on that and select the individuals that would 
participate. 
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DR. BELCHER:  Thanks, Clay.  All right.  At this point, what I think is obviously -- Because this 
is a new thing for us, and I think we’ve got some stuff there for Chip to consider, and, as it develops, 
I’m -- I guess the question will be, once we decide what it’s going to frame-up to be, looking to 
Clay to see do we have it appropriately compartmentalized the way it needs to be, and is it too 
much stuff, too little stuff, and we don’t want to undersell it, but we want to make sure we’ve got 
enough time built into it that we can address things as they pop-up, and so I think we can continue 
conversations on this in the future. 
 
At this point, we’re at the end of Item 3 in this agenda, this committee agenda, and what we’re 
going to do is we’re going to go ahead and break for lunch, because our 1:30 back to Habitat is 
very time-constrained, and so we’re going to hold as close to 1:30 as we can for lunch, so that we 
can get Stacy on the mic to do what she has to do, and then we’ll close out Habitat, and then we’ll 
come back into SEDAR after that, and so it’s ten after twelve.  Come back at 1:30, and we’ll start 
back into the Habitat. 
 

(Whereupon, a recess was taken.) 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Chip, we’re going to finish up all but the closed session for SEDAR.  We’ll have 
a closed session first thing tomorrow morning, to discuss filling some of the spots that we have 
open, because of outgoing folks, but we’re going to finish up with Other Business, which is talking 
about SEDAR 86. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  All right, and so SEDAR 86 -- We had already talked about that a little bit under 
the projects update, and so the SSC had a meeting, last week, to talk about the potential of changing 
the stock assessment from a single-species, or a single-stock model, to either a multiple-stock or 
two-stock -- Two different stock assessments.  That is going to be discussed tomorrow during 
Snapper Grouper, and that’s when Jeff Buckel, the chair of the SSC, will be here, and we felt like 
it would just be better for him to be in-person, to have that discussion with the council.   
 
The next item, you guys have talked about it quite a bit already, and you had a presentation on it, 
but the impact of the Marine Recreational Information Program pilot study evaluating 
measurement error.  In response to your motion yesterday, and some of the discussion, I did pull 
up, or I did put together, the -- I just took the information that’s currently on the SEDAR webpage 
and just made a spreadsheet with it, just in case you wanted things moved around.   
 
That way, I could move it around a little bit easier, but I also have the allocation for each of these 
upcoming stock assessments over here, as well as the amount of private recreational landings in 
the recreational sector, and so, when I say private recreational landings, it’s coming from vessels.  
For most of these, there is no shore-based landings, with the exception of Spanish mackerel, and I 
do have that noted a little bit separately, and I will make this bigger, now that I’ve gone through 
the whole thing. 
 
Gray triggerfish, we’ve already talked about it a little bit, where it’s a research track assessment, 
and it is going to be followed up with an operational assessment, maybe beginning in late 2024, 
and so there could be some potential for exploring some sensitivities, as we had noted, into the 
recreational data, to make sure that the findings of the stock assessment are robust to some of the 
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information, or, if you guys would like to, this could be one of those stock assessments that is 
moved down. 
 
If you look at the allocation for gray triggerfish, it is 56 percent recreational, and there is a 
substantial portion of the recreational harvest that has occurred over the past five years, and, by 
past five years, I’m referring to 2018 to 2022, and it’s about 75 percent of the recreational harvest 
is coming from the private recreational vessels, and these numbers might be different than anything 
you’re seeing as far as ACL monitoring, and these are FES numbers, and so just thinking about 
when the new stock assessment comes forward, that’s what it’s going to be based on, is it’s going 
to be based on FES numbers.  Any questions? 
 
MR. GRINER:  So the blueline tile, that you have showing an average of 36 percent, is in new 
FES numbers? 
 
DR. COLLIER:  The blueline tilefish, when I’m showing that 36 percent, that means private 
recreational vessels account for 36 percent of the recreational catch, and so the majority -- 64 
percent of the catch is coming from charter boats, and charter boats are not impacted by this change 
in the MRIP -- Or the observed change in the pilot study. 
 
MR. GRINER:  Okay, so say it one more time, what the average percent, 2018 to -- That’s not 
average percent caught of their allocation, right? 
 
DR. COLLIER:  No, and this is, of the landings -- I am not looking at what they’re achieving, 
according to their ACL, because you cannot compare FES numbers to an ACL.  Right now, their 
ACL is in CHTS units, and you can’t compare the two. 
 
DR. GRINER:  So that’s private? 
 
DR. COLLIER:  It is private rec compared to basically charter boat for most of these species.  
Sorry for the confusion.  That was an 11:00 project last night. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Laurilee. 
 
MS. THOMPSON:  So I’m still not understanding it.  So, for hogfish, it’s got a 99 percent, and 
does that mean that the charter boats only catch 1 percent of the catch, of the recreational -- I guess 
these numbers are for the recreational ACL, right, and it has nothing to do with commercial? 
 
DR. COLLIER:  These are not ACL.  These are landings values, and so, looking at hogfish there, 
the private recreational sector is catching 99 percent of the recreational catch of hogfish.  You were 
right that charter boats only catch 1 percent. 
 
MS. THOMPSON:  All right, and so, in looking at these numbers, we can assume that, if it’s 100 
percent, that these numbers only represent the private recreational, and so it’s then assumed that 
charter boats catch the other portion of the 100 percent?  Okay.  Thank you. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  Yes, and it’s a combination of charter boats and headboats, because those two 
surveys are not impacted by the change in the MRIP design.  Any other questions on gray 
triggerfish?  We talked about that a bit, and the next species beside it, red grouper, we’ve talked 
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about, and it’s going to be talked about a bit more tomorrow.  The next one in line, according to 
the temporal here, is mutton snapper, and Jessica has already mentioned how that one is being 
addressed, as far as dealing with some of these recreational estimates.  They’re going to be 
comparing or trying to develop a calibration for the State Reef Fish Survey that they have done in 
Florida, in order to take that back in time, and that should alleviate some of the issues for the 
recreational side, where it is a heavily-recreational fishery, and, also, a very significant portion of 
it is coming from the private recreational vessels.  
 
Tilefish, most people refer to this as golden tilefish, and it’s almost predominantly commercial, 
and only 3 percent of the ACL goes to the recreational sector.  However, 90 percent of that 
recreational landings are coming from private recreational vessels.   
 
We just talked about hogfish, and then, switching over to blueline tilefish, we’ve also talked about 
that a little bit, where a lot of the recreational landings, even though it’s about 50-50 in the ACL, 
a lot of the recreational landings are coming from charter boats that aren’t impacted by the 
recreational estimates, and so, looking at these, at least those first five, it seems like a lot of the 
issues have been addressed, or can be addressed, in the stock assessments and have minor impact. 
 
The other ones coming up, looking at something like maybe the gray triggerfish operational 
assessment, that could be an issue, and the king mackerel operational assessment could be an issue.  
Looking at king mackerel, we’re talking about 63 percent of the ACL goes to the recreational 
sector, and 73 percent of that recreational sector catch is from private recreational vessels.  Gag is 
another one that was mentioned to potentially move down, to hopefully account for some of these 
2026 changes in recreational landings, and so, if there’s anything that the group wants to talk about, 
please just raise your hand. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  I’ve got Jessica and then Wes. 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  I just wanted to try to slow us down for a second, and so let me just back up 
a little bit and try to reiterate, and so mutton snapper is already underway, and we are -- This 
mutton snapper assessment covers the Gulf and the South Atlantic, and there was already State 
Reef Fish Survey ready and available on the Gulf side, and this is just about getting it ready on the 
Atlantic side, and the timeline will be pushed back just a little bit, so that it can be incorporated on 
the Atlantic side. 
 
I think the same thing for hogfish, and so there’s multiple hogfish stocks there, and we can get the 
State Reef Fish Survey in that, and then I guess I would ask Andy, and can you remind me what 
you were saying earlier about the Atlantic gag stock assessment and the State Reef Fish Survey?  
I think I might have missed that. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  Well, I wasn’t necessarily referencing the State Reef Fish Survey with my 
comments, and it was more an issue of the assessment timing could benefit from the FES pilot 
results, if we pushed it back a year, and then the fact that management changes are only going to 
go into effect late this year, and so we would potentially have one year of data that reflects any 
sort of regulatory changes. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Jessica. 
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MS. MCCAWLEY:  So, I guess, at the end of this, do we need to make a motion that would say 
something like what Andy is suggesting, to reorganize the schedule here?  I would like to push 
gag back. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  Is this something like you were thinking about, move it back a year?  Red porgy 
is not likely to occur, and this was on the docket, just in case things were not going to be possible 
to be done for Atlantic migratory cobia, and so that is going to disappear.  It’s really looking like, 
after the gag is moved back, it’s potentially gray triggerfish that could have some issues, as well 
as king mackerel, and that would really be the only two stock assessments that do not necessarily 
have a good work-around, it seems like, and we could potentially request a delay in the king 
mackerel assessment, to hopefully get the recreational estimates, and I’m sorry, and I forgot that 
Wes had his hand up before I started speaking. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Wes. 
 
MR. TOWNSEND:  Thank you.   This is semi-off-topic, and I’m just curious, and this is from a 
Mid-Atlantic Council speaking, I guess, and, on your tilefish, do you have any recreational 
mandatory reporting? 
 
DR. COLLIER:  We do not. 
 
MR. TOWNSEND:  I was just curious, because I know we’re going to get an update in October, 
because we have mandatory reporting, and, last year, I think we were about 7 percent, is what they 
were estimating, and so I was just curious, since we’re going to be talking about it at our next 
meeting.  Thank you. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay.  Did you still have -- Then I’ve got Tim. 
 
MS. MARHEFKA:  I’m still trying to wrap my brain around triggerfish.  Will we get management 
recommendations out of the research track?  Not until the operational assessment?  But, still, 
what’s in the research track will be the OA?  I am nervous about triggerfish coming up, when it 
comes up, but, I mean, I realize all we’re doing is pushing everything down, and, while I have the 
floor, I’m also -- I meant to ask this earlier, and not on this list, but on what we looked at before, 
and there was a vermilion -- What are we calling it?  An interim assessment, or interim analysis, 
in a couple of years or this year? 
 
DR. COLLIER:  It’s October, is when it’s coming. 
 
MS. MARHEFKA:  So, in my mind, that’s another place where this FES could present issues or 
no?  Am I not thinking about that correctly?  That makes me nervous as well, and so I don’t know 
what the solution is, but I’m just telling you how I feel. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  I’ve got Jessica, to that, and then Tim. 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  Yes, and I share those concerns about triggerfish as well, and I feel like we 
had some concerns with the triggerfish assessment, for other reasons last time, and do we really 
want to in another thing in the mix here?  Would it be better to push it back?  It seems like the 
answer is yes, but I guess I would put it back to you guys, to see what you think. 
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DR. BELCHER:  Tim. 
 
MR. GRINER:  This is just a follow-up for Wes, and, Wes, was that mandatory reporting -- Was 
that charter boat and private rec?  Does private rec have mandatory reporting? 
 
MR. TOWNSEND:  Yes, and you have to get a GARFO permit, and, yes, it was supposed to be 
mandatory reporting. 
 
MR. GRINER:  So GARFO has a private rec permit? 
 
MR. TOWNSEND:  It’s in there.  It’s in the -- Whatever their permit is, yes. 
 
MR. GRINER:  Thank you, Wes. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  John. 
 
MR. CARMICHAEL:  I think we know, from experience last time, dealing with these changes in 
the survey, one of the issues you get into, if you consider the timing of the assessments and then 
when you would be acting on the information -- If you’re acting on something, and it becomes 
controversial, and you’ve got new information coming out when you’re in the middle of it, it 
becomes really hard for the council to proceed, you know, because you’re potentially using the 
information, and, I mean, it’s fair enough to say, well, this is what you knew at the time, but, you 
know, in this case, you may not be waiting on new information, and you may have new information 
in your lap that shows that’s a problem, and I think that is quite different. 
 
You know, we do often talk about you can’t not act because you’re waiting on something, but it’s 
very different when something has come to you than when you’re just saying, oh yeah, we might 
get this new study down the road, and we’re not going to do anything, and so I think that you’re 
right to be concerned about triggerfish.  You could be right in the midst of taking action on that 
when new numbers come out, or maybe just potentially putting something forward in 2026, when 
new numbers come out, and it seems like we could potentially delay on the operational until we 
know more and get at least the results of the pilot done, and, if the pilot says, oh, well, the numbers 
aren’t as bad as maybe they look, then you could go ahead and jump right on that operational, and, 
if it does look like the numbers are potentially as biased as suggested, then, you know, you have 
the operational to get the new numbers, you know, and you’re not in a place of dealing with any 
management at that point. 
 
I think king mackerel is another one to consider that as well.  You know, the stock is in good shape, 
and the fishery is in good shape, and is there really an urgent need to jump onto king mackerel and 
getting an assessment, when it’s been a number of years since you’ve had one, knowing that you’re 
potentially getting data that may change by the time we get the results. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Jessica. 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  You’re blowing my mind here with throwing all these assessments out, but 
why would it not also be a concern for red grouper?  When I look at the numbers, and the 
percentages, on the board there, why would we not have the same argument on red grouper? 
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DR. COLLIER:  I think red grouper also has a similar issue, and, I mean, you look at the allocation 
is heavily skewed towards recreational, and then private recreational is a large component of that.  
I don’t have it necessarily, right here, as highlighted to move, just because of potential requests 
from the SSC.  The discussion from a single stock to two stocks is going to be a substantial change 
to that stock assessment, and it may lead to delays in it, and so we don’t know necessarily where 
to put that on the schedule. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Jessica. 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  Yes, and so help.  I think that they’re suggesting that that needs to be a 
benchmark, and is that right?  So then another question, just to make sure I understand, is there’s 
a lot of operational up there, and will bringing in this new data affect things so much that some of 
these assessments can no longer be operational, and now they would need to be a benchmark, and 
we would need to change the assessment type, or does that not come into play here? 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Clay. 
 
DR. PORCH:  I would have to say that definitely would not raise it to being more than a 
benchmark, because it’s not conceptually that hard, and it’s just putting in some different numbers, 
but it’s not something that you need a special CIE review or anything. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  John. 
 
MR. CARMICHAEL:  That’s right, but what we got into last time with this, and, you know, it 
could be different this time, and the directionality may be different, but there were a number of 
stocks where we had set up to do like basically updates, pretty straightforward, without a whole 
lot of SSC involvement, and then, when there was such a drastic change in the MRIP catch 
estimates, the SSC became concerned, if you guys recall, and started saying, well, you know, we 
need an SSC panel on this, and we need to look at this more involved, and we need to have a more 
robust standard assessment process, and not just the real streamlined update, and that became kind 
of an issue for a number of assessments that we had planned, because we did have the SSC telling 
us that, you know, no, I’m not going to accept that, and I need to have a bigger look at this, because 
this could have bigger changes. 
 
I do think that is something we have to be concerned with, and we don’t have to be able to do it as 
a benchmark, but the SSC may say, you know, we want a little more robust process, and we want 
a technical working group that’s going to look at these estimates and how they could be impacted, 
which then affects the timing and the workload. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Chip, did you have something else to that? 
 
DR. COLLIER:  Yes, and, just to build upon that, although there was a lot of concern with it, when 
we’re looking at some of these more recent operational assessments, they were changing from 
CHTS to FES, which would be a similar process, and hopefully it’s not as dramatic of a change. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Jessica. 
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MS. MCCAWLEY:  Procedure-wise, it always confuses me between the SEDAR Committee and 
then the SEDAR Steering Committee, and do we make recommendations in the form of motions, 
or do you just take the direction over to the Steering Committee, because like what are you all 
going to suggest about gray triggerfish and red grouper timing, and then possibly king mackerel?  
I think that the Gulf stock might not be in as great shape as the Atlantic stock, and so then I’m 
afraid that the Gulf is going to be concerned about pushing back king mackerel, but just how do 
we do this, and don’t forget about my favorite white grunt. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  I will not forget about that.  With king mackerel, in the past, those stock 
assessments have not always been done together, and, in fact, last time they were done, and I 
believe ours was done a year later, and so it’s not uncommon to get results of those presented at 
different times. 
 
I did come down here, and, if you look at white grunt, it used to take up basically eight slots, two 
years for two analysts, and now I dropped it down to one, and hopefully that would be better, 
because, if we’re talking about an operational assessment for red grouper, having just a single 
analyst, it seems like that could be the same case for white grunt, a single analyst handling two 
stocks of white grunt.  White grunt are an interesting species, and they do have genetic differences 
along the coast, along the Atlantic coast, but I still see the remove. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Jessica. 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  That did not convince me.  I’m serious.  I want white grunt off this list.  I just 
feel that there are so many species that we could get in front of white grunt, and then, now that 
we’ve got these issues, and things are going to be pushed back, I still would like to see white grunt 
come off the list, and then, based on this discussion, I would like to see triggerfish, red grouper, 
and Atlantic king mackerel pushed back, also. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Clay. 
 
DR. PORCH:  A couple of things.  One of things we talked about in the SEDAR Steering 
Committee was the potential of doing some assessments outside of SEDAR, where they could be 
done, you know, faster.  SEDAR is intentionally a very, very thorough process, and it also makes 
it very slow, but SEDAR, when it was conceived, was never intended to be the vehicle that we do 
every single assessment for.  They knew it would be a slow, thorough process, and so the other 
way we can do it is something like white grunt outside of the SEDAR process. 
 
You can still have an independent peer review, and it might not be as thorough of an assessment 
as is done through SEDAR, although the quality may be just as good, and you’re just not chasing 
down every little piece of data, like we try and do with SEDAR, and so there are alternative ways 
to move forward on that. 
 
The other thing that I wanted to bring up was we’re talking about shifting schedules down, and, I 
mean, from the Science Center’s perspective, that’s not necessarily a bad thing, if it creates gaps 
in the schedule, because there are a lot of procedural improvements that we would like to make, 
and that frees up some of our time.  What I would worry about is, if we move stuff down past 
2026, but then just found ways to fill up the spaces with other types of assessments, and we haven't 
scheduled for them, then you end up getting a real mess. 
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DR. BELCHER:  Tim, did you still have something? 
 
MR. GRINER:  I completely lost my train of thought, but I did want to concur with Jessica that 
white grunt is not what we need to be looking at right now whatsoever. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Kerry. 
 
MS. MARHEFKA:  It sounds like, as council members, we’re on the same page, and I haven't 
heard anyone not be on the same page, as far as triggerfish, red grouper, and king mackerel.  I’m 
still waiting to figure out, and maybe someone can help me figure out, what the implications of 
the vermilion interim assessment are going to be, and that’s a species that’s not overfished, and 
not undergoing overfishing, and maybe that needs to get punted down the road, because I would 
hate to have biased information sort of -- I don’t think I’ve been here since we’ve had an interim 
assessment, and so I don’t know, and is it just looking at trends, and so, therefore, it won’t be a big 
deal, or could it significantly -- Could something more significant come out of that?  It might be 
my ignorance. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  So, to that, vermilion, right now, is still being assessed in CHTS units, and so I’m 
not certain exactly how this issue with the survey questions and potential bias would impact that 
one, and so, yes, I don’t know, and I’m not positive if they’re going to update to FES.  We did ask 
that question, and it was indicated that it was going to remain in CHTS units, and so the recreational 
values are -- I’m not certain what to say about it. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  John. 
 
MR. CARMICHAEL:  We haven't had an interims, and so it’s not something you missed.  I guess, 
as I look at this, Chip, one question I have is the dolphin -- The review of the dolphin MSE and 
MP, and I feel like we scheduled that there based on workload, and it’s sounding like it might be 
done in 2024 or something, and so, Clay, is that something that we could possibly move up into 
some of that 2025 slot, while we’re waiting on this data situation to work itself out?  That may 
help ease some of the impending workload. 
 
DR. PORCH:  It makes sense, and I would just have to double-check on the progress, but, as you 
say, if it’s expected to be finished in 2024, it makes sense to move up the review, and we do want 
to establish those stakeholder working groups, because there is some input that needs to happen 
yet. 
 
MR. CARMICHAEL:  So that could be something we could -- You know, probably, Clay, you 
guys will know more about that when we get to the Steering Committee meeting, but that is 
something that could take some of that, and there are a number of other things we’re interested in, 
and we talked about updating the prioritization of our stocks as a way of looking at current climate 
conditions, and it’s been a long time since we did the prioritization, which was part of NMFS’ 
stock assessment improvement program, and so that could be something else that I think we could 
possibly work on here in 2025 and 2026. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Tom. 
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MR. ROLLER:  Thank you, Madam Chair.  I need to just bring up some concerns of the 
stakeholders regarding king mackerel.  I’ve been hearing from a lot of fishermen that they’re 
concerned about kings currently, right, that they’re catches and distribution of the fish have not -- 
Are not reflective of the more rosy stock assessment, and it’s one reason why we’re doing a fishery 
performance report in November at the AP, and so I just want to urge caution in moving that. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Jessica. 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  I guess I would just ask Tom if it could move back just a little bit, so that we 
could get this new data stream in there. 
 
MR. ROLLER:  That’s very fair, and I agree with that, but I also have to bring that up, just for the 
many stakeholders who are reaching out. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Andy. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  I wanted to go back to red grouper, and I have significant concerns with 
moving it, as late in the schedule as it is, and it’s under a ten-year rebuilding plan that we 
implemented in I think 2019, and so we would be essentially not getting assessment advice, 
scientific information, on the status of the population until the very end of that rebuilding plan.  If 
we’re going to do this, I think we have to have some sort of interim analysis, or something else, 
that is done for red grouper well before then. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Chip. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  During the discussion for SEDAR 86, there was some indication that a single-
stock model was not going to be considered the best scientific information available, or consistent 
with best scientific information available, and that’s why we’re suggesting to potentially move it 
back, because we don’t know -- We’re not going to be able to use the rebuilding plan anymore if 
we’re going from a single stock to two different stocks. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Andy. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  I fully understand that, but we assessed the stock previously, and at least a 
portion of the stock was not in good shape, and whether the whole portion of the stock is in bad 
shape is to be determined, right, but we shouldn’t just ignore our previous scientific advice, and 
we should look to get some science to guide, obviously, our management and whatever rebuilding 
plan changes would need to be based on that new information.  
 
DR. BELCHER:  John. 
 
MR. CARMICHAEL:  You know, I think that’s right, but the SSC had a lot of discussion about 
it, and that was one of the points that I made, and, you know, like in an ideal world, it would be 
nice to get the operational completed with a single stock, so we could evaluate the rebuilding plan, 
and that’s not going to happen.   
 
You know, the Science Center said that’s not the way we’re going to do this, and it’s not going to 
be considered best science, and so that’s not an option, and so we’re going to have to come up with 
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something else to evaluate that rebuilding plan, unless, you know, the Science Center changes its 
opinion and says, okay, well, we’ll go ahead and wrap this operational assessment up, and it’s 
pretty close to being completed, and you can evaluate the rebuilding plan, but the SSC meeting 
response was, no, that’s not going to happen, and so that puts us in a real quandary here, as far as 
evaluating that rebuilding plan, absolutely. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Jessica. 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  I guess I’m wondering, since you guys on the Steering Committee are going 
to have to take all of this and take it to the next meeting, and would it be helpful if Chip wrote this 
out, instead of us just moving things around on the spreadsheet, to talk about the reasons why 
we’re moving different things to different spots, et cetera?  Do we need to do that this week, and 
then maybe look at it in Full Council, in addition to just looking at the table?  Would that be helpful 
for the Steering Committee folks? 
 
DR. BELCHER:  I am looking to John on that.  I mean, I think, for us to keep things straight, it’s 
a good thing.  The question, I guess, would go to -- I mean, does the Gulf need to do that as well, 
and do our other partners need to do that as well?  I guess because it’s a slip-slide of the tiles on 
the schedule, right?  So maybe it would be good for us to capture ours, and then have that 
discussion with the other groups to do the same with theirs? 
 
DR. COLLIER:  I was thinking that everybody was going to do their own thing, and, if they want 
to move back, they can.  What we’re not doing is trying to move some of our slots into their 
assessment slots, and so we’re trying to keep everything aligned within what we are currently 
allowed, as the South Atlantic Council, and so I feel like this is an okay approach.  I will move red 
grouper up to just below snowy grouper, and I’m having some issues with merging cells right now, 
but that one will move up to that location, but I feel like, as long as we’re moving things down, 
and you guys realize that we’re not going to get some of the assessment advice that we’ve been 
used to getting through the SEDAR process, and I think it will be all right, but it’s going to be a 
heavy workload come 2026. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Andy. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  I want to go back to Jessica’s comment, and I really like that idea.  I find 
this very confusing and hard to follow, and it doesn’t provide, obviously, the rationale as to why 
we’re recommending moving things, or whether or not there’s agreement by the council of whether 
we should move things, and so I think it would be better if we could at least put together an outline 
of which assessments may be moved and the reasons for moving them. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Are you agreeable, Chip, for that? 
 
DR. COLLIER:  Yes, and I will get it done by Friday. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Laurilee. 
 
MS. THOMPSON:  I am going to make a big display of my ignorance here, but, you know, in 
listening, and I’ve been trying to figure it out for the last two years, but we talk about operational 
assessment, benchmark assessment, research tracks, interim analyses, management strategy 
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evaluations, SEDAR, and I can’t -- Like, when you look at the fisheries glossary, those things are 
not there, and is there -- Could there be some place on the website where all of those things are 
like put together and described, for some dummy like me to be able to put my finger on it, because 
it's hard to follow the discussion when I don’t have an understanding of what we’re talking about.  
That would be helpful for me. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  We will definitely add those pieces of information into the glossary and then also 
provide links to some of the webpages that are available for those projects. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Shep. 
 
MR. GRIMES:  Thank you, Madam Chair.  I was going to note that a lot of that stuff, I think, is 
defined, or discussed, in the SEDAR SOPPs, at least as to the different assessment types.  I will 
note that it is out-of-date, because it does not include research track, at least the last time I checked, 
but the other concepts are discussed and defined. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Jessica. 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  Can Chip also send us this version that has the numbers and the percentages 
on the side, so that we can look at that a little bit closer before Full Council? 
 
DR. COLLIER:  No problem. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Other comments and discussion on these?  Chip, what else can we help with 
with this?  I mean, I guess we kind of addressed 86 in this process as well.  I’m just saying as far 
as that was under the other item, and we had that out to the side, and I’m just making sure that you 
had enough for that.  Kerry. 
 
MS. MARHEFKA:  I’m just wondering, and are we going to be able to have the updated 
information in front of us when we look at the overall workplan spreadsheet, because that’s going 
to shift everything there too, isn’t it? 
 
DR. COLLIER:  I will try to get it to you tomorrow. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Andy. 
 
MR. STRELCHECK:  Clay mentioned it, but, you know, depending on, obviously, how this 
ultimately shuffles out, to me, the Science Center is going to have an opportunity to work on some 
things that will benefit the stock assessment process, going forward, and some of the things that 
we might want to capture, with Chip’s, you know, work with the next couple of days would be 
things like preparing for the FES pilot results and outcomes of that, to better integrate into future 
stock assessments, integration of State Reef Fish Survey data into future stock assessments. 
 
I’ve had conversations about dynamic reference points and kind of preparing the council for that, 
and so I think there’s a lot of opportunities here, where even if we’re not getting as many 
assessments from the Science Center, we could better position this council for future stock 
assessments and management. 
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DR. BELCHER:  Thanks, Andy.  Clay. 
 
DR. PORCH:  The thing I would add though is, as we’re contemplating moving some things 
around, there may be some options, and, for instance, red grouper, and potentially we do some sort 
of interim analysis, if we were going to push it off, but it’s hard to commit on the fly, and we need 
to step back and see what we can actually produce, and probably we could produce something in 
time for the SEDAR Steering Committee meeting, and we could have, in the meantime, some 
interaction with council staff, but it’s hard to sit here now and say, oh yeah, we’ll do this and this 
and that, without really taking a hard look at what all the options are. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Thanks for that.  Chip. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  For red grouper, I would say, as opposed to conducting an interim analysis, just 
do the operational assessment, I mean as a single stock, and, I mean, all the data has been pulled, 
and everything has been looked at.  It’s all aggregated, and it’s ready to go as a stock assessment, 
but it’s just it was identified with potential issues, when they were putting all the data together, 
that it could be two different stocks, and so I would hate for us to go forward with an interim 
analysis when we could potentially go forward with an operational assessment, when all the data 
has already been pulled. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Clay. 
 
DR. PORCH:  The only problem with that is both my folks, who would conduct the assessment, 
and the SSC agreed that it’s not the best way forward, given the evidence that we have now. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  That gives folks something to talk about come SEDAR Steering Committee 
time, but, anyway, we appreciate you guys being willing to look at that, Clay.  All right.  Any other 
discussion, or questions or comments, about what we’re doing under SEDAR?  Jessica. 
 
MS. MCCAWLEY:  I just was going to thank Chip for putting together this table, and with the 
percentages and stuff up there, and it’s super, super helpful. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay.  Any other discussion?  All right.  Seeing none, as we started earlier, 
tomorrow at 8:30, we will go into closed session, and we shouldn’t need probably more than fifteen 
to thirty minutes, and so just to, again, where we have some outgoing folks on some committees, 
and it’s repopulating those committees.  Okay. 
 
MR. CARMICHAEL:  That’s right, and, to be clear, the closed session is just to make some 
SEDAR appointments. 
 
DR. BELCHER:  Okay.  Chip, go ahead. 
 
DR. COLLIER:  I did want to introduce a new SEDAR employee, and we have Meisha Key back 
in the audience back there, and she is our new SEDAR Coordinator, and she’s taken over for 
Kathleen, and she previously worked with the California Department of Fish and Game, and she 
was a stock assessment analyst, and she was also chair of the Pacific SSC, vice chair of the Pacific 
SSC, and so she’s got a lot of stock assessment experience, and we’re very excited that she’s going 
to be working with us as a SEDAR Coordinator.  Welcome, Meisha.  
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DR. BELCHER:  Okay.  We’re going to go ahead and do a ten-minute break, and we will come 
back, and Jessica gets to take the floor for Snapper Grouper. 
 

(Whereupon, the meeting adjourned on September 12, 2023.) 
 

- - - 
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