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The Law Enforcement Committee of the South Atlantic Fishery Management Council convened
at the Marriott Hutchinson Island, Stuart, Florida, on Monday, June 10, 2019, and was called to
order by Chairman Mel Bell.
MR. BELL: We’re going to go into the Law Enforcement Committee, and this is the non-closed
part, and so we have one major agenda item, which is to receive a briefing on the Law Enforcement
AP meeting held recently in Charleston, and Captain Bob Lynn from Georgia DNR is the Chair of
the AP, and he will run through his report, and, as we do, we can hit on some items that we may
want to have some questions and discussion about specific things, as we get to them, and so, Bob,
I will turn it over to you.
CAPTAIN LYNN: Thank you, Mel, and good afternoon. We will start out with we met at the
Town & Country Inn in Charleston, South Carolina on May 23 and 24 to discuss several issues
that were brought before us for concern or input.
We will start out with Amendment 33, red snapper season modifications. There was some
discussion about short openings, as far as law enforcement concerns go, and the short openings
comment that was made that kind of just stuck in my mind was that short openings could create
some search and rescue concerns, because people are going to go whether their boat or their
equipment is ready or not when the season opens. They are going to go regardless, because it’s
open. If it’s a short season, most people are going to take advantage of that, regardless of the
condition of their boat or their seaworthiness of their ability and pay attention to the weather and
other factors that deal with navigation, and so that’s just a comment on consideration of opening a
short season.
Next, moving on, we looked at regulations in the harvest of dolphin aboard for-hire vessels in the
Mid-Atlantic and New England region. We made a motion to the effect that no filleting of dolphin
be allowed in the EEZ off the Atlantic. It’s difficult enough to identify fish after they’ve been
placed in the cooler on ice. When you start filleting, or you start skinning, and I believe there was
a recommendation in the letter we had, or thoughts on the letter that we had from the Mid-Atlantic
Council of a one-by-one-inch piece of skin left on a fillet.
That is just near impossible for a law enforcement officer to deal with at-sea, when you’re talking
about fillets and then you’re talking about racks, and you’ve got to match fillets with racks, and
you’re talking about an extended amount of time on a vessel counting fillets and counting racks
and looking at skin. To be delayed at-sea a long time would be a consequence of that, much less
being very difficult for a law enforcement officer to identify what species of fish you’ve got
onboard, and a one-by-one piece of skin would definitely be very difficult to try to identify a fish,
nearly impossible, and so we really didn’t recommend allowing that in the South Atlantic, to be
honest with you, on that concern.
MR. BELL: Any questions about that? I mean, it was a request from the Mid-Atlantic, and so
there may be some questions on that.
MS. BECKWITH: I agree with you on the one-inch-by-one-inch skin and the counting of the
racks, but we’ve also had some alternate things to consider, which is not having the racks be part
of it, and, similar to our Bahamian rules, have two fillets equal one fish, period, independent of
racks, and so, if you’ve got big mahi and you cut it into four pieces, that counts as two fish. Of
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course, to follow more similarly to what we had in our Bahamian rules, which would be to leave
the complete skin on those dolphin and to do it just for dolphin, and I think -- I don’t have an
opinion set on if I think this is a good idea or not, and I’m just sort of working through what I’ve
had these discussions with the folks, and one benefit that has been indicated to me, above what we
did with the Bahamian rules, is this fish would not be frozen, and so these fillets would be recently
caught, and they would be iced down, but they wouldn’t be frozen, and so being able to pull out a
fillet to count with the full skin on might be easier than what some of the Fish and Wildlife folks
off of Florida are having to deal with with those frozen fish coming back from the Bahamas, but I
certainly agree that having to count the racks and the individual fillets and the one-inch-by-oneinch is sort of a non-starter, but do you have any sense on if they would still be as opposed to it if
we were counting two fillets equals a fish with the full skin on?
CAPTAIN LYNN: That was discussed as well, and we would rather not start that, just because it
has a tendency to go from one species to another species, and where does it stop? What is the next
request that we get, and what’s the difference between the dolphin or another species that they
would want to fillet and leave skin on, and so where do we wind up down the road was the question
that the Law Enforcement Committee ran with.
We did decide, if that was going to be allowed, that definitely the skin would need to be left on
both fillets, and a one-by-one is nothing. You cannot identify, but we would rather leave it as-is,
because it does open the door for further consideration of what other species, and what’s next that
would want to be filleted at-sea and brought back, and so that’s just something for the council to
consider.
MR. BELL: I will say they did spend a lot of time discussing this, and we’re getting kind of the
abbreviated version, and they didn’t make a lot of motions, but that was one of the few motions
they actually made, and so Lieutenant Fair may want to help us out, and he’s actually on -- He was
at the meeting representing the Coast Guard, and he might want to weigh-in a little bit more on
that, Warren, if you wanted to.
LT. FAIR: Thank you, Mel. Just to Anna’s point with the racks and fillets, and we deal with this
coming back from the Bahamas, but that’s not really an issue, because we’re not looking at size
requirements, but, once we start filleting fish and matching up fish with two fillets equals one, you
start getting into do we now just do away with the size requirement for dolphin in the three lower
states, because, as of right now, North Carolina doesn’t have a size requirement, but they still retain
the rack, and I’m not sure why, but, if we didn’t require the rack and left the skin on, the
identification piece is not an issue, but now it’s a size requirement issue, and how many shorts do
they actually have, and so I think it was a unanimous discussion, and I think Mr. Dunn even was
pretty adamant.
Just like the Captain said, once we start allowing the dolphin to be filleted at-sea, what’s the next
fish that is -- Then we’re starting to get into a size requirement and how we’re matching up making
sure that the fish that have a specific size requirement in the lower three states are going to be legal
fish.
MR. BELL: Thanks. Any more questions or discussion on that particular topic right now?
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CAPTAIN LYNN: That was brought up. Thank you, Warren, for reminding me of that, but the
size issue. If you fillet both sides, then the size issue would present itself then and how do you
measure -- How do you know if it was a legal size, once you have both fillets and you have no
rack to measure, and so you would have to keep the rack in order to enforce the size limit.
MR. BELL: If there’s nothing else on that right now, we can let Bob just kind of work on through,
and we’ll touch on things as you go.
CAPTAIN LYNN: Rigged and ready, and the next one was the best fishing practices, and I believe
this was to discuss stainless-steel circle hooks, and this went into descending devices as well.
Rigged and ready, trying to define “rigged and ready”, we sat and talked about that for a great deal
of time, and the LE AP did not come up with an enforceable definition of “rigged and ready” for
law enforcement.
The requirement to have a descending device or circle hooks onboard a vessel, that’s either a yes
you do or no you don’t, and so that is enforceable, but what is rigged and ready and approved and
serviceable, those are all terms that sound good, but the enforceability of them are around zero.
It’s the officer’s discretion and the court’s discretion, and how do you prove serviceable, and
what’s approved, and we discussed approved as far as descending devices go, and the council will
have to come up with a list of approved descending devices that would be approved in some
method, however the council wanted to tackle that for it to be approved, but then, year to year,
devices change, and businesses go out of business, and so what’s on the list this year may be half
the year, and some of the businesses went out, and there may be a better device out there that won’t
be added until the next time the council meets, or the next year, and so there’s issues that present
themselves there.
We kind of went around and around about this and discussed it, but it’s very difficult to enforce
rigged and ready and serviceable and approved and commercially available, and we kind of just - We just leave it as-is, because there is no way, I don’t think, to be able to define those terms that
would stand up in court. What would stand up in court, as I’ve mentioned, is either you have it
onboard or you don’t, and so we kind of left it.
MR. BELL: If I could kind of add to that a little bit, as I listened to, again, a long discussion about
this, and it’s some of the things that we’ve discussed and heard before, which is basically the
simplest thing would be these five devices. Well, we’re not going down that road, and the west
coast didn’t go down that road either, and so what it boils down to is an officer intercepts a boat,
and they have snapper grouper species onboard, and it’s, okay, show me your descending device.
They will show the officer something, but the officer is really not in a position to kind of judge
that that will work or that won’t work or I know that will work or that won’t work, and it’s just a
matter of -- I think what it will boil down to is the fishermen will give this some thought, and they
will know it’s a requirement, and they will show them something. If they show them nothing,
then, like Bob said, that’s pretty cut and dried. It’s boom.
I don’t see us getting to a point where we’re defining specific devices, and we’re not going to
certify or approve specific devices, and so I think where we will be is there will be a requirement
to have something, and folks will have to give some thought to this and produce something, and
then, as we mentioned, the rigged and ready part of that something, whatever it is that they show
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the officer, that is, again, difficult to enforce, because we’re asking our Coast Guard folks and our
state guys and NOAA folks to basically make a judgment call about that will work or that won’t
work, either it is or it isn’t, but they don’t need to be trying to make a lot of -- I mean, they can use
discretion, but they don’t need to be making judgment calls, which probably might not even hold
up if it comes to a court case or something, or a challenge, and so, again, like Bob said, it’s a lot
of the things we’ve talked about and things we’ve struggled with before, and so there wasn’t
anything really new, other than they just felt enforceability was a bit of a challenge with this, but
the simplest piece would just be either you have something or you don’t have something.
Lieutenant Fair, do you want to add anything to that, or are we good?
LT. FAIR: Thanks, Mel. I think exactly what the Captain said. We all agree that having a
descending device is probably the most appropriate thing to be able to get the fish back down and
re-pressurize, but, barring using officer discretion on whether a homemade device is going to work
and it’s going to release the fish at a specific depth or having a black-and-white list of five approved
or ten approved commercially-available -- It just depends on what that definition comes out to, or,
regardless of what the definition is, you’re not going to be able to make a case on a descending
device, other than he does or he does not have a device onboard.
If the intent is looking for an enforceability, and I don’t think that should be the intent. It’s behavior
modification, and maybe they’re out there and they’re releasing fish at a depth, so they can increase
the mortality rate, but the only discrepancy or violation you’re going to get is did they have
something on the boat or did they not, and, if we’re okay with that, that’s fine, but, if we’re not
going to approve a list of commercially-available things, you’re never going to be able to enforce
it.
MR. BELL: The thing I did hear them discuss as well, and we talked about it, is the key to success
with this is eventually going to be behavior modification, but it’s education and outreach and
getting fishermen who are already conservation minded, for the most part, to just do the right thing,
and eventually they will, and there will be a requirement, and so they will have to give some
thought to what it is that I’m going to have on my boat and try to use to do the right thing, and so
I think the interactions between law enforcement and fishermen, as this becomes mandatory, are
important, but it’s going to be a lot of education and outreach, and that’s on us as well, to just -Again, this needs to become a cultural thing, where eventually not to use them becomes socially
unacceptable in the fishing community, and I think it will work out, but, basically, the strength of
this, from an enforcement standpoint, will be that either you have it or you don’t have it.
CAPTAIN LYNN: The next thing we discussed was priorities for the joint enforcement
agreements, and that was done by Assistant Director Tracy Dunn of NOAA, and, basically, he said
that was on a five-year plan for input, from various agencies, and, of course, the council’s
consideration of any concerns, and so the next input will be in 2021, for the next five-year plan,
and, of course, NOAA is always looking for any comments at any time, but the next plan will not
be formulated until 2021, and, of course, it can be -- Any concerns that come out can be adjusted
on the states’ JEAs at the time for a concern or a particular priority on a certain area, if there is a
great deal of concern or violations or something that needs to be addressed immediately at the
time.
MR. BELL: The five-year process is kind of the official thing, but, again, if we have concerns as
a council, or state folks, working with your state folks, you can bring those up anytime, but I think
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the question was about how do they receive input from us, or how do we provide them with input
towards setting their priorities, and that’s there is the official five-year process, but we can provide
input anytime we want, if things are going on that we feel need attention.
CAPTAIN LYNN: That’s correct, Mel. The next thing on the list that we discussed was guidance
on the prohibition and retention of species in state waters when the harvest in federal waters is
closed, and, basically, this is for the app, and we’re just looking for some verbiage to put on it to
direct fishermen on how to handle those situations, and the three bulleted points that I believe you
have in front of you was the verbiage that was landed on that would be on the app to help the
angler better understand what’s open and what’s closed and what they may or may not be able to
bring back into state waters or fish in federal waters and bring it back into state waters, and so that
will be for consideration for the app.
MR. BELL: Any questions about that? I know some state folks may have interest in that, but I
think they worked through that, and are we clear? Okay.
CAPTAIN LYNN: Heads and fins intact, that was brought up about tomtate, and it was a
discussion for tomtate and using them as bait, and I believe we landed basically on -- Kind of for
the council to decide, if I’m not mistaken, but there is no size limit and no creel limit, but they’re
being prohibited because they’re in the South Atlantic snapper grouper, and so they can’t be -- It
says you can be eviscerated, gilled, and scale, but it must otherwise be maintained in a whole
condition, and so, if you use the whole fish at the time, you can fish with it, but, if you cut the fish
up for bait, then it would be against the regulation, and so that was just a discussion that was
brought up for the council. I guess it’s food for thought.
MR. BELL: I was trying to think of the evolution of the question or whatever, but if someone has
something specific about that. Technically, they are part of the snapper grouper management unit,
and you’re not supposed to do that, but it’s not been an issue, I guess. Cameron, did you have
something?
MS. RHODES: Yes, and so I think that the evolution of the question is me, and so I have received
phone calls from fishermen, multiple fishermen, and I think they had been in communication with
each other after speaking with me, and there was confusion, because they didn’t understand the
rationale for why they wouldn’t be able to use tomtate if there isn’t a size limit in place, and,
originally, in previous amendments, it seemed that the council’s intent was to allow fishermen to
use tomtate as bait, which is still true now, and you can use it as bait, as long as it’s in whole form,
but there was -- There were quite a few questions from the fishermen I spoke with about if the
council really intended for folks to not be able to use tomtate as bait when cutting it and if there
were any major concerns. I think folks just want an explanation as to why that regulation is set
the way it is, and I can take that back to them pretty easily, depending on what conversations you
have here today.
MR. BELL: All right. I don’t think it’s the council’s intention to not allow tomtate to be cut up
for bait, is it?
MS. MCCAWLEY: No, but it’s part of the complex, and that’s one of the rules for the entire
complex.
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MR. BELL: I guess the overall intent was, whenever that was established, was thinking, okay,
well, it’s things that you would normally retain and land and might have a size limit, but, if you
don’t have a size limit, it may not be that big of a deal.
MS. MCCAWLEY: Right. It’s still technically supposed to count against your bag limit, if you
have an overall bag limit, even though you cut it up and use it for bait and you don’t have it
anymore, that was one of your fish.
MR. BELL: Is that something we really want to -- Okay. Good. Thank you.
MS. BROUWER: Just to clarify, tomtate are excluded from the twenty-fish aggregate limit, and
so there is no bag limit, and there is no size limit, and they can’t be cut up for bait. They can be
used for bait as long as they are whole. That is currently the way it’s set up, and we were just
wondering if the council wanted to further their discussions on whether that was how the regulation
was intended to be, because it was put in place in 1992.
MR. BELL: Does anybody remember back that far? Okay, and so we don’t really need to worry
about this anymore. Can you answer the -- I just want to make sure, if Cameron gets questions,
she can answer them, but I don’t -- Maybe that’s not even worth worrying about. All right. Let’s
move on. What’s next, Bob?
CAPTAIN LYNN: Quite a lengthy discussion on recreational bag limit sales. Just to sum that up,
and there will probably be some discussion, I’m assuming, but, to sum that up, we recommend that
you not consider recreational sales for any managed species, just because where does it go from
one species to another? If you allow one, what’s to stop the rest? If you’re selling fish, it’s
commercial, and so you’re either commercial or you’re recreational.
MR. BELL: Anna, would you like to weigh-in there?
MS. BECKWITH: I can say that I learned something new in reading through this LE AP report,
because I was not aware that the Florida regulation that is cited in here allows for the sale of
dolphin caught on a vessel that is dually-permitted, but am I to read that that the charter guys that
are dually-permitted are legally allowed to sell their recreational catch off of a charter, because
that’s how I read it, and so I’m not sure if that’s the intent of that.
It says that Florida does allow sale of dolphin caught on vessels that have both a for-hire and a
commercial permit, see rule language below, 68B-41.0007, Prohibited Sale; Vessel for Hire
Exception, and the captain of a vessel for-hire may sell a dolphin that was harvested aboard a
charter vessel pursuant to sub-section such and such, if the captain is properly licensed by both
state and federal authorities to harvest dolphin for commercial purposes. I just wanted to make
sure that that was not opening up a loophole to allow recreationally-caught fish to be sold, but -MS. MCCAWLEY: I am going to let Erika answer. She knows more about the regs than I do.
MS. BURGESS: Part of this is a holdover, and one thing that supersedes everything else that’s in
that rule is the requirements of the federal permit. If you have a federal dolphin wahoo charter
permit, you cannot sell your dolphin. If you caught it in federal waters, you cannot sell your
dolphin, and this applies to state waters and vessels that do not have a federal permit.
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MR. GRINER: Now I am more confused than ever. If I am a charter boat with a federal for-hire
permit, I can sell my dolphin if I catch them in state waters?
MS. BURGESS: No, you cannot sell it, because the condition of your federal permit says you
cannot sell that fish.
MR. GRINER: So under what conditions can a charter captain in Florida sell his dolphin?
MS. BURGESS: If you are a charter captain who has a federal permit, an SPL, and an RS, you
land your fish, and you can sell it commercially, but not someone who has a federal dolphin wahoo
charter permit.
MR. GRINER: So you’re talking about -- The permit you’re talking about is the open access
federal commercial permit?
MS. BURGESS: The charter permit, the dolphin wahoo federal charter permit.
MR. BELL: Let Erika slowly explain this.
MS. BURGESS: Okay. If you are a charter captain who has no federal charter permit, and so the
State of Florida issues a state waters charter permit, and, in addition to your state waters charter
permit, you possess a commercial dolphin wahoo permit, a state saltwater products license, and a
state restricted species endorsement, you can sell your clients’ dolphin wahoo.
MS. BECKWITH: Go back. You said no federal permits, but then you said they have to the -MS. BURGESS: No federal charter permit, and so this would be a very small universe of people,
because, to target dolphin wahoo in federal waters, you would have to have the federal charter
permit.
MR. BREWER: You’re right that it’s even smaller still, because most of those fish are going to
be caught in federal waters, just because of the depth. It does sound though like maybe -- I was
an early proponent of charter boat sales, bag sales, and I am starting to lean against that now, but
it does sound like maybe the State of Florida needs to take a look at this issue, because, potentially,
you’ve got people that are catching fish in federal waters and bringing it in and claiming it was
caught in state waters and selling it. I don’t like that look, and so maybe the FWC could take a
look at that, and maybe they already have, but that would be my suggestion.
MR. BELL: Keep in mind that this is an issue that we had some discussion from a law enforcement
perspective, and they pointed out that it had some challenges and some issues, and they were not
-- If you ask them, they were not in favor of that, and so, as far as anything else we might want to
do related to it, that kind of takes us over the dolphin wahoo discussion.
LCDR MONTES: One more point just to throw out at it, and it’s something we’ve talked about a
couple of times since I’ve been on the council, but, when you start going down the path of selling
commercially, then we have to start talking about the commercial fishing vessel safety
requirements as well. Then the enforceability of that is something that we’ve been, especially in

9

Law Enforcement Committee
June 10, 2019
Stuart, FL

the HMS world, we’ve been talking about for years, it seems like, and I don’t know if we even
have resolution on that yet, and, if we do, then I missed that memo, but that’s just another
complicating factor, that maybe we’ll also -- It’s going to be costly to then keep up with both the
charter inspected boat requirements and the commercial fishing vessel safety requirements.
MR. BELL: That was discussed at the meeting.
MS. BECKWITH: I understand where you’re going with this, but certainly, if that’s the way that
the verbiage reads in you all’s rules, it is confusing when it says, if the captain is properly licensed
by both state and federal authorities, and so I’m sure that there’s somewhere where it specifies that
you have to have the state charter license, but the federal commercial, and so I’m sure it’s clear
somewhere, but it certainly wasn’t here, and I think it does add an interesting gray area for someone
to try and work around.
MR. BELL: Okay, and so, from an enforceability standpoint, they weighed-in, and they explained
some of their concerns, and that’s what we need to hear. If, in Dolphin Wahoo, we want to discuss
this further, then there is various other aspects of it that we can discuss, but, from an enforceability
standpoint, any questions or any more comments related to just the enforcement piece of this?
okay. I can turn it back over to Bob, but I think that’s about it.
I will say one thing that he didn’t mention, and that was that Captain Scott Pearce with FWC was
elected as the Vice Chair of the AP now, and Bob is going to continue as the Chair, and so anything
else report-wise, Bob?
CAPTAIN LYNN: No, just to bring up, and I believe it came about in our discussion about the
dolphin wahoo, but the mackerel folks as well said that, if you all allow them, then we want it too,
and so that just goes back to the road that we were talking about, about where does it stop, and, if
you allow one to start, then several more are going to probably want to do the same, and so that’s
just an enforcement nightmare across a wide span of species then, rather than just trying to worry
about dolphin and wahoo. Then you’ll have mackerel, and what’s next, in the enforcement realm.
MR. BELL: Right, and they talked about that, and we’ve kind of discussed that a little bit before
as well, but that was one of the things that they did spend a little time pointing out, was that where
does it stop, and, rationally, how do you stop it?
CAPTAIN LYNN: Never let it start.
MR. BELL: There you go. Anything else, Bob, report-wise, that you want to -CAPTAIN LYNN: That’s it. We did discuss having an in-person meeting and try to start -- We
would like to meet at least twice a year, and I think I discussed this last year, at the council when
I was here, but we would like to do an October/November, at least a webinar or a conference call,
just in case the council does have some burning issues and to be able to address that, instead of us
just meeting one time a year. Sometimes we are in front of the eight-ball, but most of the time
we’re behind the eight-ball, because we only meet once a year, and the council meets four times a
year, and so there are some concerns that we may need to address.
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MR. BELL: Something to just keep in mind is that just about every amendment we’re working
on at some point is going to have an enforceability aspect, and so that’s why we need to make sure
they’re kind of up to speed, in terms of what we’re doing, and so that’s where twice a year -- Even
if we did the second one by webinar, at least we could keep them current on the things that are
progressing through, and then they could kind of give it a sanity check, from the enforceability
standpoint, I guess, and so I think there’s some value in that. If that’s it for the report, is there any
other questions for Bob? Shifting gears then, Doug, did you have something else?
MR. HAYMANS: I mentioned this morning that I had the opportunity to go to an LMR meeting
last week, or the week before last, and I highly encourage everybody to -- If there’s one in your
area, if your Coasties are getting together, go meet with them, because I learned something that I
wanted to bring to the council, and I feel like this is probably the best place.
We were talking about licensing, and we had not only twenty Coasties in the room, or BOs in the
room, and I learned that term, but, also, NMFS Enforcement was there, and, for a short time, our
DNR was there, and the question about licensing in federal waters came up and the fact that the
BOs nor the federal fisheries folks ask to see a license when you encounter somebody in federal
waters, and that really astounded me.
Why isn’t that the first question that’s asked, is may I see your fishing license, and so the whole
discussion went on about they don’t need one. Well, yes, they do need one through the National
Angler Registry and the states exemption, and so I guess my point in bringing it up was maybe
this committee, and through the council, we could reach out and make sure that -- I don’t know,
but reach out to all the council areas, I don’t know, and find out who is requesting to see fishing
licenses or not, because that’s the first thing, right, is are you legally licensed to fish.
MR. BELL: You are speaking from a recreational standpoint specifically?
MR. HAYMANS: Well, yes. That was the topic of discussion, yes, the National Angler Registry.
MR. BELL: Because I think, and I can’t speak for all the states, but I think our guys, when they
encounter somebody that is on a commercial trip, that’s pretty straightforward, but, yes,
technically, there is not a federal fishing license out there, but you’re right that there is a
requirement to have one in order to -MR. HAYMANS: Well, there is a federal requirement. That’s the National Angler Registry, and
it’s $29, and the only way that you can fish in the EEZ and not have it is to be exempted, i.e.,
having a state fishing license, and so, if they’re not -- I mean, we have so few encounters with
fishermen anyway, it would seem to me that that would be one of the first things that the Coast
Guard and National Marine Fisheries and others ask, is to see a proper license.
MR. BELL: Good point, and that’s something we can certainly provide some feedback in the
other direction, from a training standpoint, or just operationally. Any other business to come
before the Law Enforcement Committee?
CAPTAIN LYNN: One thing, Mel. Lieutenant Warren Fair, Warren, would you stand up for just
a second, please, sir? Warren will be retiring, and I just wanted to thank him for his service, and
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I’m glad that he’s here with us today, because he retires soon, and I just wanted to tell him that we
appreciate him.
MR. BELL: Yes, he does. Thank you so much for all you’ve done in training folks, and I will
also point out that he’s a resident of Georgia, and, if anybody wants a sharp guy -CAPTAIN LYNN: He is applying, I do believe.
MR. BELL: He might be looking for a job, because he’s too young to actually really retire. Thank
you, Warren.
CAPTAIN LYNN: I have nothing further, Mel. I’m through.
MR. BELL: Good. Well, if there’s no other business to come before the Law Enforcement
Committee, that concludes our business, and we’ll adjourn.
(Whereupon, the meeting adjourned on June 10, 2019.)
---
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