
IFM – Draft MAFMC Motions 6/15/16 

1. Motion (Kaelin/Nolan): Move for new IFM programs to use an equal weighting scheme for 
funding prioritization. 
Motion carries 19/0/0 

 
2. Motion (King/Anderson): Move under item #21, create a subset of alternatives that would allow 

additional biological information to be collected (kept and discarded catch). 
Motion carries 19/0/0 
 

3. Motion (Kaelin/King): Move that slippage consequences would apply for ASM but not for EM, 
to be further reviewed after completion of the EM pilot project and clarify that slippage 
consequences are frameworkable. 
Motion carries 18/1/0 

 
4. Motion (Kaelin/Linhard): I move to approve the draft EA for public hearings as modified today. 

Motion carries 17/0/0 
 

5. Motion (Nolan/Kaelin): Move that if NE adopts adding the above or a similar motion2, then the 
Mid-Atlantic Council would approve adding similar flexibility for mid-water trawl mackerel 
fishing related to Alternative 2.23. 
Motion carries 15/1/2 

 
Notes: 
-Council indicated consent that it accepts the proposed simplified coverage calculation by NMFS. 

-Council indicated consent to align with NE motions regarding the ASM sampling requirements and that 
high volume training would be required for ASMs. 

 

                                                           

Footnotes prepared by NEFMC Staff, for clarification purposes. 
1 NEFMC Motion, April 20, 2016: (Kendall/Grout): That the Council refine the sampling protocol for at-sea 
monitors: (1) ASMs should collect information on retained catch (kept and incidental) and discarded catch; (2) 
ASMs should not collect biological samples (scales, otoliths, samples from marine mammals, sea birds, and sea 
turtles); (3) ASMs should collect length information; and (4) ASMs should be trained in the high-volume fishery. 
The motion carried unanimously on a show of hands (17/0/0). 
2 Herring Committee Motion, June 2, 2016: (Pierce/Kaelin): That the Council add an alternative to Section 2.0: 
Would apply a combination of monitoring coverage based on permit category or gear type: 

• “Would apply ASM coverage on Category A and B vessels using midwater trawl, purse seine and small 
mesh bottom trawl gear. Choose an ASM coverage target of 25%, 50%, 75%, or 100%.” 

• “After the goals of the sea herring/mackerel electronic monitoring pilot program are reached, midwater 
trawl and purse seines can choose to continue with ASM or use EM/portside sampling. The EM/portside 
sampling would be at a rate of 50% or 100%.” 

Rationale: This option would provide flexibility for vessel owners to choose between at-sea monitoring and 
electronic monitoring/portside sampling, and allows the fleet to operate in a more cost-efficient manner.  
The motion carried on a show of hands (8/0/1). 
3 Mackerel Alternative 2.2 would require vessels with limited access mackerel permits using midwater trawl gear 
and vessels with Tier 1 mackerel permits using small mesh bottom trawl gear to carry an at-sea monitor on every 
declared mackerel trip selected for coverage by NMFS. 

wcloutier
Typewritten Text
15a. Observer Policy Committee - June 21-23, 2016					#7




