Discussion Document 7

Jurisdictional authority, cooperation and coordination

Under existing governance and management authorities, any EPU- or place-based fishery-
ecosystem-planFEP will require a considerable amount of cooperation and coordination to be
effective. Many Speeiesand-stocks managed by the NEFMC;- overlap in distribution (and in
some cases, management jurisdiction) with the MAFMC, the ASMFC, NMFS-, (highly-

migratory-species-lobsters—and-striped-bass-in-federalwaters)-coastal states, and Canada eften-
haveeveﬂappmgﬂ%nmn&am-eeele%%m&eraenens The ecologlcal interactions between

~-that occur across the

eparate and

often uncoordlnated management of energetlcally related spemes and stocks by different
management authorities is ai—the—heaFt—ef—tkerssew—suppeﬁmggart of the need for eeesystem—

Comment [TC1]: Not relevant to this section.
This is supposed to focus on management
jurisdiction.

Ideally, Aall interrelated fishery management bodies must-would collectively agree to abide by
ecosystem constraints and major goals for stocks within an FEP in-the-aggregate-or else
achieving the goals of a-the FEP wiH-could be severely compromised._However, in cases where
such coordination is not possible, the FEP should, at minimum, include mechanisms to account
for the production, mortality, and ecological interactions occurring outside the Council’s
jurisdiction for shared resources. This document discusses how the existing management

authorities can work together to manage place-based fisheries that are defined by EPU catch
control rules.
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/{Comment [TC2]: Not relevant. ]
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Subordinate to ecosystem constraints on total removal, the composition of those removals will
need to be managed by limits on catch by guild. Doing so is a core requirement to achieving-the-
goals-and-operation-objectives-te-ensure sufficient forage availability, species diversity, and fish

demographics to meet multiple (sometimes conflicting) goals and objectives._

As with total ecosystem removals, all fishery management bodies Mm—ﬂeedshould strive ﬁo build ﬁ Comment [TC3]: We can’t demand anything of }
a general consensus about what the optimal mix of results should be and abide by the catch limits other management authorities.

for the guilds in the EPU.

/{Comment [TC4]: Not relevant. ]

Fishery measures that pertain to specific species or stocks would be developed and approved by
the management body that has authority to manage that species or stock._ However, measures for
stocks with overlapping management jurisdiction would ideally be coordinated such that they
would be consistent with the objectives of the FEP.
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/{Comment [TC5]: Not relevant. ]

Fishing activities in an MU would be governed by the existing management authorities that are
authorized to managed species and stocks caught there. A lead management authority would-be-
narmedcould be designated based on the preponderance of catch within the MU, similar to how

management authority is identified now, but by area rather than by species or stock. Other
management authorities wewd-could collaborate through joint management where appropriate,
similar to what currently occurs with summer flounder, monkfish, and_spiny dogfish._|In cases

where the Council is not the lead authority for a particular MU, the FEP would have to Comment [TC6]: What would make sense here
; : are a couple lists: 1 - a list of the Council-managed
accommodate and/or account for the management measures implemented by the lead authority. stocks that have jurisdictional overlap of

management (e.g., GB cod, monkfish, etc.), and 2 —
a list of species within each EPU that are NOT
managed by the Council (e.g., lobster, tautog, black
sea bass, etc.). Let’s clearly identify who manages
what across the Council’s jurisdiction and the
boundaries of the FEP.

Comment [TC7]: So now we’re creating new
management boards? Where did this come from?

Comment [TC8]: This is all overreach. The
Council does not get to dictate how other authorities
manage their fisheries. All the Council can do is try
to coordinate its own management for the stocks for
which it has authority. This sounds like a whole-sale
overhaul of the entire regional fisheries management
system. That is not within the purview or authority
of the FEP.
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