








My	
  name	
  is	
  Jack	
  Robinson—100	
  percent	
  of	
  my	
  earned	
  income	
  is	
  through	
  
commercial	
  fishing.	
  
The	
  2012	
  Gulf	
  king	
  mackerel	
  season	
  was	
  a	
  53	
  day	
  opener,	
  a	
  very	
  short	
  
season	
  because	
  too	
  many	
  boats	
  showed	
  up;	
  rent-­‐a-­‐boat,	
  rent-­‐a-­‐captain	
  
and	
  cheap	
  fish	
  prices.	
  There	
  will	
  be	
  more	
  boats	
  next	
  year.	
  DesJn,	
  FL	
  
panhandle	
  2012	
  season	
  was	
  very	
  short	
  as	
  well.	
  The	
  same	
  scenario:	
  a	
  lot	
  
of	
  boats,	
  rent-­‐a-­‐boat,	
  rent-­‐a-­‐captain;	
  one	
  big	
  party.	
  I	
  know	
  the	
  Gulf	
  
Council	
  is	
  aware	
  of	
  this	
  problem,	
  and	
  I	
  hope	
  the	
  Council	
  will	
  consider	
  a	
  
historical	
  qualifying	
  endorsement,	
  or	
  catch	
  shares.
The	
  historical	
  fisherman	
  will	
  not	
  last	
  with	
  shorter	
  seasons	
  and	
  cheaper	
  
prices.	
  The	
  part-­‐Jmers	
  and	
  job-­‐fisherman	
  will;	
  they	
  can	
  go	
  back	
  to	
  their	
  
jobs.	
  I	
  don’t	
  understand…Washington	
  wants	
  a	
  reducJon	
  in	
  fleet,	
  but	
  the	
  
marine	
  fisheries	
  make	
  it	
  so	
  easy	
  to	
  qualify	
  for	
  these	
  permits.	
  There	
  are	
  
way	
  too	
  many	
  king	
  mackerel	
  permits	
  for	
  such	
  a	
  small	
  tack.
Amendments	
  19	
  and	
  20	
  are	
  not	
  good;	
  a	
  September	
  1	
  opening	
  would	
  be	
  a	
  
disaster,	
  and	
  that	
  would	
  put	
  the	
  Gulf,	
  panhandle,	
  Naples,	
  Key	
  West,	
  
Florida	
  east	
  coast,	
  and	
  North	
  Carolina	
  fishing	
  at	
  the	
  same	
  Jme.	
  It	
  would	
  
just	
  be	
  an	
  absolute	
  disaster.	
  The	
  price	
  of	
  fish	
  would	
  crash,	
  and	
  would	
  
never	
  recover	
  as	
  we	
  went	
  into	
  the	
  fall	
  season.	
  This	
  is	
  very,	
  very	
  bad	
  for	
  
the	
  fisherman.	
  We	
  need	
  to	
  get	
  our	
  king	
  mackerel	
  commi[ee	
  together	
  and	
  
solve	
  these	
  problems.	
  I	
  do	
  not	
  know	
  who	
  came	
  up	
  with	
  amendments	
  19	
  
and	
  20,	
  but	
  I	
  DO	
  know	
  that	
  they	
  are	
  not	
  in	
  our	
  user	
  group.	
  
Our	
  stocks	
  are	
  taking	
  a	
  beaJng	
  because	
  of	
  the	
  huge	
  growth	
  of	
  our	
  king	
  
mackerel	
  fleet.	
  There	
  are	
  over	
  1,400	
  king	
  mackerel	
  permits	
  out	
  there.	
  
Should	
  I	
  do	
  the	
  math?	
  There	
  should	
  only	
  be	
  100	
  permits	
  to	
  be	
  allowed	
  an	
  
averaged	
  earned	
  income	
  with	
  our	
  tack.	
  
Please	
  help	
  the	
  historical	
  fisherman	
  and	
  their	
  families.	
  Please	
  consider	
  all	
  
that	
  I	
  have	
  wri[en,	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  my	
  25	
  years	
  of	
  experience	
  as	
  a	
  king	
  
mackerel	
  fisherman.	
  
	
  
Thank	
  you	
  very	
  much.
Sincerely,
Jack	
  Robinson









2/14/2012 10:57:
02 Van Hubbard vanhubbard@captvan.com

on 3.1.2 Alt. 1 no action is ok.
2&3 eliminate most permit holders from Lee to Crtris Counties because we have not
been allowed to sell kings but a few weeks every few years since 1986!
alt 4 with 2009 control date eliminates most of us because we did get to fish and get
some landings the Fall of 2010 because of oil spill in panhandle in 2010!
3.1.3 Spanish
alt 1 no action because you have no moratorium on Spanish now!note our areas
Spanish landings are soft because wenned to be able to also sell kings to sell enough
to afford to fish!
your management zones are so varried and inconsistant that it would be challenging
to do any changes that are fair. already way to many problems with quotas and trip
limits! consider some conformaty? please.
3.3 already limited number of permits No action required.
action 5 A current rules are fine.
b, cobia could be added to kingfish if you wnat to slow landings yet allow commercial
fishermen to sell some.   why eliminate income requirements and now? yes hardships
need to be addressed! If someone is earning so much he can take time to fish let the
needy fisherman have the few fish we can now sell!  trip tickets can be considered but
hard for some charter captains?
6. I understand Florida is considering a ban on gill nets in thiis state and most of gill
netting is here I believe. this may remove your need for consideration?
thank you all for your consideration and hard work. Captain Van Hubbard. Guide since
1976 and commercial fisherman since 1972. Placida, Fl.33946
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3/23/2012 8:27:23 Nicholas Patzig pmsbigred1@yahoo.com

Action 1.  no, their should be no action. Cobia already have management on them
and no other regulations are required.
 
Action 2.  currently recreational king mackerel have been sold to prevent the waste of
a resource when the customers leave on for-hire vessels. However the large problem
is to the commercial fishers whos quota is charged with the catch when sold.  A
special saltwater products license for recreational vessels not selling those fish under
a commercial fishing permit should not be counted
against the commercial quota but should be counted against the recreational quota.
 
furthermore federal  commercial permits are currently required for king and spanish
mackerel and their is no need for another permit for cobia.  currently florida has a six
per boat possession law for cobia both commercial sale and recreational catch this
two could be adopted by the other coastal states.
 
recreational tournament sales could be covered under the same salt water
products license to cover the sales and take them off the recreational quota not the
commercial quota.
 
 
Action 3.  the gill net sector should have been phased out by not allowing the transfer
of those permits just as the fish traps are phased out.  the condition of those fish
caught are bad at best.
 
the hook and line sector has a major problem that needs to be addressed.  vessels
that home port in other parts of the gulf and south atlantic have been allowed to fish in
as many zones and subzones as they wish and catch that zones quota very quick not
allowing the local fishermen who home port in that zone.  If a zone regulatory is not
eliminated then each
vessels home zone quota should be the quota its fish are counted against not the
zone that the vessel is encroaching in.  i.e. if a vessel is home ported in key west and
is fishing in the western zone the fish that boat catch and sold in louisiana will be
counted against the west coast sub-zone so as to not penalize the local fishermen.
but preferred alternative is to eliminate the zones all together that way no one will care
if boats fish in your home waters and let the TAC fill but set the same trip limits at 500
lbs for all commercial vessels to prevent flooding the markets and driving down the ex-
vessel price and wasting the resource to spoilage.
 
Action 4.  should be the more restrictive. as long as the more restrictive is
6 fish per boat commercial and recreational like florida law.
 
Action 5.  all income requirements should be eliminated.  A fisherman needs the ability
to sell what he catches.  $5,000.00 in catch a year may not mean much to some
people but it may mean a lot to that fisherman. And how else are you going to attract
new participants when the old fishermen die or retire.  they will need a way to start or
they may have break downs or health issues.
 
Action 6.  Cast nets should be allowed but gill nets should be eliminated.

Fort Walton
Beach, FL 32548 Commercial Fisher
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4/9/2012 5:22:20 Mason Bowen fpfirelb@aol.com

I'm oppossed  to the use of the 2009 control date proposed by Amendment 19 for
different regions of the Gulf because, it would take My Right Away to access different
areas of the King Mackeral fishery that I have been a part of all my life. Even though i
live on the East Coast of Florida for six months of every year we are considered a gulf
fishery. My King Mackeral permit wich i have held for years allows me to go where
ever i need to provide a living for my family. The last couple of years that has included
the pan handle. Do not talke My Right Away..!!!
Sincerely,
Mason Bowen sebastian,fl 32958 Commercial Fisher
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Florida Keys Commercial Fishermen’s Association 
P.O. Box 501404, Marathon, FL 33050 

 
 
 
 

April	
  16,	
  2012	
  
	
  
Mr.	
  Bob	
  Gill,	
  Chairman	
  
Gulf	
  of	
  Mexico	
  Fishery	
  Management	
  Council	
  
2203	
  N.	
  Lois	
  Av,	
  Suite	
  1100	
  
Tampa,	
  FL	
  	
  33607	
  
	
  
Re:	
  	
  GMFMC	
  Amendments,	
  19,	
  20	
  CMP	
  &	
  Generic	
  Amendment	
  on	
  Dealer	
  Reporting	
  
	
  
Dear	
  Mr.	
  Gill,	
  
	
  
The	
  Gulf	
  of	
  Mexico	
  Fishery	
  Management	
  Council	
  (GMFMC)	
  recently	
  conducted	
  a	
  Scoping	
  Meeting	
  on	
  
Amendments	
  19,	
  20	
  CMP	
  and	
  a	
  Generic	
  Amendment	
  pertaining	
  to	
  Seafood	
  Dealer	
  Reporting	
  Requirements	
  in	
  Key	
  
West,	
  Florida.	
  	
  In	
  addition	
  to	
  oral	
  comments	
  made	
  at	
  the	
  Scoping	
  Meeting	
  we	
  would	
  like	
  to	
  offer	
  written	
  
recommendations	
  on	
  these	
  issues.	
  
	
  

CMP	
  Sale	
  and	
  Permit	
  Provisions	
  –	
  Options	
  Paper	
  for	
  Amendment	
  19	
  
	
  
2.1	
  Action	
  1	
  –	
  Permits	
  for	
  Coastal	
  Migratory	
  Pelagic	
  Species	
  
We	
  support:	
  
Alternative	
  1:	
  	
  No	
  action.	
  	
  Retain	
  a	
  single	
  commercial	
  king	
  mackerel	
  permit	
  and	
  a	
  single	
  commercial	
  Spanish	
  
mackerel	
  permit.	
  	
  Retain	
  Gulf	
  and	
  South	
  Atlantic	
  Coastal	
  Migratory	
  Pelagic	
  (CMP)	
  charter	
  h/headboat	
  permits.	
  
	
  
2.2	
  Action	
  2	
  –	
  Potential	
  No	
  Sale	
  Provisions	
  
We	
  do	
  not	
  support	
  any	
  of	
  the	
  provisions	
  in	
  this	
  section	
  and	
  feel	
  the	
  Council	
  should	
  give	
  this	
  matter	
  further	
  
consideration	
  and	
  analysis.	
  
	
  
Additional	
  Comments:	
  	
  	
  The	
  only	
  commonality	
  between	
  for-­‐hire	
  and	
  recreational	
  fishermen	
  is	
  for-­‐hire	
  fishermen	
  
fish	
  to	
  a	
  recreational	
  bag-­‐limit.	
  	
  They	
  are	
  required	
  to	
  have	
  numerous	
  commercial	
  licenses,	
  charge	
  for	
  their	
  services	
  
and	
  are	
  in	
  business	
  to	
  make	
  a	
  profit.	
  	
  Banning	
  the	
  sale	
  of	
  for-­‐hire	
  caught	
  fish	
  under	
  a	
  recreational	
  bag	
  limit	
  with	
  
proper	
  licensing	
  increases	
  the	
  potential	
  for	
  enormous	
  abuses,	
  most	
  notably	
  ‘back-­‐door’	
  or	
  illegal	
  sales	
  of	
  fish	
  left	
  
by	
  charter	
  customers.	
  	
  	
  
	
  
The	
  for-­‐hire	
  fishery	
  remains	
  a	
  very	
  seasonal	
  business	
  and	
  sale	
  of	
  fish	
  augments	
  income	
  for	
  the	
  vessel	
  operator	
  and	
  
crew.	
  	
  Even	
  if	
  for-­‐hire	
  vessels	
  were	
  to	
  fish	
  to	
  the	
  bag	
  limit	
  for	
  the	
  purpose	
  of	
  sale	
  of	
  those	
  fish,	
  they	
  are	
  reasonably	
  
constrained	
  by	
  bag	
  limits	
  governing	
  their	
  trip	
  limits.	
  	
  The	
  Council’s	
  rationale	
  for	
  prohibition	
  of	
  these	
  sales	
  is	
  ‘the	
  
potential	
  for	
  double-­‐counting’	
  associated	
  with	
  the	
  commercial	
  sale	
  and	
  the	
  MRIP	
  reporting	
  system.	
  	
  The	
  simple	
  
solution	
  is	
  for	
  MRIP	
  personnel	
  to	
  ask	
  if	
  any	
  of	
  these	
  fish	
  have	
  been	
  sold	
  and	
  so	
  note	
  that	
  in	
  their	
  report.	
  	
  The	
  
history	
  of	
  such	
  sales	
  is	
  easily	
  documented	
  by	
  trip-­‐tickets	
  issued	
  by	
  seafood	
  dealers.	
  
	
  
2.3	
  Action	
  3	
  –	
  Future	
  participation	
  in	
  the	
  Commercial	
  King	
  and	
  Spanish	
  mackerel	
  fisheries	
  
2.3.1	
  Elimination	
  of	
  latent	
  endorsements	
  in	
  the	
  Gulf	
  group	
  king	
  mackerel	
  gill	
  net	
  sector	
  
We	
  do	
  not	
  support	
  any	
  of	
  the	
  proposed	
  alternatives.	
  

Phone & Fax: 305-743-0294     Cell: 305-619-0039 
E-mail: FKCFA1@hotmail.com       Website: www.FKCFA.Org 

Office Physical Address:  6363 Overseas Highway, Suite #4, Marathon, FL 



Additional	
  Comments:	
  	
  In	
  May	
  of	
  2010	
  our	
  association	
  provided	
  written	
  comment	
  to	
  the	
  SAMFC	
  and	
  GMFMC	
  
requesting	
  the	
  Councils	
  take	
  action	
  to	
  retire	
  latent	
  permits	
  in	
  the	
  fishery	
  in	
  order	
  to	
  ensure	
  industry’s	
  ability	
  to	
  
meet	
  Accountability	
  Measures	
  we	
  established	
  to	
  prevent	
  over-­‐runs.	
  	
  The	
  criteria	
  we	
  requested	
  for	
  eligibility	
  to	
  
remain	
  in	
  the	
  fishery	
  required	
  a	
  permit	
  holder	
  to	
  have	
  at	
  least	
  one	
  year	
  of	
  landings	
  of	
  20,000	
  pounds	
  or	
  more	
  in	
  
any	
  of	
  the	
  years	
  from	
  2004	
  to	
  the	
  present.	
  	
  	
  We	
  continue	
  to	
  endorse	
  those	
  measures	
  as	
  a	
  preferred	
  alternative.	
  
	
  
2.3.2	
  	
  Elimination	
  of	
  latent	
  permits	
  in	
  the	
  king	
  mackerel	
  hook-­‐and-­‐line	
  sector	
  
We	
  support:	
  
Alternative	
  1:	
  	
  No	
  Action	
  –	
  do	
  not	
  eliminate	
  any	
  king	
  mackerel	
  permits	
  
	
  
Additional	
  Comments:	
  	
  Members	
  of	
  our	
  association	
  have	
  repeatedly	
  asked	
  the	
  Council	
  to	
  increase	
  trip	
  limits	
  to	
  
3000	
  pounds	
  in	
  the	
  hook-­‐and-­‐line	
  fishery	
  in	
  the	
  Southern	
  Zone	
  to	
  correspond	
  to	
  trip	
  limits	
  for	
  hook-­‐and-­‐line	
  
fisheries	
  in	
  the	
  northern	
  and	
  western	
  Gulf	
  of	
  Mexico	
  and	
  the	
  northern	
  Atlantic	
  seaboard.	
  	
  Eliminate	
  the	
  reduction	
  
in	
  trip	
  limits	
  to	
  500	
  pounds	
  when	
  75%	
  of	
  the	
  quota	
  is	
  reached.	
  	
  With	
  the	
  cost	
  of	
  marine	
  fuel	
  in	
  excess	
  of	
  
$4.00/gallon,	
  many	
  fishermen	
  cannot	
  afford	
  to	
  travel	
  60-­‐70	
  miles	
  under	
  the	
  present	
  trip	
  limits	
  and	
  the	
  reduction	
  
in	
  the	
  trip	
  limit	
  at	
  75%	
  of	
  quota	
  further	
  prohibits	
  fishing	
  effort.	
  	
  Again,	
  we	
  respectfully	
  request	
  this	
  trip	
  limit	
  
increase	
  as	
  an	
  action	
  item	
  for	
  this	
  amendment.	
  
	
  
2.3.3	
  	
  In	
  order	
  to	
  renew	
  a	
  commercial	
  king	
  mackerel	
  hook-­‐and-­‐line	
  permit,	
  the	
  permitted	
  must	
  possess	
  two	
  
valid	
  permits	
  at	
  the	
  time	
  of	
  transfer,	
  and	
  only	
  one	
  permit	
  will	
  be	
  reissued,	
  and	
  the	
  other	
  will	
  be	
  retired.	
  
We	
  support:	
  
Alternative	
  1:	
  	
  No	
  Action	
  
	
  
2.4	
  Action	
  4	
  –	
  Federal	
  Regulatory	
  Compliance	
  
We	
  support:	
  
Alternative	
  1:	
  	
  No	
  Action	
  –	
  All	
  vessels	
  with	
  federal	
  commercial	
  king	
  mackerel	
  and/or	
  Spanish	
  mackerel	
  permits,	
  as	
  
well	
  as	
  CMP	
  charter	
  permits	
  are	
  subject	
  to	
  applicable	
  federal	
  CMP	
  regulations	
  when	
  fishing	
  in	
  the	
  EEZ,	
  and	
  are	
  
subject	
  to	
  applicable	
  state	
  CMP	
  regulations	
  when	
  fishing	
  in	
  state	
  waters.	
  
	
  
2.5	
  Action	
  5	
  –	
  Modify	
  or	
  Eliminate	
  Income	
  Requirements	
  for	
  Gulf	
  and	
  South	
  Atlantic	
  Commercial	
  Coastal	
  
Migratory	
  Pelagic	
  Permits	
  
We	
  support:	
  
Alternative	
  1:	
  	
  No	
  Action	
  –	
  Maintain	
  existing	
  income	
  requirements	
  for	
  Gulf	
  and	
  South	
  Atlantic	
  commercial	
  king	
  
and	
  Spanish	
  mackerel	
  permits.	
  	
  To	
  obtain	
  or	
  renew	
  a	
  commercial	
  vessel	
  permit	
  for	
  King	
  or	
  Spanish	
  mackerel,	
  at	
  
least	
  25%	
  of	
  the	
  applicant’s	
  earned	
  income,	
  or	
  at	
  $10,000	
  must	
  have	
  been	
  derived	
  from	
  commercial	
  fishing	
  or	
  
from	
  charter	
  fishing	
  during	
  one	
  of	
  the	
  three	
  calendar	
  years	
  preceding	
  the	
  application.	
  
	
  
	
  

Modifications	
  to	
  the	
  King	
  mackerel	
  Boundaries	
  and	
  Transit	
  Provisions	
  
Options	
  paper	
  for	
  Amendment	
  20	
  

	
  
2.1	
  Action	
  1	
  –	
  Consider	
  modifications	
  to	
  the	
  existing	
  commercial	
  fishery	
  boundary	
  line	
  between	
  the	
  Gulf	
  group	
  
king	
  mackerel	
  eastern	
  zone	
  and	
  western	
  zone	
  (currently	
  at	
  the	
  Alabama	
  –	
  Florida	
  border	
  [87*21’06”]).	
  With	
  
potential	
  changes	
  to	
  the	
  commercial	
  allocations	
  and	
  trip	
  limits	
  
We	
  support:	
  
Alternative	
  2:	
  	
  Move	
  the	
  current	
  boundary	
  line	
  between	
  the	
  eastern	
  zone	
  and	
  western	
  zone	
  from	
  
Alabama/Florida	
  border	
  to	
  Cape	
  San	
  Blas,	
  Florida	
  (85*30’	
  w.	
  longitude)	
  	
  	
  
	
  
2.2	
  Action	
  2	
  –	
  Consider	
  retaining	
  or	
  eliminating	
  the	
  northern	
  subzone	
  based	
  on	
  any	
  of	
  the	
  boundaries	
  chosen	
  in	
  
Action	
  1.	
  	
  If	
  eliminated,	
  consider	
  transferring	
  the	
  current	
  location	
  to	
  either	
  the	
  eastern	
  or	
  western	
  zone	
  based	
  
on	
  any	
  of	
  the	
  boundaries	
  chosen	
  in	
  Action	
  1.	
  



We	
  support:	
  
Alternative	
  1:	
  	
  No	
  Action	
  –	
  Retain	
  the	
  existing	
  northern	
  and	
  southern	
  subzones	
  and	
  retain	
  the	
  existing	
  allocations	
  
for	
  these	
  areas.	
  
Additional	
  comment:	
  	
  The	
  analyses	
  and	
  rationale	
  reported	
  for	
  this	
  action	
  item	
  is	
  incorrect	
  and	
  misleading.	
  	
  
Without	
  the	
  existing	
  northern	
  and	
  southern	
  boundary	
  the	
  Florida	
  Keys	
  fishery,	
  which	
  is	
  the	
  historical	
  fishery,	
  
would	
  be	
  eliminated	
  because	
  the	
  commercial	
  hook-­‐and-­‐line	
  quota	
  would	
  be	
  filled	
  before	
  the	
  fish	
  migrate	
  to	
  the	
  
Florida	
  Keys	
  in	
  late	
  winter.	
  
	
  
2.3	
  Action	
  3	
  –	
  Consider	
  modifications	
  to	
  the	
  commercial	
  trip	
  limit	
  in	
  the	
  eastern	
  and	
  eastern	
  zones	
  based	
  on	
  
any	
  of	
  the	
  boundaries	
  chosen	
  in	
  Action	
  1.	
  
We	
  do	
  not	
  support	
  any	
  of	
  these	
  alternatives.	
  
Additional	
  comment:	
  	
  Retain	
  the	
  existing	
  commercial	
  hook-­‐and-­‐line	
  trip	
  limit	
  of	
  3,000	
  pounds	
  for	
  the	
  western	
  
zone	
  and	
  set	
  the	
  trip	
  limit	
  for	
  the	
  eastern	
  zone	
  at	
  3,000	
  pounds	
  with	
  no	
  step	
  down,	
  based	
  on	
  any	
  of	
  the	
  
boundaries	
  chosen	
  in	
  Action	
  1.	
  
	
  
2.4	
  Action	
  4	
  –	
  Change	
  the	
  opening	
  date	
  of	
  the	
  Gulf	
  group	
  king	
  mackerel	
  season	
  for	
  the	
  western	
  zone	
  
We	
  support:	
  
Alternative	
  1:	
  	
  No	
  Action	
  –	
  the	
  opening	
  date	
  remains	
  at	
  July	
  1	
  
	
  
2.5	
  Action	
  5	
  –	
  Establish	
  a	
  transit	
  provision	
  for	
  fish	
  harvested	
  in	
  the	
  EEZ	
  off	
  Monroe	
  County	
  when	
  the	
  rest	
  of	
  the	
  
west	
  coast	
  of	
  Florida	
  is	
  closed.	
  
We	
  support:	
  
Alternative	
  2:	
  	
  Establish	
  a	
  transit	
  provision	
  for	
  fish	
  harvested	
  in	
  the	
  EEZ	
  off	
  Monroe	
  County	
  when	
  the	
  rest	
  of	
  the	
  
west	
  coast	
  of	
  Florida	
  is	
  closed.	
  
	
  
2.6	
  Action	
  6	
  –	
  Restrictions	
  on	
  fishing	
  for	
  king	
  mackerel	
  in	
  multiple	
  zones	
  
We	
  support:	
  
Alternative	
  2:	
  	
  Require	
  that	
  prior	
  to	
  the	
  beginning	
  of	
  the	
  fishing	
  year,	
  each	
  owner	
  of	
  a	
  permitted	
  commercial	
  king	
  
mackerel	
  hook-­‐and-­‐line	
  vessel	
  must	
  identify	
  the	
  zone/subzone	
  in	
  which	
  the	
  vessel	
  will	
  fish	
  during	
  the	
  upcoming	
  
fishing	
  year	
  (western	
  zone,	
  Florida	
  east	
  coast	
  subzone,	
  Florida	
  west	
  coast	
  southern	
  subzone,	
  or	
  Florida	
  west	
  coast	
  
northern	
  subzone).	
  
	
   Option	
  a:	
  	
  Only	
  one	
  zone	
  may	
  be	
  identified.	
  
	
  
2.7	
  Action	
  7	
  –	
  Set	
  the	
  Gulf	
  and	
  Atlantic	
  migratory	
  group	
  cobia	
  annual	
  catch	
  limits	
  (ACLs).	
  
We	
  have	
  no	
  preferred	
  alternative	
  at	
  this	
  time.	
  
	
  
2.8	
  Action	
  8	
  –	
  Establish	
  state-­‐by-­‐state	
  or	
  regional	
  quotas	
  for	
  Atlantic	
  Migratory	
  Group	
  king	
  mackerel,	
  Spanish	
  
mackerel,	
  and	
  cobia.	
  
We	
  support:	
  
Alternative	
  2:	
  	
  Establish	
  commercial	
  quotas	
  for	
  each	
  South	
  Atlantic	
  state	
  for	
  Atlantic	
  migratory	
  group	
  of	
  king	
  
mackerel,	
  Spanish	
  mackerel	
  and	
  cobia.	
  
	
  
2.9	
  Action	
  9	
  –	
  Set	
  annual	
  catch	
  target	
  (ACTs)	
  by	
  sub-­‐zones	
  for	
  Atlantic	
  migratory	
  group	
  cobia.	
  
We	
  have	
  no	
  preferred	
  alternative	
  at	
  this	
  time.	
  
	
  
2.10	
  Action	
  10	
  –	
  Specify	
  Accountability	
  Measures	
  (AMs)	
  by	
  sub-­‐zones	
  for	
  Atlantic	
  migratory	
  group	
  cobia.	
  
We	
  have	
  no	
  preferred	
  alternative	
  at	
  this	
  time.	
  
	
  
	
  

Generic	
  Amendment	
  
Modifications	
  to	
  Federally-­‐Permitted	
  Seafood	
  Dealer	
  Reporting	
  Requirements	
  



	
  
2.1	
  	
  Action	
  1	
  Dealer	
  Permits	
  Required	
  
2.1.1	
  Alternatives	
  
We	
  support	
  
Alternative	
  2.	
  	
  Establish	
  one	
  universal	
  Federal	
  dealer	
  permit.	
  
	
  
2.2	
  	
  Action	
  2	
  	
  Frequency	
  and	
  Method	
  of	
  Reporting	
  
We	
  do	
  not	
  support	
  any	
  of	
  the	
  provisions	
  in	
  this	
  section	
  and	
  feel	
  the	
  Council	
  should	
  give	
  this	
  matter	
  further	
  
consideration	
  and	
  analysis.	
  
	
  
Additional	
  comments:	
  	
  It	
  is	
  incumbent	
  on	
  the	
  National	
  Marine	
  Fisheries	
  Service	
  to	
  establish	
  reporting	
  
requirements	
  enabling	
  them	
  to	
  satisfactorily	
  monitor	
  harvest	
  of	
  each	
  of	
  the	
  federally	
  regulated	
  species.	
  	
  A	
  case	
  in	
  
point	
  is	
  the	
  recent	
  over-­‐run	
  of	
  the	
  king	
  mackerel	
  hook-­‐and-­‐line	
  quota	
  in	
  the	
  Gulf	
  of	
  Mexico.	
  	
  NMFS	
  must	
  establish	
  
reporting	
  methods	
  and	
  requirements	
  that	
  will	
  prevent	
  such	
  occurrences.	
  	
  At	
  least	
  weekly	
  reporting	
  seems	
  
appropriate	
  in	
  this	
  electronic	
  day	
  and	
  age	
  with	
  a	
  possible	
  increase	
  to	
  a	
  48	
  hour	
  requirement	
  when	
  75%	
  of	
  quota	
  is	
  
reached	
  on	
  any	
  of	
  the	
  managed	
  species	
  to	
  prevent	
  over-­‐runs.	
  
	
  
The	
  2011-­‐2012	
  king	
  mackerel	
  gillnet	
  fishery	
  was	
  closed	
  prematurely	
  at	
  16%	
  or	
  84,000	
  pounds	
  under	
  the	
  520,000	
  
pound	
  quota.	
  	
  This	
  occurred	
  in	
  spite	
  of	
  Accountability	
  Measures	
  developed	
  by	
  the	
  industry,	
  submitted	
  to	
  both	
  the	
  
Council	
  and	
  NMFS	
  to	
  prevent	
  over-­‐runs	
  and	
  enacted	
  during	
  the	
  2010-­‐2011	
  and	
  2011-­‐2012	
  seasons.	
  	
  In	
  the	
  first	
  
year	
  of	
  implementation,	
  industry	
  was	
  able	
  to	
  deliver	
  with	
  a	
  modest	
  1.5%	
  over-­‐run	
  of	
  8000	
  pounds.	
  	
  These	
  same	
  
measures	
  were	
  in	
  place	
  and	
  working	
  for	
  the	
  2011-­‐2012	
  season	
  when	
  the	
  fishery	
  was	
  suddenly	
  closed	
  far	
  below	
  
the	
  quota.	
  
	
  
In	
  an	
  effort	
  to	
  identify	
  appropriate	
  measures	
  to	
  prevent	
  such	
  occurrences,	
  we	
  sent	
  a	
  list	
  of	
  recommendations	
  to	
  
Dr.	
  Roy	
  Crabtree,	
  NMFS/SERO,	
  immediately	
  after	
  the	
  seasonal	
  closure.	
  	
  We	
  offer	
  these	
  recommendations	
  for	
  the	
  
Council’s	
  review,	
  discussion	
  and	
  consideration:	
  
	
  

1. A	
  designated	
  NOAA/NMFS	
  agent	
  be	
  charged	
  with	
  maintaining	
  telephone	
  communications	
  with	
  our	
  
industry	
  representative	
  for	
  the	
  purpose	
  of	
  ascertaining	
  the	
  current	
  status	
  of	
  the	
  fishery	
  and	
  a	
  final	
  review	
  
of	
  accountability	
  measures	
  based	
  on	
  the	
  remaining	
  quota	
  to	
  prevent	
  over-­‐runs.	
  

2. A	
  designated	
  NOAA/NMFS	
  agent	
  be	
  charged	
  with	
  the	
  responsibility	
  of	
  working	
  on	
  week-­‐ends,	
  if	
  
necessary,	
  to	
  monitor	
  catch	
  reporting.	
  

3. NOAA/NMFS	
  provide	
  more	
  timely	
  notification	
  of	
  the	
  seasonal	
  closure	
  by	
  telephone,	
  as	
  well	
  as	
  e-­‐mail,	
  to	
  
our	
  industry	
  representative.	
  

4. Change	
  the	
  effective	
  time	
  of	
  the	
  closure	
  from	
  6:00	
  AM	
  to	
  Noon	
  of	
  the	
  following	
  day.	
  
	
  
Although	
  the	
  gillnet	
  fishery	
  is	
  not	
  presently	
  charged	
  for	
  quota	
  overages,	
  it	
  has	
  been	
  a	
  topic	
  of	
  discussion	
  by	
  the	
  
Council	
  and	
  NMFS.	
  	
  Our	
  industry	
  is	
  willing	
  to	
  volunteer	
  accountability	
  for	
  overages	
  provided	
  there	
  is	
  a	
  quid-­‐pro-­‐
quo	
  for	
  underages.	
  	
  As	
  evidenced	
  in	
  the	
  2011-­‐2012	
  season,	
  the	
  potential	
  for	
  significant	
  error	
  occurs	
  on	
  the	
  
management	
  side	
  as	
  it	
  does	
  with	
  the	
  fishermen	
  and	
  should	
  be	
  equally	
  onerous	
  for	
  both.	
  	
  The	
  king	
  mackerel	
  gillnet	
  
fishery	
  continues	
  to	
  be	
  one	
  of	
  the	
  cleanest,	
  most	
  robust	
  fisheries	
  in	
  our	
  nation	
  and	
  based	
  on	
  rebuilding	
  efforts	
  
and	
  recommendations	
  by	
  the	
  SSC,	
  could	
  and	
  should	
  have	
  a	
  quota	
  more	
  than	
  three	
  times	
  the	
  current	
  level.	
  
	
  
As	
  a	
  point	
  of	
  reference,	
  the	
  Options	
  Paper	
  for	
  Amendment	
  20,	
  titled	
  “Modifications	
  to	
  the	
  King	
  Mackerel	
  
Boundaries	
  and	
  Transit	
  Provisions”	
  provided	
  for	
  the	
  Scoping	
  Meeting	
  in	
  Key	
  West	
  on	
  March	
  26,	
  2012	
  is	
  not	
  the	
  
same	
  as	
  the	
  document	
  dated	
  April	
  4,	
  2012,	
  submitted	
  for	
  Council	
  and	
  Committee	
  review.	
  	
  Under	
  “Chapter	
  2.	
  	
  
Management	
  Alternatives,”	
  there	
  are	
  seven	
  proposed	
  actions	
  in	
  the	
  March	
  26th	
  document	
  and	
  ten	
  in	
  the	
  paper	
  
dated	
  April	
  4th.	
  
	
  
Mr.	
  Gill,	
  thank	
  you,	
  for	
  this	
  opportunity	
  to	
  offer	
  additional	
  comments	
  on	
  these	
  amendments.	
  



	
  
Sincerely,	
  
	
  

Bill Kelly 
	
  
Capt.	
  Bill	
  Kelly	
  
Executive	
  Director	
  
	
  
	
  
	
  
C:	
  	
  Mr.	
  Myron	
  Fischer,	
  GMFMC,	
  CMP	
  Chair	
  
	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  Dr.	
  Roy	
  Crabtree,	
  NMFS/SERO	
  
	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  Dr.	
  Steve	
  Bortone,	
  GMFMC	
  
	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  	
  Ms.	
  Emily	
  Muehlstein,	
  GMFMC	
  Outreach	
  Coordinator	
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