MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION BUSINESS MEETING

Doubletree by Hilton University Brownstone, Raleigh, N.C.
Aug. 19-21, 2015

N.C.G.S. 138A-15(e) mandates at the beginning of any meeting of a board, the chair shall remind all members of their duty to avoid
conflicts of interest under Chapter 138. The chair also shall inquire as to whether there is any known conflict of interest with respect to
any matters coming before the board at that time.

N.C.G.S. 143B-289.54.(g)(2) states a member of the Marine Fisheries Commission shall not vote on any issue before the Commission
that would have a "'significant and predictable effect™ on the member's financial interest. For purposes of this subdivision, **significant
and predictable effect' means there is or may be a close causal link between the decision of the Commission and an expected
disproportionate financial benefit to the member that is shared only by a minority of persons within the same industry sector or gear
group. A member of the Commission shall also abstain from voting on any petition submitted by an advocacy group of which the
member is an officer or sits as a member of the advocacy group's board of directors. A member of the Commission shall not use the
member's official position as a member of the Commission to secure any special privilege or exemption of substantial value for any
person. No member of the Commission shall, by the member's conduct, create an appearance that any person could improperly
influence the member in the performance of the member's official duties.

Commissioners having questions about a conflict of interest or appearance of conflict should consult with counsel to the Marine
Fisheries Commission or the secretary’s ethics liaison. Upon discovering a conflict, the commissioner should inform the chair of the
commission in accordance with N.C.G.S. 138A-15(e).

Aug. 19
6 p.m. Public Meeting
Receive public comment relative to any fisheries management issues
Aug. 20
9am. Call to Order*/Invocation
Conflict of Interest Reminder
Roll Call
Vote on Approval of Agenda**
Vote on Approval of Meeting Minutes**
9:15a.m. Public Comment
Receive public comment relative to any fisheries management issues
11:15a.m. Chairman’s Report
Review administrative actions and issues from the chair
o Letters
e Ethics Training Reminder
e 2015 Meeting Schedule Reminder
e 2016 Proposed Meeting Schedule
o Election of Vice Chair**
11:30 a.m. Issues from Commissioners
11:45 a.m. Committee Reports

Review and consideration of action items from committee meetings
e Sea Turtle
o Habitat and Water Quality
e OQyster and Hard Clam Fishery Management Plans
11:50 a.m. SCFL Eligibility Report/Set Eligibility Pool Cap — Jack Holland
Each year the commission must set a cap on the number of Standard Commercial Fishing
Licenses in the License Eligibility Pool.

e Set Eligibility Pool Cap**

Noon Lunch Recess
1:30 p.m. Tagging Program — Mike Loeffler and Amy Comer (Presentation)
2:15 p.m. Division of Marine Fisheries Annual Stock Status Report — Lee Paramore
2:30 p.m. Fishery Management Plans — Catherine Blum
o Annual Fishery Management Plan Update
2:45 p.m. Blue Crab Traffic Light Assessment Update — Jason Rock (Presentation)

Receive information on second year of traffic light assessment update



3:45 p.m. Interjurisdictional Fishery Management Plan Information Update — Michelle Duval and
Katy West (Presentation)
Receive presentation of draft information update and public review processes
e Vote on public review of information update**
4:15 p.m. Kingfish Fishery Management Plan Information Update — Beth Egbert and Kevin Brown
(Presentation)
Receive presentation of draft information update and public review processes
e Vote on public review of information update**

5p.m. Recess
Aug. 21
8:30 a.m. Supplement A to the Southern Flounder Fishery Management Plan Amendment 1 — Tom

Wadsworth and Chris Stewart
e Public Comment Summary
e Review of Supplement Proposals
e Vote to select preferred management options and give approval of
Supplement A**

10 a.m. Fishery Management Plan Schedule — Catherine Blum
e Vote on five-year schedule**

10:15a.m. Rulemaking — Catherine Blum
e 2015/2016 Rulemaking Cycle Update

10:25a.m. Rule Suspensions — Kathy Rawls

The commission must vote to continue suspension of the following rule(s):
e Vote on Rule Suspension for Portions of 15A NCAC 03M .0301 Spanish
Mackerel**

10:30 a.m. Director’s Report
Reports and updates on recent Division of Marine Fisheries activities

e Legislative Update
¢ Budget Update
o Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Commission
¢ Informational Materials (No Verbal Updates)
—  Rule Suspension Notices/No Action Required
—  Fishery Management Plan Review
—  Budget report/sales update on Standard Commercial Fishing License Fee
Increase
—  Quota Update
—  Protected Resources Update
0 Observer Program
0 Incidental Take Permits
— Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management Council Update
—  South Atlantic Fishery Management Council Update
— Highly Migratory Species
—  Landings Update
0 Southern Flounder
0 Red Drum
11:30 a.m. Issues from Commissioners
11:45a.m. Meeting Assignments and Preview of Agenda Items for November Meeting — Nancy Fish
Noon Adjourn
2015 Meeting Dates
Feb. 18-20 Hilton Riverside, Wilmington May 20-22 Hilton Riverfront, New Bern
Aug. 19-21 Hilton Brownstone, Raleigh Nov. 18-20 Jennette’s Pier, Nags Head

* Times indicated are merely for guidance. The commission will proceed through the agenda until completed.
**Potential Action Items



Minutes







THE MFC ADVISER
Marine Fisheries Commission Business Meeting
Hilton Riverfront, New Bern North Carolina
May 20-22, 2015

The commission held a public meeting on the evening of May 20, followed by a business
meeting May 21-22, at the Hilton Riverfront in New Bern, North Carolina.

The briefing book, presentations and audio from this meeting can be found at
http://portal.ncdenr.org/web/mf/may-2015-briefing-book.

PUBLIC MEETING — May 18

Chairman Sammy Corbett called the meeting to order at 6 p.m.; the following individuals spoke:

Michael Peele, from Hatteras Island, talked about flounder reductions coinciding with the cost
of licenses increasing, gear restrictions and now more possible reductions at the peak of the
season. He said fishermen want to work; they don’t want to stay home.

Mark Needum, from Atlantic, didn’t know what needed to be done, but asked what has been
accomplished over the last 20 years. He said fishermen have to work; they have to eat.

Forest Oakes said an 18-inch size limit is ridiculous. The Division of Marine Fisheries says
there is a problem with the southern flounder stock, but that’s not true; there were more
flounders caught last year and in less time.

Jan Willis, from Carteret County, agreed with recent comments made by Ken Seigler at a
Finfish Advisory Committee meeting about too many crab pots being set in a small area. She
said that’s how recreational fishermen feel about gill nets in small creeks and that all gill nets in
creeks should be eliminated.

Warren Judge, a Dare County commissioner, talked about access and over regulation and
advocated for the right of commercial fishermen to work, asking for the commission to take a
new direction on flounder.

Doug Cross, with Pamlico Packing Company, talked about recent stock assessments that said
menhaden and speckled trout were overfished and then a short time later it was determined those
stocks were okay. He said the southern flounder stock assessment did not pass peer review and
questioned the validity of the data the commission was using to justify the need for a flounder
supplement.

Rick Scroggs, from Swansboro, said fishing is not as good as it used to be and asked the
commission to do what is in the best interest of the science to have fish like we used to have.

Robert McBride, from Frisco, questioned the science being used for southern flounder and said
there had been a decrease in the numbers of pound nets and gill nets over the years. He
encouraged the commission to have clean motives and wisdom regarding its actions.



Bob Lorenz, from Wilmington and member of the Southern and Sea Turtle advisory
committees, said aggressive action was needed to restore southern flounder and that we can no
longer rely on the sea turtle incidental take permit to control flounder fishing. He cautioned the
commission not to let southern flounder go the way of winter flounder in New England.

Ron McCoy, from Hampstead, said that North Carolina needed to get user groups together to
create a vision of how to grow our fishery like Louisiana had successfully done.

Donald Willis, from New Bern, said he’s watched fisheries management for a long time and the
commission now seems more interested in saving jobs than saving fish. He urged the
commission to err on the side of the resource, because if we take care of the resource, we all win.

Cole Harmon, from Wrightsville Beach, gigs flounder and said the season was already closed in
December, and if the commission closes more, he will be out of a job. He said there was not a
problem with the flounder stock and there were plenty of fish.

Wheeler Balance, a 14-year-old from Hatteras, said fishing was his heritage and that he believes
in managing fisheries on sound science. He asked the commission to find a solution by working
together with the fishermen.

Dave Stewart talked about declines he’s seen in the Neuse River and Pamlico Sound in the last
35 years and that weather, overfishing, pollution, and water quality all played a role in the
decline. He said if the commission made a decision to close or reduce flounder catch, it needs to
be across the board for both user groups.

Mike Dennis, from Cape Fear Guide Service, said a recreational reduction in flounder will
destroy the inshore for-hire fishery business.

John Hudnall, a pound netter, talked about the history in increased size limits with southern
flounder and the decrease in the number of pound nets. He said pound netters cannot stand any
more reductions.

Perry Wood Beasley, Sr., with N.C. Watermen United, said he was there to fight for people to
have the freedom to fish. He said all the counties surrounding the sounds support the commercial
fishermen. He said N.C. Watermen United opposed the flounder supplement.

Reed Jarvis said it seems the science is not complete with the southern flounder stock
assessment. He advised that if the commission makes a decision without peer reviewed science,
it would be making a bad decision. He supported reducing the recreational size limit to 14 inches
and reducing bycatch.

Ken Eiler, from Carteret County, said science should drive the commission’s decision, but that
heritage and influence seems to drive fisheries management. He said North Carolina is the only
state that allows netting in creeks and that the future is in recreational fishing, regardless of what
your heritage is. He closed by saying the buffalo hunters thought there was plenty of buffalo
until they killed the last two and that North Carolina has been eating the seed corn for years.



Glenn Skinner, from Carteret County, asked if it could be said with surety that any of the
flounder options being considered would have a 50 percent chance of rebuilding the stock.
Division Director Louis Daniel responded not without a stock assessment. Skinner said the
spotted seatrout assessment was wrong and encouraged the commission to wait for the stock
assessment on flounder to be completed before taking action, saying flounder couldn’t be
effectively managed without knowing the data from other states. He also said managers needed
to stop using fishery management as a weapon instead of a tool to build better fisheries.

David Peters talked about how fishing has declined over the years and told the commission to
not let politics make the decision, but to do what is right for the fish.

David Bush, fisheries biologist for the N.C. Fisheries Association, said the proposals being
considered are very conservative when we do not know if a problem exists. He said southern
flounder has cycles with peaks and valleys and the commercial sector is already impacted by the
measures in the incidental take permit. He said he supports initiating an amendment to the
Southern Flounder Fishery Management Plan rather than moving forward with a supplement.

Commissioner Laughridge asked if Mr. Bush was and employee of the N.C. Fisheries
Association, or if he was under contract and wanted to know about his background and education
and said he could provide that information at a late date if necessary.

William Kelly Todd, from Brunswick County, said that if the commission increased the size
limit for southern flounder we would be catching more of the big, breeding females. He said the
current recreational size limit was fine.

Commissioner Mike Wicker asked to say a few words and said he did not want to hear any more
comments questioning if he knew the science or if he was telling the truth. He said people who
wanted to discuss these issues could come see him after the meeting.

Colton Robinson, from VVarnamtown, said in the past five years he has seen an increase in the
numbers of flounder.

Keith Bruno, from Pamlico County Fishermen’s Association and a member of the Northern
Advisory Committee, said he fishes both commercially and recreationally. He said a supplement
should be used as an emergency measure and there is no emergency with southern flounder.

Phillip Goodwin, from Carteret County, said pound nets have been doing very good the past
couple of years. He said some people have been saying not to worry about the jobs that would be
impacted by some of these proposals, but Goodwin said he was worried about it. He said the
pound net fishery was a good clean fishery.

Bill Rich, Hyde County manager, read a resolution from the Hyde County Commission, which
did not support use of supplement process for flounder management management.

Lee Morris, from Washington County, said he depends on flounder, that the stocks are healthy
and that pound nets had the best fall this last year that they had had in a long time. He talked
about concerns he had with the time and the places the division does its sampling and
encouraged the division to work with fishermen to have more effective sampling.
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Bert Owens, from Beaufort, asked if the fishery management plan has been based on science to
this point. Director Louis Daniel said the initial Southern Flounder Fishery Management Plan
should have had a larger reduction than the Marine Fisheries Commission implemented and then
the gear restrictions in the sea turtle settlement agreement and the incidental take permit did not
have as large an impact as was anticipated. Owens told the commission to make hard decisions
needed for the short term so that the jobs will be there for the long term. He then asked about
closing speckled trout season because of cold stuns.

Bob Dillard, from Pamlico County, said he was there defending the fish and that he doesn’t
want to see flounder and speckled trout get to where gray trout are today. He talked about the
economic impact of recreational fishermen in North Carolina and talked about other states
having higher bag limits.

Greg Judy said if more protective measures are needed for flounder they should be addressed
through the fishery management plan amendment process. He cautioned the commission not to
be hasty in pursuing a supplement.

Birdie Potter, from Pamlico County, said she would rather speak the following day but then
asked how many commercial fishermen are on the board. Chairman Corbett responded there
were three commercial fishing seats on the commission.

Billy Ray Lucas, Jr., with Carolina Fishers of Men Inshore Trail, said North Carolina’s greatest
asset should be protected but it was being trampled and raped by gill nets and trawlers. He
supported the N.C. Wildlife Federation’s recommendations in its Sound Solutions campaign and
said change was needed.

Dennis Durham, from Wilmington, said a lot of people fish different areas, and some are seeing
better catches and some are not. He felt there were already enough harvest restrictions and cuts
and it was not fair to any recreational fisherman that pays to fish in this state.

Buzz Frederick, from Queens Creek, said the biggest stock declining is the commercial
fishermen. He told the commission that people think we will be walking on fish if we get rid of
gill nets, but that has not been the case in other states.

Ken Seigler, from Hubert, said in reference to earlier comments regarding to crab pots, that there
is a vast difference between crab pots and gill nets and the times those gears could be used. In
regards to flounder, he said changing biological reference points created problems that don’t
exist. Reality is, when there is an increase in the size limit, there is an increase or a target on the
most productive fish. Director Daniel responded it was unfair to characterize modifications to
reference points as trying to create a problem and that the reference points were changed to
ensure sustainability and give a better age structure.

Jimmie Goodwin, Jr., said the problem with flounder and other fisheries is water quality and
that hatcheries could produce the needed fish. He said the increase in license fees should be used
to help enhance our fisheries and that the Cedar Island WAMI site is perfect place for a flounder
hatchery.



Paul Rudenshauser said for flounder the commission should increase size limits to give more
reproductive success, increase the mesh size in gill nets and require use of circle hooks when
fishing with natural bait.

BUSINESS MEETING - MOTIONS AND ACTIONS — May 21-22
Chairman Sammy Corbett convened the Marine Fisheries Commission business meeting at 9
a.m. and reminded commissioners of their ethics requirements.

The following commission members were in attendance: Sammy Corbett-Chairman, Anna
Beckwith-Vice Chair, Mikey Daniels, Kelly Darden, Mark Gorges, Chuck Laughridge, Joe
Shute, Mike Wicker and Alison Willis.

Chairman Corbett announced he was adding a report and request for funding from the
Conservation Fund Committee to the agenda and was tabling the discussion of commission
initiatives.

The modified agenda was approved by consensus.

Motion by Chuck Laughridge to approve the meeting minutes. Motion seconded by Mark
Gorges.
Motion passes unanimously.

Public Comment

Tom Roller, with the N.C. Guides Association, asked for a complete closure of the large mesh
flounder fishery, increase the commercial size limit to 15 inches, require 6-inch escape panels in
pound nets, a moratorium on new pound net permits until the southern flounder stock is
recovered, cap the pound net harvest at the current level and no further restrictions on
recreational fishermen. Roller also encouraged the commission to take only written comments
on the supplement rather than having a contentious public meeting.

Mike Pedersen, with the N.C. Guides Association, said North Carolina is the only state that still
maintains a gill net fishery and that is why the IFA refuses to have a tournament here. He said he
was from a commercial fishing family, but realized that commercial fishing was no longer a
viable trade and that is why he went into the charter business. He called for a complete closure of
the large mesh flounder fishery, increase the commercial size limit to 15 inches, require 6-inch
escape panels in pound nets, a moratorium on new pound net permits until the southern flounder
stock is recovered, cap the pound net harvest at the current level and no further restrictions on
recreational fishermen.

Chad Davis, with the N.C. Guides Association, said the recreational sector had to endure all the
cuts over the years with flounder and that the commission needed to remove large mesh gill nets
because there is better, less destructive gear available. He said a total allowable catch was needed
for the commercial sector and he did not support any reductions to recreational fishery.

Allen Jernigan, with the N.C. Guides Association, asked the commission to manage for the
resource and not for maximum commercial extraction. He said the easiest solution for flounder



was to get rid of large mesh gill nets and put a moratorium on pound nets, and that the
recreational sector has given all it can give.

Capt. Charlie Schoonmaker, from Carolina Beach, said he just wanted what is best for the
resource, and if we take care of the resource, it can then take care of all the fishermen.

Dave Timpy, with the Recreational Fishing Alliance, thanked staff for the work they had done
putting together information for the flounder supplement. He said there was an inequity in the
harvest that is not fair, and because of that, he does not support any further cuts in the
recreational sector. He said he would like to modify the supplement to include options from
Recreational Fishing Alliance, including elimination of large-mesh gill nets.

Bob Woodard, chair of the Dare County Commission, said N.C. watermen are struggling to
survive against regulations and imports. He asked the commission to consider social and
economic impacts and to make decisions based on peer-reviewed science. On every issue that
arises, he encouraged the commission to get input from watermen. He closed by saying he was
against mandatory logbooks and opposed the use of a supplement to reduce flounder catch.

Bud Abbott, with the Coastal Conservation Association-N.C., referenced a letter from Tim
Nifong and said he did not think the options presented by the Division of Marine Fisheries for
the flounder supplement go far enough to ensure the continued viability of the stock. He
encouraged the commission to use its full statutory authority to regulate overfishing and in his
opinion, nothing is off limits. He closed by saying that allocation of the resource should be for all
citizens and the commission should set aside a reasonable allocation of flounder in a non-harvest
conservation pool for non-fishing citizens.

Chris Elkins, with the Coastal Conservation Association-N.C., spoke regarding the southern
flounder supplement saying his organization does not think any of the options presented by
Division of Marine Fisheries would restore southern flounder stocks and the commission is not
limited in actions it deems necessary. He called for the closure of large-mesh gill net fisheries, or
at a minimum of April 15 through Feb. 15 closure; a total allowable catch that would achieve a
50 percent reduction; increasing the commercial size limit to 15 inches and increasing escape
panels in pound nets to 6 inches; a moratorium on pound nets; and no changes to recreational
regulations. He said once the fishery is recovered, based on a coast wide assessment, the
allocation should be split 50-50 between the two sectors.

Fred Walker, from Pender County, was concerned about how few fish there are in coastal
waters, especially flounder. He said the southern flounder supplement should include a total
closure of commercial gill nets, a closure all commercial fishing for flounder from Nov. 16-Dec.
21 and an increase in the commercial size limit to 15 inches. He said there should be no
additional restrictions for the recreational sector.

Mike Blanton, from the Albemarle Sound area, said he was concerned the commission was
making knee-jerk reactions regarding flounder. He said the division says there is no flounder, but
his trip tickets don’t say that. He said nine counties were against the supplement and those
counties have lots of tourists that want to eat fresh flounder. He felt growing more fish in
hatcheries could improve stocks and he asked the commission to make wise decisions for
everyone, not just recreational fishermen.



Jason White is a commercial flounder fishermen who says he’s got trip tickets to prove there is
no depletion in flounder and that the only depletion he’s had comes from restrictions taking a
third of his net.

Robert Schoonmaker, with the Recreational Fishing Alliance, supports the flounder supplement
with modifications in the letter he submitted. He did not want to have a reduction in the
recreational bag limit, saying he had customers going to Virginia because they can keep more
flounder there. He asked the commission to make a motion to do away with the for-hire logbook
at this meeting that would send a clear message to the for-hire sector that you want to work with
us.

Terry Pratt, with the Albemarle Fishermen’s Association, said the amendment is a better
process and it would give time for people to find a solution for southern flounder and that
stakeholders should have opportunity to provide input. He then read a resolution from Bertie
County that did not support the use of the supplement process.

Butch Martin, with the Carolina Beach Fishing Club, asked the commission not to make any
changes with flounder and leave it alone for now.

Jerry Schill, with the N.C. Fisheries Association, said the supplement process was enacted by
the N.C. General Assembly to allow the commission to address issues needing immediate action.
He understands the need to address critical or emergency situations, but said it was important for
the commission to choose wisely. He knows there are areas of concern with southern founder,
but that an amendment was the appropriate course to take. Based upon the science, there is no
crisis or emergency for southern flounder that would require a supplement.

David Hilton, with the Ocracoke Working Watermen’s Association, said the commission should
proceed with the amendment process for flounder and that fishermen are willing to work with the
Division of Marine Fisheries to provide needed comment and input.

Jonathan Weeks said North Carolina needs to get rid of the damaging gear and that a lot of
recreational fishermen hold a commercial license to circumvent the bag limits - that they don’t
sell their fish.

Jerry James, member of the Finfish Advisory Committee, and former co-chair of the committee
that helped develop the last amendment on southern flounder, talked about how challenging it
was coming up with management options and trying to determine the impacts of the sea turtle
settlement agreement. He said he supported the supplement process and that the commission
needed to provide for escapement to allow flounder to get offshore and spawn. If we don’t do
something, he said, we will not have a problem with southern flounder because there won’t be
any.

Rick Sasser says he submitted nine pages of public comment that clearly shows there is a
problem with southern flounder. He said the commission should put the resource first, and be
conservative and that the recreational sector had given all the blood to date. Future cuts, he said,
must come from the sector taking 80 percent of the fish and that a total allowable catch or a
quota is needed.



Mark Cogdell, from Wilmington, said he supported a modified supplement, that a lot of public
input and comment was needed.

Brent Fulcher, with the N.C. Fisheries Association, requested the commission vote to begin an
amendment for southern flounder as soon as possible. He said the long term viability of the
flounder fishery is not threatened, so a supplement is not needed. He also said not one
recreational fisherman has spoken about their discard mortality and he thinks the recreational
size limit should be lowered and bag limit increased.

Lauren Morris, with the N.C. Fisheries Association, said the law requires guidance criteria. The
fishery management plan guidelines say a supplement is to be conducted only if an amendment
is impossible. They are guidelines not law, but are intended to be predictable for the people you
are managing. She was surprised to hear Dr. Daniel said a 40 percent reduction was needed
because she doesn’t see it in writing in any of the division options. Think amendment could be
done in six to eight months if the internal Division of Marine Fisheries fat in the process was cut
and that public input is vitally important.

Wally Overman, vice chair of the Dare County Commission, said he was trying to prevent loss
of jobs, heritage and a public resource and trying to sustain the economic vitality of fishing
communities as a result of an over regulating, over reaching and overzealous group intent on
trying to change rules on a whim with a complete lack of science. He said he had yet to attend a
fisheries meeting where the industry was supported and that was making the commercial
fisherman an endangered species. He said the data shows there is more fish.

Jeff Wolfe, from the Cape Fear area, wants to keep recreational limits as they are. He said if you
keep cutting recreational flounder fishermen, people will go to other states.

Dennis Barbour, from Carolina Beach, opposed any new flounder restrictions on recreational
fishermen, especially when they harvest such a small percentage of the overall catch.

David Sneed, with the Coastal Conservation Association — N.C., supported the comments of
other pro-resource groups and said there were resolutions from eight local government entities in
support of going forward with the flounder supplement process. He also felt the commission
should only take written comment on the supplement proposals to avoid intimidation and mob
mentality that he felt would occur at a public meeting.

John Gjertsen, from New Bern, said he doesn’t fish, but eats locally caught seafood. He said
this is a repeat of what he has seen for years and that one industry is using their right to petition
government to strangle another. He supported moving forward with an amendment for flounder,
and not a supplement.

David Knight, with the N.C. Wildlife Federation, talked about that organization’s Sound
Solutions campaign and said at least a 40 percent reduction was needed in southern flounder
harvest until an amendment is in place. He encouraged the commission to put all reasonable
options for a supplement on the table for public comment and the main reduction must come
from gill nets.



Jeffery Aiken, from Hatteras, said people love flounder and we need to protect them. He was
always troubled by “best available science” because it may be bad science. He encouraged the
commission to take the time to analyze and improve the data and was troubled that the scientist
said he wished he had better science. He did not support the supplement process because it lacks
public input.

Matt Wirtt, from Wilmington, supported the supplement process for southern flounder, wanting
a 15-inch size limit for everyone and to close all fisheries in December. He wanted the
commission to vote to do away with the for-hire logbook requirement at this meeting and he said
most recreational fishermen hold a commercial license to get tax breaks.

Kenneth Register said there had previously been comments about undersized gigged fish being
a problem, but that was not true - giggers could see how big a flounder was. He didn’t
understand why some fish markets had undersized flounder.

Jonathan Robinson, a Carteret County Commissioner, did not support the supplement process
for flounder and talked about the Fisheries Reform Act.

Pam Morris, with Carteret Catch and member of the Southern Advisory Committee, said
consumers are the largest user group of flounder and the only way they have access, is to catch
one themselves, or through a commercial fishermen. She feels the supplement process being
considered is reactionary and not based on sound science and that gill nets are being vilified and
they are just as selective as hook-and-line and other gears. She said she has been commenting at
commission meetings for years and has never seen a situation where people should feel afraid.

Chairman’s Report

Chairman Corbett asked commission liaison Nancy Fish to review letters that were received and sent on
various issues since the last commission meeting last meeting. Fish also reminded the commission of its
ethics training requirements.

The commission was reminded of its 2015 business meeting schedule:
Feb. 18-20  Hilton Riverside, Wilmington

May 20-22  Hilton Riverfront, New Bern

Aug. 19-21  Hilton Brownstone, Raleigh

Nov. 18-20  Jennette’s Pier, Nags Head

Issues from Commissioners

Commissioner Chuck Laughridge talked about inaccuracies in public comment and talked about
economics and no science. He said if local government representatives wanted the commission to
manage for economics he would be happy to do that. The General Assembly would need to
change statutes to say we would manage for maximum economic yield. He pointed out that the
economic impact of southern flounder for the commercial industry was $17.482 million, while
the recreational impact was $42.009 million. He also said that two out of three peer reviewers
said the data in the stock assessment was appropriate to be used for management for the next five
years and that if anyone says there is not a problem with southern flounder, he is not sure what
type of crazy you actually have, but he admires your commitment to it.




Chairman Corbett said that in the school he went to, that two out of three was a little more that
66 percent, and that was not a passing grade. Commissioner Laughridge said we could apply
another set of data, which is a flip of a coin, which is how we manage fisheries in North Carolina
by statute.

Commissioner Joe Shute said he was on the first two Southern Flounder Fishery Management
Plan Advisory Committees and that those committees put forward recommendations to help end
overfishing, but the commission did not act on those recommendations and that more should
have been done at that time to address problems. We are in a bad situation now because we have
not done anything to reduce harvesting southern flounder before they have had the chance to
spawn.

Commissioner Laughridge asked Director Daniel if we had the data to show a supplement was
needed.

Director Daniel said there had been a lot of discussion about the division position and that the
division does not have a position on southern flounder, that it was up to the commission and it
was the commission’s supplement. He explained that the stock assessment did not pass peer
review because it was determined that southern flounder was a Southeast Atlantic regional stock
and not a stock that was solely contained in North Carolina waters. However, the peer reviewers
did say the data could be used for management purposes.

Chairman Corbett asked everyone to hold their discussion about southern flounder until later in
the meeting.

Commissioner Laughridge said the largest user group is the public and if everyone wanted to
know how this largest user group felt this issue should be handled by a referendum.

Commissioner Alison Willis requested that staff provide copies of presentations earlier and that
charts either needed to be printed in color or be able to be read in black and white. She also said
with the references made to mob mentality were upsetting; that people on both sides have issues
and it was okay to respectfully disagree. She encouraged people to put negativity aside and sit
down together and have positive conversations. She also was concerned that people kept
implying there were no commercial fishermen on the board — she said there were three
commercial members — herself, Chairman Corbett and Commissioner Mikey Daniels.

Committee Reports
The commission received minutes from all of the advisory committees that had met since the last
commission meeting and received the following reports from advisory committees that had action items:

Director Daniel reported that the Coastal Recreational Fishing License Committee had approved
funding for 11 ongoing Coastal Recreational Fishing License Grant projects in the amount of
$1,148,427 and they also approved the 2015 Request for Proposals for the upcoming grant cycle
that will be released June 1, 2015.

Commission Liaison Nancy Fish reported on a recommendation from the commission’s
Conservation Fund Committee to provide up to $10,000 from the Conservation Fund for the
James Francesconi Memorial Artificial Reef project.
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Motion by Chuck Laughridge to fund up to $10,000 from the Conservation Fund for the
James Francesconi Memorial Artificial Reef project. Motion seconded by Anna Beckwith.
Motion passes unanimously.

2014 L andings

The commission received presentation on both the commercial and recreational catch and effort
for 2014. These presentations can be accessed on the N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries website
at http://portal.ncdenr.org/web/mf/may-2015-briefing-book.

Fishery Management Plan Update

Catherine Blum, the division’s fishery management plan coordinator, reviewed the status of
various state and interjurisdictional fishery management plans and reviewed changes to the
timeline for the Oyster and Clam fishery management plans.

Southern Flounder

The commission received a presentation from division biologists Tom Wadsworth and Chris
Stewart on data and options to be considered for a supplement to the Southern Flounder Fishery
Management Plan Amendment 1. The commission chose six potential management proposals to
include in a draft supplement that the commission will put out for public review.

The presentation and the options can be found on the N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries website
at http://portal.ncdenr.org/web/mf/may-2015-briefing-book.

The commission decided to hold a public comment period from June 10 to July 10 and include a
public meeting during that timeframe as well.

Motion by Alison Willis to terminate the supplement process and request the secretary of
the Department of Environment and Natural Resources to immediately modify the existing
Fishery Management Plan Schedule to move forward with an expedited amendment
process based on the regionality and complexity of the fishery. Motion seconded by Mikey
Daniels.

Motion fails 2-6.

Amended motion offered by Chuck Laughridge to replace “to terminate the supplement
process” with “and request the secretary of the Department of Environment and Natural
Resources to immediately modify the existing Fishery Management Plan Schedule to move
forward with an expedited amendment process based on regionality and complexity of the
fishery.” Motion seconded by Mikey Daniels.

Motion withdrawn.

Motion by Chuck Laughridge to proceed with a supplement, presenting the six options,
and ask the secretary of the Department of Environment and Natural Resources to proceed
with an amendment. Motion seconded by Kelly Darden.

Motion passes 8-0.

Motion by Alison Willis to direct the Division of Marine Fisheries to hold three public
meetings (northern, central, southern) on the draft Southern Flounder Supplement and
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direct the division and its staff to present the draft supplement. Motion seconded by Mikey
Daniels.
Motion withdrawn.

Friendly amendment by Chuck Laughridge to direct the Division of Marine Fisheries to
hold one Marine Fisheries Commission meeting at a central location to receive public
comment on the draft Southern Flounder Supplement.

Motion postponed.

Motion withdrawn.

Spotted Seatrout

The commission received a presentation from the division biologists Laura Lee and Mike
Loeffler on the most recent stock assessment that showed that the stock is not overfished and
overfishing is not occurring. Based on the positive stock assessment, the commission decided to
review the N.C. Spotted Seatrout Fishery Management Plan in 2017 instead of this year, aligning
the review with a statutorily required five-year review schedule.

The presentation can be found on the N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries website at
http://portal.ncdenr.org/web/mf/may-2015-briefing-book.

Motion by Anna Beckwith to direct the Division of Marine Fisheries to prepare the Marine
Fisheries Commission’s annual Fishery Management Plan Schedule for its August 2015
business meeting to reflect the review of the Spotted Seatrout Fishery Management Plan to
begin in 2017. Motion seconded by Chuck Laughridge.

Motion passes 7-0.

Kingfish

The commission received a presentation from division biologists Beth Egbert and Kevin Brown
on the N.C. Kingfish Fishery Management Plan. The commission decided to proceed with an
information update to the plan, which means no management changes are proposed.

The presentation can be found on the N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries website at
http://portal.ncdenr.org/web/mf/may-2015-briefing-book.

Motion by Chuck Laughridge to proceed with the Kingfish Fishery Management Plan
review as an information update. Motion seconded by Alison Willis.
Motion passes 8-0.

Brad Scott Timeline

Director Daniel and Shellfish Sanitation Section Chief Patti Fowler presented the commission
with a timeline and information on interactions the division and the commission have had with
Mr. Brad Scott related to his desire to culture or grow shellfish in prohibited areas.

The presentation can be found on the N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries website at
http://portal.ncdenr.org/web/mf/may-2015-briefing-book.

Sheepshead
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Division biologist supervisor Stephen Taylor reviewed the input received from the Northern,
Southern and Finfish advisory committees on several management options for sheepshead.

Sheepshead is a highly sought recreational fish and is caught in a variety of commercial fisheries.
Until 2012, sheepshead was managed under the South Atlantic Fishery Management Council
Snapper-Grouper Fishery Management Plan, and was included in a 20-fish snapper-grouper
recreational bag limit aggregate. When sheepshead was removed from the South Atlantic plan,
management of the fishery was left up to the state.

The presentation can be found on the N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries website at
http://portal.ncdenr.org/web/mf/may-2015-briefing-book.

The commission chose the following management measures for sheepshead:

10-inch fork length minimum size limit (all commercial and recreational fisheries)
10-fish bag limit (recreational)

10-fish per person per day limit or per trip limit if multi-day trip (commercial spears and
gigs)

300-pound trip limit (all other commercial gears, except pound nets)

Motion by Mike Wicker to implement a 10-fish recreational bag limit for sheepshead and
10-fish bag limit for all spearing or gigging of sheepshead. Motion seconded by Mikey
Daniels.

Motion withdrawn.

Motion by Anna Beckwith to support the Division of Marine Fisheries’ position for
sheepshead of a 10-inch fork length minimum size limit for both the recreational and
commercial sectors; a 10-fish bag limit for recreational sector; a 10-fish limit for
commercial spears and gigs, per person per day or per trip if a trip occurs over more than
one calendar day; and a 300-pound commercial trip limit for all other gears, exempting
pound nets from the commercial trip limit. Motion seconded by Chuck Laughridge.
Motion passes 4-2, with one abstention.

Motion by Alison Willis to amend the motion by Anna Beckwith and strike commercial
trip limits, except for spearfishing and gigging. Motion seconded by Mikey Daniels.
Motion fails 3-4.

Substitute motion by Chuck Laughridge to Allison Willis’ motion that accepts the Division
of Marine Fisheries’ position.
Motion fails for lack of second.

Rulemaking
Catherine Blum, the division’s rulemaking coordinator, provided an overview of the 2014/2015

rulemaking cycle and reviewed the text of three proposed rules and associated fiscal analyses for
proposed rules for adoption of an amendment to the N.C. Striped Mullet Fishery Management Plan and
clarification of a rule for dredges and mechanical methods prohibited areas for harvesting shellfish in
internal coastal waters.

The commission approved the notice of text and fiscal impact analysis to go to public hearing later this
year.
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Motion by Chuck Laughridge to approve notice of text for rulemaking and the associated
regulatory impact analysis for the N.C. Striped Mullet Fishery Management Plan
Amendment 1. Motion seconded by Kelly Darden.

Motion passes 6-1.

Motion by Chuck Laughridge to approve notice of text for rulemaking and the associated
regulatory impact analysis for 15A NCAC 03R .0108. Motion seconded by Kelly Darden.
Motion passes 6-1.

Issues from Commissioners
Commissioner Kelly Darden announced he would not seek reappointment to the commission once his

term expired on June 30, 2015, because he was planning on moving out-of-state.

The meeting adjourned.
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NORTH CAROLINA MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND NATURAL RESOURCES

COMMISSIONERS

PAT MCCRORY ANNA BECKWITH CHUCK LAUGHRIDGE

Governor Morehead City Harkers Island

MIKEY DANIELS JOE SHUTE
DONALD VAN DER VAART Wanchese Morehead City

Secretary KELLY DARDEN MIKE WICKER

Greenville Raleigh
SAMMY CORBETT MARK GORGES ALISON WILLIS
Chairman Wrightsville Beach Harkers Island

August 3, 2015

Mr. Alexander B. Rich
1614 Forrest Drive
Elizabeth City, N.C. 27909

Dear Alexander:

Congratulations, I am pleased to welcome you as an adviser to the Marine Fisheries Commission’s
Coastal Recreational Fishing License Committee. This committee makes funding decisions for a
grant program established to help manage, protect, restore, develop, cultivate and enhance the
state’s marine resources. The program is funded from proceeds from the sale of Coastal
Recreational Fishing Licenses that are deposited in to the N.C Marine Resources Fund.

The Coastal Recreational Fishing License Committee generally meets in the fall to select which
grants to fund and again in the spring to discuss the upcoming request for proposals and to go over
funding for multi-year grants. Specific dates have not yet been set for these meetings, but you will
be notified when they will be occurring. These meetings typically take place at the division’s
headquarters in Morehead City. You will be sent the same materials that committee members
receive, generally two weeks prior to each meeting, and asked to provide your input on all grant
proposals and requests for proposals during the meetings. Your primary staff contact for this
committee is Coastal Recreational Fishing License Project Coordinator Wayne Johannessen, who
can be reached at 252-808-8004 or 800-682-2632, or Wayne.Johannessen@ncdenr.gov.

On June 1, the N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries released the request for proposals for the 2016-
2017 funding cycle. Only universities and local and state governmental entities in North Carolina
are eligible to apply. Others must partner with one of these eligible entities.

Projects should fall under one of three programmatic areas:

Fish — Projects that estimate recreational fishing effort, harvest and mortality of important coastal
recreational fish species, the socio-economic attributes of coastal recreational fisheries or the
characterization of catch and release mortality;

Habitat — Projects that improve the effectiveness of existing environmental programs or that identify,
designate or protect coastal recreational fish habitat; or

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net
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People — Projects that provide increased access to recreational fisheries resources and enhancement
structures or provide better public education and enrichment products.

Proposals are evaluated based on the Coastal Recreational Fishing License Strategic Plan for the
Conservation and Improvement of North Carolina’s Marine Resources. The plan considers priority
research needs identified in fishery management plans approved by the N.C. Marine Fisheries
Commission, issues identified in the N.C. Coastal Habitat Protection Plan and research needs
identified with other agencies. A copy of the strategic plan is attached for your convenience, but is
can also found online at http://portal.ncdenr.org/c/document_library/get file?uuid=8989a7aa-f1d2-
4fce-aacd-1142daecf3ab&groupld=38337.

Additionally, an adviser orientation package is included; please carefully review these materials. If
you have any questions concerning your appointment or regarding your role as an adviser, feel free
to contact Marine Fisheries Commission Liaison Nancy Fish at 252-808-8021 or
nancy.fish@ncdenr.gov.

I want to personally thank you for your interest in advising the commission on the management of
our state’s coastal fisheries and | look forward to seeing you at a meeting in the near future.

Sincerely,

Sommy Gnlitt

Sammy Corbett, Chairman
N. C. Marine Fisheries Commission

cC: Marine Fisheries Commission
Wayne Johannessen, CRFL Coordinator

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net
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Secretary KELLY DARDEN MIKE WICKER
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Chairman Wrightsville Beach Harkers Island

August 3, 2015

Mr. Galen Maxwell
426 N.C. 581 Highway South
Goldsbhoro, N.C. 27530

Dear Galen:

Congratulations, | am pleased to welcome you as an adviser to the Marine Fisheries Commission’s
Coastal Recreational Fishing License Committee. This committee makes funding decisions for a
grant program established to help manage, protect, restore, develop, cultivate and enhance the
state’s marine resources. The program is funded from proceeds from the sale of Coastal
Recreational Fishing Licenses that are deposited in to the N.C Marine Resources Fund.

The Coastal Recreational Fishing License Committee generally meets in the fall to select which
grants to fund and again in the spring to discuss the upcoming request for proposals and to go over
funding for multi-year grants. Specific dates have not yet been set for these meetings, but you will
be notified when they will be occurring. These meetings typically take place at the division’s
headquarters in Morehead City. You will be sent the same materials that committee members
receive, generally two weeks prior to each meeting, and asked to provide your input on all grant
proposals and requests for proposals during the meetings. Your primary staff contact for this
committee is Coastal Recreational Fishing License Project Coordinator Wayne Johannessen, who
can be reached at 252-808-8004 or 800-682-2632, or Wayne.Johannessen@ncdenr.gov.

On June 1, the N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries released the request for proposals for the 2016-
2017 funding cycle. Only universities and local and state governmental entities in North Carolina
are eligible to apply. Others must partner with one of these eligible entities.

Projects should fall under one of three programmatic areas:

Fish — Projects that estimate recreational fishing effort, harvest and mortality of important coastal
recreational fish species, the socio-economic attributes of coastal recreational fisheries or the
characterization of catch and release mortality;

Habitat — Projects that improve the effectiveness of existing environmental programs or that identify,
designate or protect coastal recreational fish habitat; or

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net
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People — Projects that provide increased access to recreational fisheries resources and enhancement
structures or provide better public education and enrichment products.

Proposals are evaluated based on the Coastal Recreational Fishing License Strategic Plan for the
Conservation and Improvement of North Carolina’s Marine Resources. The plan considers priority
research needs identified in fishery management plans approved by the N.C. Marine Fisheries
Commission, issues identified in the N.C. Coastal Habitat Protection Plan and research needs
identified with other agencies. A copy of the strategic plan is attached for your convenience, but is
can also found online at http://portal.ncdenr.org/c/document_library/get_file?uuid=8989a7aa-f1d2-
4fce-aacd-1142daecf3ab&groupld=38337.

Additionally, an adviser orientation package is included; please carefully review these materials. If
you have any questions concerning your appointment or regarding your role as an adviser, feel free
to contact Marine Fisheries Commission Liaison Nancy Fish at 252-808-8021 or
nancy.fish@ncdenr.gov.

I want to personally thank you for your interest in advising the commission on the management of
our state’s coastal fisheries and | look forward to seeing you at a meeting in the near future.

Sincerely,

oy oty

Sammy Corbett, Chairman
N. C. Marine Fisheries Commission

cc: Marine Fisheries Commission
Wayne Johannessen, CRFL Coordinator

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net
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Ms. Jan Willis
4915 Holly Lane
Morehead City, N.C. 28557

Dear Jan:

Congratulations, | am pleased to welcome you as an adviser to the Marine Fisheries Commission’s
Coastal Recreational Fishing License Committee. This committee makes funding decisions for a
grant program established to help manage, protect, restore, develop, cultivate and enhance the
state’s marine resources. The program is funded from proceeds from the sale of Coastal
Recreational Fishing Licenses that are deposited in to the N.C Marine Resources Fund.

The Coastal Recreational Fishing License Committee generally meets in the fall to select which
grants to fund and again in the spring to discuss the upcoming request for proposals and to go over
funding for multi-year grants. Specific dates have not yet been set for these meetings, but you will
be notified when they will be occurring. These meetings typically take place at the division’s
headquarters in Morehead City. You will be sent the same materials that committee members
receive, generally two weeks prior to each meeting, and asked to provide your input on all grant
proposals and requests for proposals during the meetings. Your primary staff contact for this
committee is Coastal Recreational Fishing License Project Coordinator Wayne Johannessen, who
can be reached at 252-808-8004 or 800-682-2632, or Wayne.Johannessen@ncdenr.gov.

On June 1, the N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries released the request for proposals for the 2016-
2017 funding cycle. Only universities and local and state governmental entities in North Carolina
are eligible to apply. Others must partner with one of these eligible entities.

Projects should fall under one of three programmatic areas:

Fish — Projects that estimate recreational fishing effort, harvest and mortality of important coastal
recreational fish species, the socio-economic attributes of coastal recreational fisheries or the
characterization of catch and release mortality;

Habitat — Projects that improve the effectiveness of existing environmental programs or that identify,
designate or protect coastal recreational fish habitat; or

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net
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People — Projects that provide increased access to recreational fisheries resources and enhancement
structures or provide better public education and enrichment products.

Proposals are evaluated based on the Coastal Recreational Fishing License Strategic Plan for the
Conservation and Improvement of North Carolina’s Marine Resources. The plan considers priority
research needs identified in fishery management plans approved by the N.C. Marine Fisheries
Commission, issues identified in the N.C. Coastal Habitat Protection Plan and research needs
identified with other agencies. A copy of the strategic plan is attached for your convenience, but is
can also found online at http://portal.ncdenr.org/c/document_library/get_file?uuid=8989a7aa-f1d2-
4fce-aacd-1142daecf3ab&groupld=38337.

Additionally, an adviser orientation package is included; please carefully review these materials. If
you have any questions concerning your appointment or regarding your role as an adviser, feel free
to contact Marine Fisheries Commission Liaison Nancy Fish at 252-808-8021 or
nancy.fish@ncdenr.gov.

I want to personally thank you for your interest in advising the commission on the management of
our state’s coastal fisheries and | look forward to seeing you at a meeting in the near future.

Sincerely,

oy oty

Sammy Corbett, Chairman
N. C. Marine Fisheries Commission

cc: Marine Fisheries Commission
Wayne Johannessen, CRFL Coordinator

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net
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Mr. Robert Schoonmaker
P.O. Box 1328
Carolina Beach, N.C. 28428

Dear Robert:

Congratulations, | am pleased to welcome you as an adviser to the Marine Fisheries Commission’s
Coastal Recreational Fishing License Committee. This committee makes funding decisions for a
grant program established to help manage, protect, restore, develop, cultivate and enhance the
state’s marine resources. The program is funded from proceeds from the sale of Coastal
Recreational Fishing Licenses that are deposited in to the N.C Marine Resources Fund.

The Coastal Recreational Fishing License Committee generally meets in the fall to select which
grants to fund and again in the spring to discuss the upcoming request for proposals and to go over
funding for multi-year grants. Specific dates have not yet been set for these meetings, but you will
be notified when they will be occurring. These meetings typically take place at the division’s
headquarters in Morehead City. You will be sent the same materials that committee members
receive, generally two weeks prior to each meeting, and asked to provide your input on all grant
proposals and requests for proposals during the meetings. Your primary staff contact for this
committee is Coastal Recreational Fishing License Project Coordinator Wayne Johannessen, who
can be reached at 252-808-8004 or 800-682-2632, or Wayne.Johannessen@ncdenr.gov.

On June 1, the N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries released the request for proposals for the 2016-
2017 funding cycle. Only universities and local and state governmental entities in North Carolina
are eligible to apply. Others must partner with one of these eligible entities.

Projects should fall under one of three programmatic areas:

Fish — Projects that estimate recreational fishing effort, harvest and mortality of important coastal
recreational fish species, the socio-economic attributes of coastal recreational fisheries or the
characterization of catch and release mortality;

Habitat — Projects that improve the effectiveness of existing environmental programs or that identify,
designate or protect coastal recreational fish habitat; or

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net
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People — Projects that provide increased access to recreational fisheries resources and enhancement
structures or provide better public education and enrichment products.

Proposals are evaluated based on the Coastal Recreational Fishing License Strategic Plan for the
Conservation and Improvement of North Carolina’s Marine Resources. The plan considers priority
research needs identified in fishery management plans approved by the N.C. Marine Fisheries
Commission, issues identified in the N.C. Coastal Habitat Protection Plan and research needs
identified with other agencies. A copy of the strategic plan is attached for your convenience, but is
can also found online at http://portal.ncdenr.org/c/document_library/get_file?uuid=8989a7aa-f1d2-
4fce-aacd-1142daecf3ab&groupld=38337.

Additionally, an adviser orientation package is included; please carefully review these materials. If
you have any questions concerning your appointment or regarding your role as an adviser, feel free
to contact Marine Fisheries Commission Liaison Nancy Fish at 252-808-8021 or
nancy.fish@ncdenr.gov.

I want to personally thank you for your interest in advising the commission on the management of
our state’s coastal fisheries and | look forward to seeing you at a meeting in the near future.

Sincerely,

oy oty

Sammy Corbett, Chairman
N. C. Marine Fisheries Commission

cc: Marine Fisheries Commission
Wayne Johannessen, CRFL Coordinator

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net
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Mr. Richard Sear
191 Howards Lane
Hampstead, N.C. 28443

Dear Richard:

Congratulations, | am pleased to welcome you as an adviser to the Marine Fisheries Commission’s
Coastal Recreational Fishing License Committee. This committee makes funding decisions for a
grant program established to help manage, protect, restore, develop, cultivate and enhance the
state’s marine resources. The program is funded from proceeds from the sale of Coastal
Recreational Fishing Licenses that are deposited in to the N.C Marine Resources Fund.

The Coastal Recreational Fishing License Committee generally meets in the fall to select which
grants to fund and again in the spring to discuss the upcoming request for proposals and to go over
funding for multi-year grants. Specific dates have not yet been set for these meetings, but you will
be notified when they will be occurring. These meetings typically take place at the division’s
headquarters in Morehead City. You will be sent the same materials that committee members
receive, generally two weeks prior to each meeting, and asked to provide your input on all grant
proposals and requests for proposals during the meetings. Your primary staff contact for this
committee is Coastal Recreational Fishing License Project Coordinator Wayne Johannessen, who
can be reached at 252-808-8004 or 800-682-2632, or Wayne.Johannessen@ncdenr.gov.

On June 1, the N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries released the request for proposals for the 2016-
2017 funding cycle. Only universities and local and state governmental entities in North Carolina
are eligible to apply. Others must partner with one of these eligible entities.

Projects should fall under one of three programmatic areas:

Fish — Projects that estimate recreational fishing effort, harvest and mortality of important coastal
recreational fish species, the socio-economic attributes of coastal recreational fisheries or the
characterization of catch and release mortality;

Habitat — Projects that improve the effectiveness of existing environmental programs or that identify,
designate or protect coastal recreational fish habitat; or

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net
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People — Projects that provide increased access to recreational fisheries resources and enhancement
structures or provide better public education and enrichment products.

Proposals are evaluated based on the Coastal Recreational Fishing License Strategic Plan for the
Conservation and Improvement of North Carolina’s Marine Resources. The plan considers priority
research needs identified in fishery management plans approved by the N.C. Marine Fisheries
Commission, issues identified in the N.C. Coastal Habitat Protection Plan and research needs
identified with other agencies. A copy of the strategic plan is attached for your convenience, but is
can also found online at http://portal.ncdenr.org/c/document_library/get_file?uuid=8989a7aa-f1d2-
4fce-aacd-1142daecf3ab&groupld=38337.

Additionally, an adviser orientation package is included; please carefully review these materials. If
you have any questions concerning your appointment or regarding your role as an adviser, feel free
to contact Marine Fisheries Commission Liaison Nancy Fish at 252-808-8021 or
nancy.fish@ncdenr.gov.

I want to personally thank you for your interest in advising the commission on the management of
our state’s coastal fisheries and | look forward to seeing you at a meeting in the near future.

Sincerely,

oy oty

Sammy Corbett, Chairman
N. C. Marine Fisheries Commission

cc: Marine Fisheries Commission
Wayne Johannessen, CRFL Coordinator

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net
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Mr. Christopher K. Behm
7020 Finian Drive
Wilmington, N.C. 28409

Dear Christopher:

Thank you for your application to serve as an adviser to the N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission’s
Coastal Recreational Advisory Committee. It was difficult to select advisers because we received
so many excellent applications. Unfortunately, | was not able to appoint you to as an adviser to this
committee, but | encourage you to apply for other advisory committee vacancies in the future and to
participate in our fisheries management process by attending committee and commission meetings
and offering your input.

Please visit the Division of Marine Fisheries website at www.ncfisheries.net for meeting schedules,
proclamations, fisheries hot topics, and various fishing information. You may also contact Nancy Fish at
800-682-2632 or 252-808-8021 if you have questions about any of the commission’s processes or issues.

Again, thank you for your interest in the conservation of our state’s resources.

Sincerely,

oy ety

Sammy Corbett, Chairman
N. C. Marine Fisheries Commission

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net
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August 3, 2015

Mr. Christopher K. Behm
7020 Finian Drive
Wilmington, N.C. 28409

Dear Christopher:

Thank you for your application to serve as an adviser to the N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission’s
Coastal Recreational Advisory Committee. It was difficult to select advisers because we received
so many excellent applications. Unfortunately, | was not able to appoint you to as an adviser to this
committee, but | encourage you to apply for other advisory committee vacancies in the future and to
participate in our fisheries management process by attending committee and commission meetings
and offering your input.

Please visit the Division of Marine Fisheries website at www.ncfisheries.net for meeting schedules,
proclamations, fisheries hot topics, and various fishing information. You may also contact Nancy Fish at
800-682-2632 or 252-808-8021 if you have questions about any of the commission’s processes or issues.

Again, thank you for your interest in the conservation of our state’s resources.

Sincerely,

oy ety

Sammy Corbett, Chairman
N. C. Marine Fisheries Commission

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net



NORTH CAROLINA MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND NATURAL RESOURCES

COMMISSIONERS

PAT MCCRORY ANNA BECKWITH CHUCK LAUGHRIDGE

Governor Morehead City Harkers Island

MIKEY DANIELS JOE SHUTE
DONALD VAN DER VAART Wanchese Morehead City

Secretary KELLY DARDEN MIKE WICKER

Greenville Raleigh
SAMMY CORBETT MARK GORGES ALISON WILLIS
Chairman Wrightsville Beach Harkers Island

August 3, 2015

Mr. Chad Davis
617 Vale Drive
Wilmington, N.C. 28411

Dear Chad:

Thank you for your application to serve as an adviser to the N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission’s
Coastal Recreational Advisory Committee. It was difficult to select advisers because we received
so many excellent applications. Unfortunately, | was not able to appoint you to as an adviser to this
committee, but | encourage you to apply for other advisory committee vacancies in the future and to
participate in our fisheries management process by attending committee and commission meetings
and offering your input.

Please visit the Division of Marine Fisheries website at www.ncfisheries.net for meeting schedules,
proclamations, fisheries hot topics, and various fishing information. You may also contact Nancy Fish at
800-682-2632 or 252-808-8021 if you have questions about any of the commission’s processes or issues.

Again, thank you for your interest in the conservation of our state’s resources.

Sincerely,

oy ety

Sammy Corbett, Chairman
N. C. Marine Fisheries Commission

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net
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August 3, 2015

Mr. David Glenn
212 Morada Bay Drive
Newport, N.C. 28570

Dear David:

Thank you for your application to serve as an adviser to the N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission’s
Coastal Recreational Advisory Committee. It was difficult to select advisers because we received
so many excellent applications. Unfortunately, | was not able to appoint you to as an adviser to this
committee, but | encourage you to apply for other advisory committee vacancies in the future and to
participate in our fisheries management process by attending committee and commission meetings
and offering your input.

Please visit the Division of Marine Fisheries website at www.ncfisheries.net for meeting schedules,
proclamations, fisheries hot topics, and various fishing information. You may also contact Nancy Fish at
800-682-2632 or 252-808-8021 if you have questions about any of the commission’s processes or issues.

Again, thank you for your interest in the conservation of our state’s resources.

Sincerely,

oy ety

Sammy Corbett, Chairman
N. C. Marine Fisheries Commission

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net
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August 3, 2015

Mr. Jim Hardin
107 Excaliber Drive
Greenville, N.C. 27858

Dear Jim:

Thank you for your application to serve as an adviser to the N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission’s
Coastal Recreational Advisory Committee. It was difficult to select advisers because we received
so many excellent applications. Unfortunately, | was not able to appoint you to as an adviser to this
committee, but | encourage you to apply for other advisory committee vacancies in the future and to
participate in our fisheries management process by attending committee and commission meetings
and offering your input.

Please visit the Division of Marine Fisheries website at www.ncfisheries.net for meeting schedules,
proclamations, fisheries hot topics, and various fishing information. You may also contact Nancy Fish at
800-682-2632 or 252-808-8021 if you have questions about any of the commission’s processes or issues.

Again, thank you for your interest in the conservation of our state’s resources.

Sincerely,

oy ety

Sammy Corbett, Chairman
N. C. Marine Fisheries Commission

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net
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August 3, 2015

Mr. Allen Jernigan
P.O. Box 1181
Sneads Ferry, N.C. 28460

Dear Allen:

Thank you for your application to serve as an adviser to the N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission’s
Coastal Recreational Advisory Committee. It was difficult to select advisers because we received
so many excellent applications. Unfortunately, | was not able to appoint you to as an adviser to this
committee, but | encourage you to apply for other advisory committee vacancies in the future and to
participate in our fisheries management process by attending committee and commission meetings
and offering your input.

Please visit the Division of Marine Fisheries website at www.ncfisheries.net for meeting schedules,
proclamations, fisheries hot topics, and various fishing information. You may also contact Nancy Fish at
800-682-2632 or 252-808-8021 if you have questions about any of the commission’s processes or issues.

Again, thank you for your interest in the conservation of our state’s resources.

Sincerely,

oy ety

Sammy Corbett, Chairman
N. C. Marine Fisheries Commission

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net
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Secretary KELLY DARDEN MIKE WICKER

Greenville Raleigh
SAMMY CORBETT MARK GORGES ALISON WILLIS
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August 3, 2015

Mr. Denny Lanier
316 South Graham Street
Wallace, N.C. 28466

Dear Denny:

Thank you for your application to serve as an adviser to the N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission’s
Coastal Recreational Advisory Committee. It was difficult to select advisers because we received
so many excellent applications. Unfortunately, | was not able to appoint you to as an adviser to this
committee, but | encourage you to apply for other advisory committee vacancies in the future and to
participate in our fisheries management process by attending committee and commission meetings
and offering your input.

Please visit the Division of Marine Fisheries website at www.ncfisheries.net for meeting schedules,
proclamations, fisheries hot topics, and various fishing information. You may also contact Nancy Fish at
800-682-2632 or 252-808-8021 if you have questions about any of the commission’s processes or issues.

Again, thank you for your interest in the conservation of our state’s resources.

Sincerely,

oy ety

Sammy Corbett, Chairman
N. C. Marine Fisheries Commission

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net
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Mr. Warren Martin, Jr.
P.O. Box 13
Rodanthe, N.C. 27968

Dear Warren:

Thank you for your application to serve as an adviser to the N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission’s
Coastal Recreational Advisory Committee. It was difficult to select advisers because we received
so many excellent applications. Unfortunately, | was not able to appoint you to as an adviser to this
committee, but | encourage you to apply for other advisory committee vacancies in the future and to
participate in our fisheries management process by attending committee and commission meetings
and offering your input.

Please visit the Division of Marine Fisheries website at www.ncfisheries.net for meeting schedules,
proclamations, fisheries hot topics, and various fishing information. You may also contact Nancy Fish at
800-682-2632 or 252-808-8021 if you have questions about any of the commission’s processes or issues.

Again, thank you for your interest in the conservation of our state’s resources.

Sincerely,

oy ety

Sammy Corbett, Chairman
N. C. Marine Fisheries Commission

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net
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August 3, 2015

Mr. Ron McPherson
221 Moonlight Drive
Atlantic Beach, N.C. 28512

Dear Ron:

Thank you for your application to serve as an adviser to the N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission’s
Coastal Recreational Advisory Committee. It was difficult to select advisers because we received
so many excellent applications. Unfortunately, | was not able to appoint you to as an adviser to this
committee, but | encourage you to apply for other advisory committee vacancies in the future and to
participate in our fisheries management process by attending committee and commission meetings
and offering your input.

Please visit the Division of Marine Fisheries website at www.ncfisheries.net for meeting schedules,
proclamations, fisheries hot topics, and various fishing information. You may also contact Nancy Fish at
800-682-2632 or 252-808-8021 if you have questions about any of the commission’s processes or issues.

Again, thank you for your interest in the conservation of our state’s resources.

Sincerely,

oy ety

Sammy Corbett, Chairman
N. C. Marine Fisheries Commission

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net



NORTH CAROLINA MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND NATURAL RESOURCES

COMMISSIONERS

PAT MCCRORY ANNA BECKWITH CHUCK LAUGHRIDGE

Governor Morehead City Harkers Island

MIKEY DANIELS JOE SHUTE
DONALD VAN DER VAART Wanchese Morehead City

Secretary KELLY DARDEN MIKE WICKER

Greenville Raleigh
SAMMY CORBETT MARK GORGES ALISON WILLIS
Chairman Wrightsville Beach Harkers Island

August 3, 2015

Mr. Chris Medlin
2421 Highway 210 East
Hampstead, N.C. 28443

Dear Chris:

Thank you for your application to serve as an adviser to the N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission’s
Coastal Recreational Advisory Committee. It was difficult to select advisers because we received
so many excellent applications. Unfortunately, | was not able to appoint you to as an adviser to this
committee, but | encourage you to apply for other advisory committee vacancies in the future and to
participate in our fisheries management process by attending committee and commission meetings
and offering your input.

Please visit the Division of Marine Fisheries website at www.ncfisheries.net for meeting schedules,
proclamations, fisheries hot topics, and various fishing information. You may also contact Nancy Fish at
800-682-2632 or 252-808-8021 if you have questions about any of the commission’s processes or issues.

Again, thank you for your interest in the conservation of our state’s resources.

Sincerely,

oy ety

Sammy Corbett, Chairman
N. C. Marine Fisheries Commission

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net
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Mr. Kurt Tressler
226 Saint Luke Ct.
Wilmington, N.C. 28409

Dear Kurt:

Thank you for your application to serve as an adviser to the N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission’s
Coastal Recreational Advisory Committee. It was difficult to select advisers because we received
so many excellent applications. Unfortunately, | was not able to appoint you to as an adviser to this
committee, but | encourage you to apply for other advisory committee vacancies in the future and to
participate in our fisheries management process by attending committee and commission meetings
and offering your input.

Please visit the Division of Marine Fisheries website at www.ncfisheries.net for meeting schedules,
proclamations, fisheries hot topics, and various fishing information. You may also contact Nancy Fish at
800-682-2632 or 252-808-8021 if you have questions about any of the commission’s processes or issues.

Again, thank you for your interest in the conservation of our state’s resources.

Sincerely,

oy ety

Sammy Corbett, Chairman
N. C. Marine Fisheries Commission

P.O. Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
www.ncfisheries.net
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North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural Resources

Pat McCrory Donald R. van der Vaart
Governor Secretary

MEMORANDUM

TO: N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission

FROM: Nancy Fish

Commission Liaison
DATE: Aug. 20, 2015

SUBJECT:  Southern Flounder Resolutions and Correspondence Received Outside of the Formal
Comment Period

Following are two groups of correspondence the commission has received related to southern flounder:

e First are resolutions received this past spring and early summer from various counties, towns and
villages regarding the use of the supplement to implement harvest reductions with southern
flounder.

e The second set of information is correspondence the commission has received outside of the
formal June 10-July 10 public comment period for the southern flounder supplement proposals.

1601 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1601
Phone: 919-707-8600 \ Internet: www.ncdenr.gov
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RESOLUTION ASKING THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION (MFC) TO SUPPORT THE NC
DIVISION OF MARINE FISHERIES (DMF) USE OF THE SUPPLEMENT PROCESS TO IMPLEMENT
REDUCTIONS ON SOUTHERN FLOUNDER

Whereas, all marine creatures are public trust resources owned equally by all citizens of NC
regardless of residency; and

Whereas, the southern flounder fishery is a traditional recreational target of
thousands of Alamance County residents; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder population stocks in NC are classified as “depleted”; and

WHEREAS, a recent NCDMF stock assessment as well as the peer reviewers agreed that the
stocks are showing no signs of improvement and that harvest of juvenile fish within the population is
alarming; and

WHEREAS, the citizens of Alamance County have no representation except through the MFC to
manage these public trust resources conservatively and for all citizens; and

WHEREAS, many Alamance County businesses including motels, gas stations, tackle shops,
restaurants, and boat dealers provide goods and services to many local citizens as well as traveling
fishermen on [-85/40 in the pursuit of southern flounder; and

WHEREAS, there is need for absolute and focused management of these fish to attain, and then
maintain, a viable stock of not only southern flounder, but all traditional estuarine fish'stocks for our
citizenry to enjoy in perpetuity as required by the NC Fishery Reform Act of 1997;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Alamance County Board of Commissioners asks
the NC Marine Fisheries Commission to support the NC Division of Marine Fisheries use of the supplement
process to implement reduction of southern flounder harvest and that such reductions be made so that
the fishery is revived in order to serve all of NC’s citizen fishermen and not just ones who fish for profit.

ADOPTED this the 20t day of April, 2015. Z\) I

Dan Ingle, Chairpdan
Alamance County Board of Commissioners
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A RESOLUTION ASKING THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION (NCMFC)
TO NOT SUPPORT THE NC DIVISION OF MARINE FISHERIES (DCDMF) USE OF
THE SUPPLEMENT PROCESS TO IMPLEMENT REDUCTIONS OF SOUTHER
FLOUNDER

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is regionally diverse throughout Bertie County and
statewide with regards to gear, timing of harvest, and size of fish harvested; and,

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is $5.6 million fishery for NC commercial
fishermen and the economic impact to the region would be devastating if harvest cuts of 25%
to 60% are implemented by NCMFC; and,

Ve
WHEREAS, recentMEDMF stock assessment report did not pass peer review and the harvest
reduction parameters are arbitrary and subjective and not based on stakeholder input; and,

WHEREAS, the supplement process disenfranchises stakeholders because of lack of public
input; and,

WHEREAS, Bertie County’s commercial fishermen have already made their investments for
the fall 2015 season that will not be recovered, which subjects them to a double economic hit
that will be catastrophic for these small businesses; and,

WHEREAS, there is need for thoughtful and comprehensive review of any proposed measure
to assess the long-term viability of the fishery, and that review must incorporate stakeholder
input.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Bertie County Board of Commissioners
asks the NC Marine Fisheries Commission to not support the NC Division of Marine Fisheries
use of the supplement process to implement reductions of southern flounder and that any
proposal to limit the fishery be subjected to comprehensive review that includes stakeholder

Wb' WM

Ronald D. Wesson, Chairman
Bertie County Board of Commissioners

This adopted the 18th day of May, 2015.

BT I P )

Sarah S. Tinkham, Clerk to the Board
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RESOLUTION ASKING THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION (MFC) TO SUPPORT
THE NC DIVISION OF MARINE FISHERIES (DMF) USE OF THE SUPPLEMENT PROCESS
TO IMPLEMENT ADJUSTMENTS ON SOUTHERN FLOUNDER

WHEREAS, all marine creatures are public trust resources owned equally by all citizens of NC
regardless of residency; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is a source of income for the livelihood of commercial
fishermen and is a traditional target by recreational fishermen in Brunswick County; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder population stocks in NC are classified as “declining” and there
is need to implement a regional management plan that adjusts accordingly; and

WHEREAS, a recent NCDMF stock assessment as well as the peer reviewers agreed that the
stocks are showing no signs of improvement and that harvest of juvenile fish within the population is
questionable; and

WHEREAS, the citizens of Brunswick County have representation through the MFC to manage
these public trust resources conservatively and for all citizens; and

WHEREAS, many Brunswick County businesses including commercial fishermen, seafood
retailers, seafood wholesalers, guides, tackle shops, restaurants, lodging and boat dealers provide goods and
services to many local citizens as well as tourists in the pursuit of southern flounder; and

WHEREAS, there is need for absolute and focused management of these fish to attain, and then
maintain, a viable stock of not only southern flounder, but all traditional estuarine fish stocks for our
citizenry to enjoy in the perpetuity as required by the NC Fishery Reform Act of 1997

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Brunswick County Board of Commissioners
asks the NC Marine Fisheries Commission to support the NC Division of Marine Fisheries use of the
supplement process to fairly implement necessary adjustments of southern flounder harvest and those
adjustments are made so that the fishery is maintained for a viable future in order to serve all of NC’s citizen
fishermen.

This the 18th day of May, 2015. : )
v of May Y %
\CK

cott Phillips, Chairman <
runswick County Commissioners
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Resolution No. 2015-05-02

A RESOLUTION ASKING THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION (NCMFC) TO NOT
SUPPORT THE NC DIVISION OF MARINE FISHERIES (NCDMF) USE OF THE
SUPPLEMENT PROCESS TO IMPLEMENT REDUCTIONS OF SOUTHERN FLOUNDER

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is regionally diverse throughout Eastern North
Carolina communities with regards to gear, timing of harvest and size of fish harvested:
And

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is a $5.6 million fishery for NC commercial fisherman
and the economic impact to the region would be devastating if harvest cuts of 25% to 60% are
implemented by NCMFC; and

WHEREAS, recent NCDMF stock assessment report did not pass peer review and the harvest
reduction parameters are arbitrary and subjective and not based on stakeholder input: and

WHEREAS, the supplement process disenfranchises stakeholder because of lack of public input;
and

WHEREAS, Camden County's commercial fishermen have made their fishing gear investments
for the 2015 fishing season that will not be able to be recovered, which subjects them to a double
cconomic hit that will be catastrophic for these small businesses: and

WHEREAS. there is need for thoughtful and comprehensive review of any proposed measure o
assess the long-term viability of the fishery. and that review must incorporate local stakeholder input.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Camden County Board of Commissioners
asks the NC Marine Fisheries Commission to not support the NC Division of Marine  Fisheries use of the
supplement process to implement reduction of Southern Flounder and that any proposal to limit the
fishery be subjected to comprehensive review that ingludes stakeholder input.

ATTES

Clerk to the Board

P. O. Box 190 4 330 East Hwy 158 4 Camden, NC 27921 4 Phone (252) 338-6363 4 Fax (252) 331-783
www.camdencountync.g()v




Board of Commissioners

Robin V. Comer, Chair
Jonathan Robinson, Vice-Chair
Elaine O. Crittenton
Jimmy Farrington
Terry Frank
Mark Mansfield
Bill Smith

County Manager

W. Russell Overman
russello@carteretcountync.gov

Office: (252) 728-8450
Fax:  (252)728-2092

A RESOLUTION ASKING THE
NC DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND NATURAL RESOURCES (NCDENR) AND
THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION (NCMFC) TO OPPOSE THE NC DIVISION
OF MARINE FISHERIES (NCDMF) USE OF THE SUPPLEMENT PROCESS TO
IMPLEMENT REDUCTIONS OF SOUTHERN FLOUNDER

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is important to North Carolina counties
throughout the coastal area; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder population has been able to sustain itself at levels
allowing substantial harvest for over 30 years, landing millions of pounds annually; and

WHEREAS, the latest southern flounder stock assessment did not pass peer review and
has been deemed unable to assess the status of the southern flounder population in North
Carolina, and thus the status of the population is unknown; and

WHEREAS, the supplement process allows for limited stakeholder and public input;
and

WHEREAS, when there is need for an amendment, a thoughtful and comprehensive
review of any proposed measure to assess the long-term viability of the fishery, it should
allow ample opportunity for stakeholder and public input; and

WHEREAS, North Carolina began requiring substantial conservation measures on
southern flounder to provide for a sustainable population and viable fisheries in 1979 and has
continued to responsibly manage the fishery until the present; and

WHEREAS, effort in the gill net fishery and pound net fishery, the largest fisheries
harvesting southern flounder in North Carolina, has been drastically reduced in recent years.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Carteret County Board of
Commissioners asks the Secretary of the North Carolina Department of the Environment and
Natural Resources and the North Carolina Marine Fisheries Commission to oppose the
development of a supplement to the Southern Flounder Fishery Management Plan.

ADOPTED, this day the 20t day of April 2015

Attest:

%, M % _® = _'\ =
Russell Overman, ra / ~
Interim Clerk to the Board i
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- :&aﬁin'\?‘.‘ C @Chairman
(" Carteret Cotinty Board of Commissioners

Carteret County Courthouse e 302 Courthouse Square ¢ Beaufort, NC 28516-1898
www.carteretcountync.gov



. A RESOLUTION ASKING THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION (NCMFC) TO NOT SUPPORT
THE NC DIVISION OF MARINE FISHERIES (NCDMF) USE OF THE SUPPLEMENT PROCESS TO -
IMPLEMENT REDUCTIONS OF SOUTHERN FLOUNDER

e WHEREAS the southern flounder flshery is reglonally dlverse throughout Curntuck County and
‘ stateWIde with regard to gear, t|m|ng of harvest and size of fish harvested and

s WHEREAS the southern flounder flshery is a $5 6 million fishery for NC commerCIal flshermen and the
. economic lmpact of the région would be devastating if harvest cuts of 25% t0 60% are lmplemented by T
. 'NCMFC; and :

_ ?WHEREAS recent NCDMF stock assessment report did not pass peer review and the harvest reductlon
- 'parameters are arbltrary and subjectlve and not based on stakeholder input; and-

WHEREAS the supplement process disenfranchises stakeholders because of Iack of publlc mput and

,WHEREAS Currltuck County 3 commerCIal fishermen have already made their mvestments for the fall
o 2015 season’ that will not be able to be recovered, Wthh subjects them toa double economic hlt that
WIII be catastrophlc for these small businesses; and :

» WHEREAS there is need for thoughtful arld comprehenswe review ofany proposed measure to assess '
' ;‘,the long-term vnablllty of the flshery, and that rewew must mcorporate stakeholder mput

: NOW THEREFORE BEIT RESOLVED that the Currltuck County Board of Commlsswners asks the NC
’- Manne Fisheries Commission to not support the NC Division of Marme Fisheries use of the, supplement
"‘process to lmplement reductlons of. southern flounder.and that any proposal to limit the flshery be
' \subjected to comprehensrve review that mcludes stakeholder input. :

’.'Thlslthe18thdayof‘May,2015. S ‘ , // 3

" S. P_aul.IOfNeal,' Chairman .




A RESOLUTION
ASKING THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION (NCMFC)
TO NOT SUPPORT THE NC DIVISION OF MARINE FISHERIES (DCDMF) USE OF THE
SUPPLEMENT PROCESS TO IMPLEMENT REDUCTIONS OF SOUTHERN FLOUNDER

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is regionally diverse throughout Dare County and statewide
with regards to gear, timing of harvest and size of fish harvested; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is a $5.6 million fishery for NC commercial fisherman and
the economic impact to the region would be devastating if harvest cuts of 25% to 60% are
implemented by NCMFC; and

WHEREAS, Recent NCDMEF stock assessment report did not pass peer review and the harvest
reduction patameters are arbitrary and subjective and not based on stakeholder input; and

WHEREAS, the supplement process disenfranchises stakeholders because of lack of public input; and

WHEREAS, Dare County’s commercial fishermen have already made their investments for the fall
2015 season that will not be able to be recovered, which subjects them to a double economic hit that
will be catastrophic for these small businesses; and

WHEREAS, there is need for thoughtful and comprehensive review of any proposed measure to assess
the long-term viability of the fishery, and that review must incorporate stakeholder input.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Dare County Board of Commissioners asks the
NC Marine Fisheries Commission to not support the NC Division of Marine Fisheries use of the
supplement process to implement reductions of southern flounder and that any proposal to limit the
fishery be subjected to comprehensive review that includes stakeholder input.

This the 6™ day of April, 2015 W é
Q

Robert Woodard, Chairman

Attest:

Gary Gross; '€térk to the Board
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Barry Swindell, Chair
Earl Pugh, Jr., Vice-chair
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COUNTY OF HYDE

30 Oyster Creek Road Bill Rich

PO Box 188

County Manager

SWAN QUARTER, NORTH CAROLINA 27885 Fred Holscher
252-926-4400 County Attorney
252-926-3701 Fax

Lois Stotesberry, CMC, NCCCC
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A RESOLUTION ASKING THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION (NCMFC)
TO NOT SUPPORT THE NC DIVISION OF MARINE FISHERIES (DCDMF) USE OF THE
SUPPLEMENT PROCESS TO IMPLEMENT REDUCTIONS OF SOUTHERN FLOUNDER

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is regionally diverse throughout Hyde County and statewide
with regards to gear, timing of harvest and size of fish harvested; and,

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is a $5.6 million fishery for NC commercial fishermen and

the economic impact to the region would be devastating if harvest cuts of 25% to 60% are implemented
by NCMFC; and,

WHEREAS, recent MCDMF stock assessment report did not pass peer review and the harvest reduction
parameters are arbitrary and subjective and not based on stakeholder input; and,

WHEREAS, the supplement process disenfranchises stakeholders because of lack of public input; and,

WHEREAS, Hyde County’s commercial fishermen have already made their investments for the fall 2015
season that will not be recovered, which subjects them to a double economic hit that will be catastrophic
for these small business; and,

WHEREAS, there is need for thoughtful and comprehensive review of any proposed measure to assess
the long-term viability of the fishery, and that review must incorporate stakeholder input.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Hyde County Board of Commissioners asks the
NC Marine Fisheries Commission to not support the NC Division of Marine Fisheries use of the
supplement process to implement reductions of southern flounder and that any proposal to limit the
fishery by subjected to comprehensive review that includes stakeholder inp

This the _6™ day of April, 2015.

j Cyn Barry Swmdell airman

eI SO . ATTEST:
5 ; ’ ois Stotesberry, Clerk to the Boarg’j
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Office of Tony Braswell, Chairman
County Commissioners Wm DeVan Barbour, Vice Chairman
(919) 989-5100 Cookie Pope
FAX (919) 989-5179 POST OFFICE BOX 1049 Allen L. Mims, Jr.

SMITHFIELD, N.C. 27577 Jeffrey P. Carver

Paula G. Woodard, Clerk Ted G. Godwin
Chad M. Stewart

A RESOLUTION ASKING THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION (MFC)
TO SUPPORT THE NC DIVISION OF MARINE FISHERIES (DMF) USE
OF THE SUPPLEMENT PROCESS TO IMPLEMENT
REDUCTIONS ON SOUTHERN FLOUNDER

WHEREAS, all marine creatures are public trust resources owned equally by all citizens of
North Carolina regardless of residency; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is a traditional recreational target of many Johnston
County residents; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder population stocks in North Carolina are classified as
“depleted”; and

WHEREAS, a recent NCDMF stock assessment as well as the peer reviewers agreed that the
stocks are showing no signs of improvement and that harvest of juvenile fish within the
population is alarming; and

WHEREAS, there is a need for absolute and focused management of these fish to attain and then
maintain a viable stock of not only southern flounder but all traditional estuarine stocks for our
citizenry in perpetuity as required by the North Carolina Fishery Reform Act of 1997.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Johnston County Board of Commissioners
does hereby ask the North Carolina Marine Fisheries Commission to support the North Carolina
Division of Marine Fisheries use of the supplement process to implement reduction of the
southern flounder harvest and that such reductions be made so that the fishery is revived to serve
all of North Carolina citizens and not just ones who fish for profit.

Adopted this the 4™ day of May, 2015.

szxttest:

Towlo o, Wesdhe 8
Paula G. Woodard
Clerk to the Board




County of Lenoir

Board of Commissioners
Craig Hill, Chairman

Jackie Brown, Vice-Chairman
Roland Best

J. Mac Daughety

Reuben Davis

Eric Rouse

Linda Rouse Sutton

Lenoir County Courthouse
Post Office Box 3289

130 South Queen Street
Kinston, NC 28502

Telephone: (252) 559-6450
Fax: (252) 559-6454

Michael W. Jarman, County Manager
Tommy Hollowell, Assist. County Manager
Vickie F. King, Clerk to the Board

RESOLUTION ASKING THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION (MFC) TO
SUPPORT THE NC DIVISION OF MARINE FISHERIES (DMF) USE OF THE
SUPPLEMENT PROCESS TO IMPLEMENT REDUCTIONS ON SOUTHERN
FLOUNDER

WHEREAS, all marine creatures are public trust resources owned equally by all citizens of NC
regardless of residency; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is a traditional recreational target of thousands of
Lenoir County residents; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder population stocks in NC are classified as “depleted”; and

WHEREAS,; a recent NCDMF stock assessment as well as the peer reviewers agreed that the
stocks are- showing no signs of improvement and that harvest of juvenile fish within the
population is alarming; and

WHEREAS, the citizens of Lenoir County have no representation except through the MFC to
manage these public trust resources conservatively and for all citizens; and

WHEREAS, many Lenoir County businesses including tackles shops, restaurants, and boat
dealers provide goods and services to many local citizens as well as traveling fishermen on US
70 in the pursuit of southern flounder; and

WHEREAS, there is need for absolute and focused management of these fish to attain, and then
maintain, a viable stock of not only southern flounder, but all traditional estuarine fish stocks for
our citizenry to enjoy in perpetuity as required by the NC Fishery Reform Act of 1997.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Lenoir County Board of Commissioners
asks the NC Marine Fisheries Commission to support the NC Division of Marine Fisheries use of
the supplement process to implement reduction of southern flounder harvest and that such
reductions be made so that the fishery is revived in order to serve all of NC’s citizen fishermen

and not just ones who fish for profit. /° . ¥
April 20,2015 Craig Hill, CHairan




A RESOLUTION ASKING THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION (MFC)
TO SUPPORT THE USE BY THE NC DIVISION OF MARINE FISHERIES (DMF)
OF THE SUPPLEMENT PROCESS TO IMPLEMENT REDUCTIONS
ON THE FISHING OF SOUTHERN FLOUNDER

WHEREAS, all marine creatures are public trust resources owned equally by all citizens
of North Carolina regardless of residency; and,

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is a traditional recreational target of many
Nash County residents; and,

WHEREAS, the southern flounder population stocks in North Carolina are classified as
“depleted”; and,

WHEREAS, a recent stock assessment conducted by the NC Division of Marine
Fisheries (DMF), as well as the peer reviewers, agreed that the stocks are showing no signs of
improvement and that harvest of juvenile fish within the population is alarming; and,

WHEREAS, the NC Division of Marine Fisheries (DMF) reports that in 2013 in Nash
County 12 individuals held a commercial fishing license, with one of those selling, and 8,700
individuals held a recreational saltwater fishing license; and,

WHEREAS, many Nash County businesses, including fuel stations, restaurants, boat
dealers, tackle shops, etc., provide goods and services to local citizens as well as travelling
fishermen in the pursuit of southern flounder; and,

WHEREAS, there is a need for absolute and focused management of these fish to attain
and then maintain a viable stock of not only southern flounder by all traditional estuarine stocks
for our citizenry in perpetuity as required by the North Carolina Fishery Reform Act of 1997;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Nash County Board of Commissioners
adopts this resolution to hereby ask the North Carolina Marine Fisheries Commission (MFC) to
support the use of the supplement process by the North Carolina Division of Marine Fisheries
(DMF) to implement reduction of the southern flounder harvest and that such reductions be
made so that the fishery is revived for not only those who fish for profit, but also for those who
fish for recreation, as well as the businesses supported by fishing.

ADOPTED THIS 6" DAY OF JULY 2015.

NASH COUNTY BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS

Fred Belflzld Jr., Zhairman
ATFEST:
_ Zm_ﬁ .

Janice’Evans, Clerk to the Board (OFFICIAL SEAL)




County Manager
Timothy A. Buck

Board of Commissioners

Pat Prescott, Chairman, Township #1
Clerk to the Board

Kathy P. Cayton

Christine Mele, Vice Chairman, Township #2 o
COUNTY OF PAMLICO County Attornay

Paul Delamar, At— Large
P.O. Box776 Jimmie B. Hicks, Jr.
Ane A. Holion, At-Large BAYBORO, N.C. 28515
Edward Riggs Jr., Township #3 (252) 745-3133 /745-5195
- P FAX (252) 745-5514
Carl Ollison, Towaship #4 Email:tim.buck@pamlicocounty. Org

Kenuy Heath, Township #5

A RESOLUTION ASKING THE NC DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENT AND NATURAL
RESOURCES (NCDENR) AND THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION (NCMFC)
TO OPPOSE THE NC DIVISION OF MARINE FISHERIES (NCDMF) USE OF THE
SUPPLEMENT PROCESS TO IMPLEMENT REDUCTIONS OF SOUTHERN FLOUNDER

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is important to North Carolina counties throughout the
coastal arca; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder population has been able to sustain itself at levels allowing
substantial harvest for over 30years, landing millions of pounds annually; and

WHEREAS, the latest southern flounder stock assessment did not pass peer review and has been
deemed unable to assess the status of the southern flounder population in North Carolina, and
thus the status of the population is unknown; and

WHEREAS, the supplement process allows for limited stakeholder and public input; and

WHEREAS, when there is need for an amendment, a thoughtful and comprehensive review of
any proposed measure to assess the long-term viability of the fishery, it should allow ample
opportunity for stakeholder and public input; and

WHEREAS, North Carolina began requiring substantial conservation measures on southern
flounder to provide for a sustainable population and viable fisheries in 1979 and has continued to
responsibly manage the fishery until the present; and

WHERFEAS, effort in the gill net fishery and pound net fishery, the largest fisheries harvesting
southern flounder in North Carolina, has been drastically reduced in recent years.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Pamlico County Board of Commissioners
asks the Secretary of the North Carolina Department of the Environment and Natural Resources
and the North Carolina Marine Fisheries Commission to oppose the development of a
supplement to the Southern Flounder Fishery Management Plan.



ADOPTED, this day the 6th day of July 2015

“7%‘/%:{7?6

Pat Prescott, Chairman
Pamlico County Board of Commissioners

JPCPR 1 Focs




A RESOLUTION
ASKING THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION (NCMFC)
TO NOT SUPPORT THE NC DIVISION OF MARINE FISHERIES (DCDMF) USE OF
THE SUPPLEMENT PROCESS TO IMPLEMENT REDUCTIONS OF SOUTHERN
FLOUNDER

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is regionally diverse throughout Eastern North
Carolina communities with regards to gear, timing of harvest and size of fish harvested;

and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is a $5.6 million fishery for NC commercial
fisherman and the economic impact to the region would be devastating if harvest cuts of
25% to 60% are implemented by NCMFC; and

WHEREAS, recent NCDMF stock assessment report did not pass peer review and the
harvest reduction parameters are arbitrary and subjective and not based on stakeholder
input; and

WHEREAS, the supplement process disenfranchises stakeholder because of lack of
public input; and

WHEREAS, Pasquotank County’s commercial fishermen have made their fishing gear
investments for the 2015 fishing season that will not be able to be recovered, which
subjects them to a double economic hit that will be catastrophic for these small
businesses; and

WHEREAS, there is need for thoughtful and comprehensive review of any proposed
measure to assess the long-term viability of the fishery, and that review must
incorporate local stakeholder input.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Pasquotank County Board of
Commissioners asks the NC marine Fisheries Commission to not support the NC
Division of Marine Fisheries use of the supplement process to implement reduction of
southern flounder and that any proposal to limit the fishery be subjected to
comprefensive review that includes stakeholder input.

L .. |
dysof April, 2015

SRS . g
T L -

Asst \Clarkio the Board

Josaph $. Windlow Jr.
Pasquotank County Board of



Resolution Asking the NC Marine Fisheries Commission (MFC) to Support
the NC Division of Marine Fisheries (DMF) Use of the Supplement Process to
Implement Reductions on Southern Flounder

WHEREAS, all marine creatures are public trust resources owned equally by all citizens of
North Carolina regardless of residency; and,

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is a traditional recreational target of thousands of Pitt
County residents; and,

WHEREAS, the southern flounder population stocks in NC are classified as “depleted”; and

WHEREAS, a recent North Carolina Division of Marine Fisheries stock assessment as well as
the peer reviewers agreed that the stocks are showing no signs of improvement and that harvest
of juvenile fish within the population is alarming; and,

WHEREAS, the citizens of Pitt County have no representation except through the MFC to
manage these public trust resources conservatively and for all citizens; and,

WHEREAS, many Pitt County businesses including tackles shops, restaurants, and boat dealers
provide goods and services to many local citizens as well as traveling fishermen on the Highway
64 & Highway 264 corridor in the pursuit of southern flounder; and,

WHEREAS, there is need for absolute and focused management of these fish to attain, and then
maintain, a viable stock of not only southern flounder, but all traditional estuarine fish stocks for
our citizenry to enjoy in perpetuity as required by the NC Fishery Reform Act of 1997.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Pitt County Board of Commissioners asks
the NC Marine Fisheries Commission to support the NC Division of Marine Fisheries use of the
supplement process to implement reduction of southern flounder harvest and that such reductions
be made so that the fishery is revived in order to serve all of NC’s citizen fishermen and not just

ones who fish for profit.

Glen Webb, Chairman

Adopted this 4t day of May, 2015.

Yim L. neo)

Kimberly WYHines, Clerk to the Board




TOWN OF BEULAVILLE Phone: 210-298-4647

PO BOX 130 # 111 W. QUINN STREET Fax: 910-298-3481
BEULAVILLE, NC 28518-0130

May 13, 2015

North Carolina Division of Marine Fisheries
North Carolina Marine Fisheries Commission
3441 Arendell Street

Morehead City, NC 28557

SUBIJECT: Letter of Support for Town of Wallace Resolution

Ladies and Gentlemen:

Please allow this letter of support to serve as my wholehearted endorsement of the Town
of Wallace’s RESOLUTION ASKING THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION (MFC)
TO SUPPORT THE NC DIVISION OF MARINE FISHERIES (DMF) USE OF THE
SUPPLEMENT PROCESS TO IMPLEMENT REDUCTIONS ON SOUTHERN FLOUNDER, I
agree with Wallace’s request that action should be taken to reverse depleted southern flounder
population stocks in North Carolina, as stated in their Resolution.

Regards,

el ewdy

Kenneth L. Smith
Mayor

Enclosure
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RESOLUTION ASKING THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION (MFC) TO SUPPORT
THE NC DIVISION OF MARINE FISHERIES (DMF) USE OF THE SUPPLEMENT PROCESS
TO IMPLEMENT REDUCTIONS ON SOUTHERN FLOUNDER

WHEREAS, all marine creatures are public frust resources owned equally by all citizens of NC
regardless of residency; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is a traditional recreational target of Town of Wallace
residents; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder population stocks in NC are classified as “depleted”; and

WHEREAS, a recent NCDMF stock assessment as well as the peer reviewers agreed that the
stocks are showing no signs of improvement and that harvest of juvenile fish within the
population is alarming; and

WHEREAS, the citizens of the Town of Wallace have no representation except through the
MFC to manage these public trust resources conservatively and for all citizens; and

WHEREAS, many Town of Wallace businesses provide goods and services to many local
citizens as well as traveling fishermen on interstate 40 in the pursuit of southern flounder, and

WHEREAS, there is need for absolute and focused management of these fish to attain, and
then maintain, a viable stock of not only southern flounder, but all traditional estuarine fish
stocks for our citizenry to enjoy in perpetuity as required by the NC Fishery Reform Act of 1897,

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Town of Wallace Town Council asks the NC
Marine Fisheries Commission to support the NC Division of Marine Fisheries use of the
supplement process to implement reduction of southern flounder harvest and that such

[48
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reductions be made so that the fishery is revived in order to serve all of NC's citizen fishermen
and not just ones who fish for profit.

Q\M.;Q,M\(

April 23, 2015 Charles C. Farrior, Jr., Mayor
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LeAnn Pierce

Dan Wilcox
Mayor Mayor Pro Tem
Sarah Friede Gary Doetsch

Council Member Council Member

Michael Cramer
Town Manager

Steve Shuttleworth
Council Member

TOWN OF CAROLINA BEACH
1121 N. Lake Park Boulevard
Carolina Beach, North Carolina 28428

RESOLUTION REQUESTING THE NORTH CAROLINA MARINE FISHERIES
COMMISSION TO SUPPORT THE NORTH CAROLINA DIVISION OF MARINE
FISHERIES (NCDMF) USE OF THE SUPPLEMENT PROCESS TO IMPLEMENT

REDUCTIONS ON SOUTHERN FLOUNDER HARVESTS

WHEREAS, all marine creatures are public trust resources owned equally by all citizens of
North Carolina regardless of residency; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is a traditional recreational target of the citizens of the
Town of Carolina Beach; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder population stocks in North Carolina are classified as
"depleted"; and

WHEREAS, a recent North Carolina Division of Marine Fisheries assessment, as well as peer
reviewers, agreed that the stocks are showing no signs of improvement, and the harvest of
juvenile fish within the population is alarming; and

WHEREAS, the citizens of the Town of Carolina Beach have no representation except through
the North Carolina Marine Fisheries Commission to manage these public trust resources
conservatively and for all citizens; and

WHEREAS, many Town of Carolina Beach businesses provide goods and services to local
citizens as well as visiting fishermen in the pursuit of southern flounder; and

WHEREAS, there is need for absolute and focused management of these fish to attain and then
maintain a viable stock of not only southern flounder, but all traditional estuarine fish stocks for
our citizenry to enjoy in perpetuity as required by the North Carolina Fishery Reform Act of
1997.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOVLED, that the Town of Carolina Beacl Council requests the
North Carolina Marine Fisheries Commission to support the North Cargliha Division of Marine
Fisheries use of the supplement process to implement reduction. of sguthern flounder harvest
and that such reductions be made so the fishery is fevived in r/to serve all of North
Carolina's citizen fishermen and not just ones who fish for profit.

Adopted this 9" day of June, 2015. / // —
\‘ "c":e‘.
ROL"VJ‘::;:\

“—__D4n Wilcox,
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RESOLUTION ASKING THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION (MFC) TO SUPPORT THE
NC DIVISION OF MARINE FISHERIES (DMF) USE OF THE SUPPLEMENT PROCESS TO
IMPLEMENT REDUCTIONS ON SOUTHERN FLOUNDER

WHEREAS, all marine creatures are public trust resources owned equally by all citizens of NC regardless
of residency; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is a traditional recreational target of Town of Rose Hill
residents; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder population stocks in NC are classified as “depleted”; and

WHEREAS, a recent NCDMTF stock assessment as well as the peer reviewers agreed that the stocks are
showing no signs of improvement and that harvest of juvenile fish within the population is alarming; and

WHEREAS, the citizens of the Town of Rose Hill have no representation except through the MFC to
manage these public trust resources conservatively and for all citizens; and

WHEREAS, many Town of Rose Hill businesses provide goods and services to many local citizens as
well as traveling fishermen on interstate 40 in the pursuit of southern flounder; and

WHEREAS, there is need for absolute and focused management of these fish to attain, and then maintain,
a viable stock of not only southern flounder, but all traditional estuarine fish stocks for our citizenry to
enjoy in perpetuity as required by the NC Fishery Reform Act of 1997.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Town of Rose Hill Board of Commissioners asks the
NC Marine Fisheries Commission to support the NC Division of Marine Fisheries use of the supplement
process to implement reduction of southern flounder harvest and that such reductions be made so that the
fishery is revived in order to serve all of NC’s citizen fishermen and not just ones who fish for profit.

This the 12" day of May, 2015.
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Town of Wallace

316 EAST MURRAY STREET © WALLACE, NORTH CAROLINA 28466 * PHONE: 910-285-4136
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’ T Frank Brinkley
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RESOLUTION ASKING THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION (MFC) TO SUPPORT
THE NC DIVISION OF MARINE FISHERIES (DMF) USE OF THE SUPPLEMENT PROCESS
TO IMPLEMENT REDUCTIONS ON SOUTHERN FLOUNDER

WHEREAS, all marine creatures are public trust resources owned equally by all citizens of NC
regardiess of residency; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is a traditional recreational target of Town of Wallace
residents; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder population stocks in NC are classified as “depleted”; and

WHEREAS, a recent NCDMF stock assessment as well as the peer reviewers agreed that the
stocks are showing no signs of improvement and that harvest of juvenile fish within the
population is alarming; and

WHEREAS, the citizens of the Town of Wallace have no representation except through the
MFC to manage these public trust resources conservatively and for all citizens; and

WHEREAS, many Town of Wallace businesses provide goods and services to many local
citizens as well as traveling fishermen on interstate 40 in the pursuit of southern flounder; and

WHEREAS, there is need for absolute and focused management of these fish to attain, and
then maintain, a viable stock of not only southern flounder, but all traditional estuarine fish
stocks for our citizenry to enjoy in perpetuity as required by the NC Fishery Reform Act of 1997.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Town of Wallace Town Council asks the NC
Marine Fisheries Commission to support the NC Division of Marine Fisheries use of the
supplement process to implement reduction of southern flounder harvest and that such

Plgasant... Progressive... Prosperous
FAX: 910-285-5135 ® EMAIL: mail@townofwallace.com ® WEB: http://www.townofwallace.com
The Town of Wallace is an equal opportunity provider and employer.



reductions be made so that the fishery is revived in order to serve all of NC’s citizen fishermen
and not just ones who fish for profit.

April 23, 2015 Charles C. Farrior, Jr., Mayor
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RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF COMMISSIONERS
OF THE TOWN OF WARSAW

Resolution No. 2015-

RESOLUTION ASKING THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION {MFC) TO SUPPORT THE NC DIVISION OF
MARINE FISHERIES {DMF) USE OF THE SUPPLEMENT PROCESS TO IMPLEMENT REDUCTIONS ON
SOUTHERN FLOUNDER

WHEREAS, all marine creatures are pubic trust resources owned equally by all citizens of NC regardless
of residency; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is a traditional recreational target of Town of Warsaw
residents; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder population stocks in NC are classified as “depleted”; and

WHEREAS, a recent NCDMF stock assessment as well as the peer reviewers agreed that the stocks are
showing no signs of improvement and that harvest of juvenile fish within the population is alarming; and

WHEREAS, the citizens of the Town of Warsaw have no representation except through the MFC to
manage these public trust resources conservatively and for all citizens; and

WHEREAS, many Town of Warsaw businesses provide goods and services to many local citizens as well
as traveling fishermen on Interstate 40 in the pursuit of southern flounder; and

WHEREAS, there is need for absolute and focused management of these fish to attain, and then
maintain, a viable stock of not only southern flounder, but all traditional estuarine fish stocks for our
citizenry to enjoy in perpetuity as required by the NC Fishery Reform Act of 1997.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Warsaw Board of Commissioners asks the NC Marine
Fisheries Commission to support the NC Division of Marin Fisherles use of the supplement process to
Implement reduction of southern flounder harvest and that such reductions be made so that the fishery
is revived in order to serve all of NC's citizen fishermen and not just ones who fish for profit.

Adopted by the Board of Commissioners of the Town of Warsaw this I%day of May, 2015.

Lo o

Hussell Eason, Mayor
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Tyrrell County Board of Commissioners
Post Office Box 449
Columbia, North Carolina 27925
Telephone (252) 796-1371

Leroy Spivey, Chairman
Carl Willis, Vice Chairman
Nathan T. Everett

Nina Griswell

Larry G. Hill

David L. Clegg, County Manager
Penny Rhodes Owens, Clerk to the Board
David Gadd, County Attorney

A RESOLUTION ASKING THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION (NCMFC) TO NOT
SUPPORT THE NC DIVISION OF MARINE FISHERIES (NCDMF) USE OF THE
SUPPLEMENT PROCESS TO IMPLEMENT REDUCTIONS OF SOUTHERN FLOUNDER

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is regionally diverse throughout Tyrrell County and statewide
with regards to gear, timing of harvest and size of fish harvested; and,

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is a $5.6 million fishery for NC commercial fishermen and the
economic impact to the region would be devastating if harvest cuts of 25% to 60% are implemented by

NCMFC; and

WHEREAS, recent NCDMF stock assessment report did not pass peer review and the harvest reduction
parameters are arbitrary and subjective and not based on stakeholder input; and,

WHEREAS, the supplement process disenfranchises stakeholders because of lack of public input; and,

WHEREAS, Tyrrell County’s commercial fishermen have already made their investments for the fall
2015 season that will not be recovered, which subjects them to a double economic hit that will be
catastrophic for these small businesses; and,

WHEREAS, there is need for thoughtful and comprehensive review of any proposed measure to assess
the long-term viability of the fishery, and that review must incorporate stakeholder input.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Tyrrell County Board of Commissioners asks the
NC Marine Fisheries Commission to not support the NC Division of Marine Fisheries use of the
supplement process to implement reductions of southern flounder and that any proposal to limit the
fishery be subjected to comprehensive review that includes stakeholder input.

»A»-}%NQ%‘“'—

Leroy Spivey, Chairman
Tyrrell County Board of Commissioners

This the 19th day of May, 2015

Attest:

onan Ll (g

Penny aes Owens, CMC, NCCCC
Clerk to the Board




A RESOLUTION FOR BOARD ADOPTION
THE VILLAGE OF WALNUT CREEK

A RESOLUTION ASKING THE NC MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION (MFC) TO
SUPPORT THE NC DIVISION OF MARINE FISHERIES (DMF) USE OF THE
SUPPLEMENT PROCESS TO IMPLEMENT REDUCTIONS ON SOUTHERN
FLOUNDER

Whereas, all marine creatures are public trust resources owned equally by all citizens of NC
regardless of residency; and

Whereas, the southern flounder fishery is a traditional recreational target of thousands of Wayne
County residents; and

Whereas, the southern flounder population stocks in NC are classified as “depleted”; and

Whereas a recent NCDMF stock assessment as well as the peer reviewers agreed that the stocks
are showing no signs of improvement and that harvest of juvenile fish within the papulation is
alarming; and

Whereas, the citizens of Wayne County have no representation except through the MEC to
manage these public trust resources conservatively and for all citizens; and

Whereas, many Wayne County restaurants and other businesses including tackles shops and
boat dealerships provide goods and services to many local citizens as well as traveling fishermen
on US 70 in the pursuit of southern flounder; and

Whereas, there is a need for absolute and focused management of these fish to attain, and then
maintain, a viable stock of not only southern flounder but all traditional estuarine stocks for our
citizenry in perpetuity as required by the NC Fishery Reform Act of 1997,

Now, Therefore, Be It Resolved, that the Village Council of the Village of Walnut Creek asks
the NC Marine Fisheries Commission to support the NC Division of Marine Fisheries use of the
supplement process to implement reduction of southern flounder harvest and that such reductions
be made so that the fishery is revived to serve all of NC citizens and not just ones who fish for
profit.

Adopted this 29" day of April, 2015.

0@«0@/ m

haron Geel 1, 1Ilage Clerk Danny Jacksony- yor
- Village of Walnut Creek Village Of Walnut Creek




NORTH CAROLINA
WAYNE COUNTY

A RESOLUTION REQUESTING THE NORTH CAROLINA MARINE FISHERIES COMMISSION TO
SUPPORT THE NORTH CAROLINA DIVISION OF MARINE FISHERIES USE OF THE
SUPPLEMENT PROCESS TO IMPLEMENT REDUCTIONS ON SOUTHERN FLOUNDER

WHEREAS, all marine creatures are public trust resources owned equally by all citizens of North
Carolina regardless of residency; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder fishery is a traditional recreational target of thousands of
Wayne County residents; and

WHEREAS, the southern flounder population stocks in North Carolina are classified as
“depleted;” and

WHEREAS, a recent North Carolina Department of Marine Fisheries stock assessment, as well as
the peer reviewers, agreed the stocks are showing no signs of improvement and the harvest of juvenile
fish within the population is alarming; and

WHEREAS, the citizens of Wayne County have no representation except through the North
Carolina Marine Fisheries Commission to manage these public trust resources conservatively and for all
citizens; and

WHEREAS, many Wayne County restaurants and other businesses including tackle shops,
restaurants and boat dealers provide goods and services to many local citizens as well as traveling
fishermen on US Highway 70 in the pursuit of southern flounder; and

WHEREAS, there is need for absolute and focused management of these fish to attain and then
maintain a viable stock of not only southern flounder, but all traditional estuarine fish stocks for our
citizenry to enjoy in perpetuity as required by the North Carolina Fishery Reform Act of 1997.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Wayne County Board of Commissioners
requests the North Carolina Marine Fisheries Commission support the North Carolina Division of Marine
Fisheries use of the supplement process to implement reduction of southern flounder harvest and that such
reductions be made so the fishery is revived in order to serve all of North Carolina’s citizen fishermen and

not just ones who fish for profit.

Gpd(ge mck Jr 11rman
Wayne C ou Board of ( ommissioners

Adopted this the 21* day of April, 2015.

Attest:

Mateta R. Wilson, Clerk to the Board



Fish, Nancy

From: Hensley, Michelle L

Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:34 AM
To: Fish, Nancy

Subject: FW: Flounder Regulation Changes

FYI, | passed this on to Louis but just wanted to you see as well

Michelle Hensley, Executive Assistant
Director's Office

NC Division of Marine Fisheries

3441 Arendell Street/Post Office Box 769
Morehead City, NC 28557-0769

Phone: (252) 808-8013

Fax: (252) 726-0254
michelle.hensley@ncdenr.gov

Email correspondence to and from this address is subjected to the North Carolina Public Records Law and may be disclosed to
third parties unless the content is exempt by statute or other regulation.

From: nancy neeley [mailto:nancy22221@live.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 07, 2015 7:06 AM

To: Hensley, Michelle L

Subject: Flounder Regulation Changes

Dear Michelle, would you kindly pass this onto Director Daniel please. Thank you.

Dear Director Daniel,
Rumors have been circulating about an upcoming change to our flounder fishery; we thank you!

I have been polling many folks, both commercial and recreational and I confirmed that the majority of us
fully support a complete shutdown of the flounder fishery for a few years to allow our fish stocks to grow
and replenish. As you already know, our flounder fishery takes a big hit every year as everyone likes
flounder fishing and enjoys flounder at the dinner table; however over the past few years, finding sizable
ones has been difficult at best. Thus, confirming our depleted status.

Moreover, while most of us understand the impact this would have, everyone agrees that this would be
best not only for our fishery, but also for the many businesses that cater to fishing in the long run. With a
few years to grow and replenish, we can have a fantastic flounder fishery. Everyone wins.

I/we know you must make many difficult decisions in your position with arguments and data coming from
all directions, but I am hopeful that you will agree that closing the fishery for awhile will be a long-term
benefit. It takes a strong leader to make difficult decisions like this, but this argument, if you choose to
do this will certainly prove itself in the long run.

Thank you in advance for taking our input into consideration,

Best regards,
Tom Neeley



Fish, Nancy

From: Hensley, Michelle L

Sent: Tuesday, May 12, 2015 7:28 AM

To: Fish, Nancy

Subject: FW: Flounder management comments - Marine Fisheries Commission

I assume that you want these for the comments for the meeting next week?

Michelle Hensley, Executive Assistant

Director's Office

NC Division of Marine Fisheries

3441 Arendell Street/Post Office Box 769 Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
Phone: (252) 808-8013

Fax: (252) 726-0254

michelle.hensley@ncdenr.gov

Email correspondence to and from this address is subjected to the North Carolina Public Records Law and may be
disclosed to third parties unless the content is exempt by statute or other regulation.

From: Rodger Lentz [mailto:rlentz@wilsonnc.org]

Sent: Monday, May 11, 2015 8:09 PM

To: Hensley, Michelle L

Cc: Rep. Susan Martin; Senator Buck Newton; Rep. Jean Farmer-Butterfield; Senator Angela Bryant
Subject: Flounder management comments - Marine Fisheries Commission

Hello, my name is Rodger Lentz, | am a recreational fisherman from Wilson, NC.

I would like to offer these comments to the Marine Fisheries Commission on proposed changes to southern flounder
management and bag limits.

Recreational fishermen are a small percentage of the overall catch of southern flounder. Commercial fishermen account
for approximately 80% of the total catch. While | understand flounder is popular table fare, our current management
techniques are failing.

While | applaud the review of this important fishery, the proposals | am aware of are focused squarely on the backs of
recreational fishermen. This has been the case for years. If flounder is diminished, the Marine Fisheries Commission
reduces bag limits for recreational fishermen and increases minimum size requirements. However little is done to
curtail commercial take. This approach has not worked. Reducing recreational bag limits won't work this time either.

In recent years, recreational fishermen have had reductions in bag limits for the popular inshore fish, speckled trout,
flounder and red drum. Essentially, we are becoming a catch and release only state for recreational fishermen given the
bag limits for these fish. It's hard to justify spending $150-300 per day trip when you get to keep 5 or less fish, It's hard
to justify spending the night, going out for meals, purchasing equipment, bait, etc. for trips like this. | bought an SUV,
Boat, boat equipment (trolling motor, electronics, batteries, etc.), and fishing equipment with the express purpose of
fishing in coastal waters. These purchases have had a positive economic impact on this state and our state tax coffers.

While recreational fishermen have a tremendous economic impact, the largest cause of destruction to our fisheries, Gil
nets, is allowed to continue unchecked. Unfortunately, the Marine Fisheries Commission won't even consider reducing
1



commercial Gil netting. While most other states have banned inshore Gil nets, we continue on and stand on the
sidelines as our fisheries continue to be depleted.

| urge the Commission to consider a ban on commercial Gil netting or at least severe restrictions in line with their
destructive nature. Gil nets account for well over 50% of the total commercial take of southern flounder. Shouldn't
their take be reduced? This would have a positive impact on southern flounder. Let's follow the example of states like
virginia, South Carolina, Louisiana, Texas, Florida and others who have banned or severely restricted the inshore Gil net.
Those states have built coastal economies around recreational fishing and their economic impact. North Carolina can do
the same and truly help communities like Washington, Swan Quarter and others thrive as fishing destinations.

Thank you for allowing me to be heard.

Rodger Lentz
rhlentz@mac.com

Sent from my iPad

Pursuant to North Carolina General Statutes, Chapter 132,et.seq., this electronic mail message and any attachment
hereto, as well as any electronic mail message(s) that may be sent in response to it may be considered public record and
as such are subject to requests for review. .



May 14, 2015

I _am a resident of Craven County, I vote here and own property in the county. I am
also a recreational fisherman and am concerned with the state of our fisheries,

Too many of our most sought after fish, namely the red drum, specs and flounder
populations reflect a lack of vision and leadership from our state’s fisheries
managers It is time to change the way we manage these fish.

presently, you are in the process of reviewing the supplement process for the
southern flounder. The DMF has progosed reduc1n? the recreational harvest on these
fish to one fish per day. I find this proposal Tacking especially when you consider
the recreational ﬁarvest of these fish comprises around 21.4 percent of the total
harvest. The commercial harvest comprises 78.6 percent. It is time to balance the
equation.

Accordingly, I support:

* No further reductions in the recreational harvest

* A moratorium on the large mesh gill net fishery

* Have a spawning season closure for pound nets to facilitate a more equitable
allocation

* Adjust the commercial size limit to 15 inches :

* Institute an immediate moratorium on new pound net applications

« If large mesh gill nets are retained, institute a moratorium on all new gill net
applications

*  Manage the southern flounder under a TAC. DMF leadership has raised concerns
about managing these fish under a TAC They already manage the red drum and striped
bass under a TAC (cAP) and the same can apply to flounder,

* Balance the recreational/commercial Sp?it under a TAC to 50/50.

Sincerely,

Art Thinguldstad
906 Hawksbill Ct
New Bern NC 28560
252-675-3766

Page 1



From: Paul Nancy Miller [mailto:nette33 @earthlink.net]
Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2015 12:40 PM

To: Fish, Nancy

Cc: ghobdillard@gmail.com

Subject: Harvesting of fish in NC waters

May 14, 2015

| am a resident of Pamlico County, | vote here and own property in the county. | am also a recreational
fisherman and am concerned with the state of our fisheries.

Too many of our most sought after fish, namely the red drum, specs and flounder populations reflect a
lack of vision and leadership from our state’s fisheries managers It is time to change the way we manage
these fish.

Presently, you are in the process of reviewing the supplement process for the southern flounder. The
DMF has proposed reducing the recreational harvest on these fish to one fish per day. | find this
proposal lacking especially when you consider the recreational harvest of these fish comprises around
21.4 percent of the total harvest. The commercial harvest comprises 78.6 percent. It is time to balance
the equation.

Accordingly, | support no further reductions in the recreational harvest. | also support a moratorium on
the large mesh gill net fishery. In conjunction with the moratorium have a spawning season closure for
pound nets to facilitate a more equitable allocation.

Adjust the commercial size limit to 15 inches. Institute an immediate moratorium on new pound net
applications. If large mesh gill nets are retained, institute a moratorium on all new gill net applications.
Manage the southern flounder under a TAC. DMF leadership has raised concerns about managing these
fish under a TAC. They already manage the red drum and striped bass under a TAC (CAP) and the same
can apply to flounder.

Balance the recreational/commercial split under a TAC to 50/50.

Sincerely,

Pau! Miller
252-249-1443
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NC Division of Marine Fisheries
3441 Arendell Street
Morehead City, NC 28557

May 14, 2015
Dr Daniel,

This letter is to help you understand that there is no depletion in North Carolina’s southern flounder
stocks. | want to insure that there are no changes to the southern flounder fishery that is so important
to our NC economy and to our state’s coastal communities. The value of the southern flounder fishery is
one of the highest of any seafood that is available to the consumer in our state.

I am providing facts and figures below that will help you understand that there is no need for further
restrictions or a closure. The commercial southern flounder fishery is not “trending downward” -

e From 2004 through 2013, the 10-year average landings of southern flounder were just over 2
million pounds.

e From 2004 to 2009, fishermen were allowed to catch and set flounder nets 365 days per year.

e Beginning in 2009-2010, a new regulation restricted large mesh nets to 40 hours per week. Over
half the state is restricted to 4 days per week with night time soaks only.

e In 2011, there were only 1.2 million pounds caught by commercial fishermen.

e In 2013 there were close to 2.2 million pounds caught by commercial fishermen.

e |n 2013, southern flounder landings in Dare County were 1.3 million pounds.

e |n 2013, from June 1 to November 30, there were only 70 days in which large mesh nets were
able to be used from Oregon Inlet down to South Carolina. Fishermen could only set nets 4 days
per week. Plus, there was a 2-month closure during this time frame to all large mesh nets.

e The point being, the largest body of water in the state had only 70 days that allowed fishermen
to use nets for southern flounder in 2013, and still the commercial landings exceeded the 10-
year average by 200,000 pounds, even though half of the 10-year average allowed flounder
fishing with nets 365 days per year.



e In 2014, southern flounder landings went down to 1.66 million pounds because the state shut
down fishing with large mesh nets during peak flounder fishing times, in peak areas.

e In 2014, from Currituck and Albemarle Sounds south to the SC line, there were only 82 days
open to set large mesh gill nets for flounder.

In summary, more southern flounder are being caught with much less fishing time.

The southern flounder fishery management plan cannot compare landings from years ago when
fishermen could 365 days a day, and now only about half of the state’s coastal areas allow flounder nets
to be used 70 days per year. Even the NC State Biologist disagrees with the MFC about a depletion of
southern flounder.

All of the above information came from the NCDMF statistics office and from NCDMF Proclamations that
show a marked decrease in fishing time. By proof from NCDMF Proclamations, southern flounder are
underfished now more than ever, NOT overfished. Southern flounder are considered a depleted stock by
the NCDMF, but there is not one bit of scientific data to back up this myth.

Thank you for your time and consideration in this matter.

Yours truly, Board of Directors

AM EW Perry Wood Beasley  Billy Maxwell

Andrew Berry Capt Sonny Davis Greg Mayer

NCWU Board Member Ernie Doshier Jamie Reibel

252-722-4293 Ernie Foster Britt Shackelford

Bowhunterabl4@gmail.com Tom Harper Bradley Styron
Glen Hopkins Duke Spencer
Rom Whitaker

AB: mm

Cc: MFC

Nancy Fish, Liaison
NCDENR Secretary van der Vaart
NCGA Senators and Representatives



NC Division of Marine Fisheries
3441 Arendell Street
Morehead City, NC 28557

May 14, 2015
Dr Daniel,
The North Carolina Watermen United (NCWU) would like to comment on the southern flounder fishery.

In 2013, NCWU requested that the minimum size for flounder be reduced to 14 inches for the
recreational and charter/headboat sectors. Many of our non-commercial fishermen are being
disenfranchised because of the large number of flounder just under the minimum retention size.
Reducing the size by merely an inch would take the pressure off, as anglers would more quickly catch
their limit - or enough to eat — and stop targeting flounder.

In February 2015, we asked that no action be taken in the flounder fishery, because two of three
assessors in the Peer Review for the stock assessment rejected it. Then the Division issued a Flounder
FMP Supplement process including a 25 — 60% reduction for the fishery.

NC scientists and biologists believe that the 2007-2008 model does not take into account the migration
of the southern flounder and should not have been used for the 2014 assessment. Neither the state nor
the stakeholders know the flounder population status. Many of the scientists and biologists also believe
that the 25 — 60% reduction was selected arbitrarily with an explanation that the catch/efforts are
“trending downward.” There is also concern by scientists, biologists and NCWU that the supplement
process is too quick, does not require an FMP Advisory Committee for the MFC, does not require MRC
Regional Advisory Committee review and does not require a report to an appropriate Committee of the
NC General Assembly. We would like an independent review of the supplemental (temporary)
management measures and a “new” stock assessment.

We have joined with many fishermen and other groups, including the North Carolina Fisheries
Association (NCFA), the Ocracoke Working Waterman’s Association (OWWA) and the Carteret County
Fishing Association (CCFA) on this issue. Our members have been working with many Boards of



Commissioners including Carteret, Currituck, Dare, Hyde, Pasquotank, Perquimans and Tyrrell Counties
that have issued Proclamations against the supplement process and the 25 — 60% reduction because of
the economic impact to each County.

One of our NCWU Board members, Andrew Berry, has compiled data showing that the landings of
southern flounder by the commercial fleet have remained consistent from 2004 — 2013, in spite of the
limitations imposed, mostly because of the ITP for Sea Turtles, to reduce the fishery from 365 days per
year to about 70 days per year. Because of severe restrictions and closures, the 2014 landings were less.

We believe that no action should be taken until a new stock assessment is available.

We have all of the cited materials on file and are willing to discuss this issue further at any time.

Yours truly, BOARD OF DIRECTORS

Britt SMHCRCL‘fOYO‘ Perry Wood Beasley  Billy Maxwell

Britt Shackelford Andrew Berry Greg Mayer

President, NCWU Capt Sonny Davis Jamie Meyer

brittonshack@gmail.com Ernie Doshier Duke Spencer

252-473-8078 Ernie Foster Bradley Styron
Tom Harper Rom Whitaker
Glen Hopkins

BTS: mm

Cc:. MFC

Nancy Fish, Liaison
NCDENR Secretary Van der Vaart
NCGA Senators and Representatives



May 14, 2015

Sammy Corbett, Chair

North Carolina Division of Marine Fisheries
3441 Arendell Street

Morehead City, NC 28557

RE: Southern Flounder Draft Supplemental Comments

Dear Chairman Corbett:

Please accept the following comments on behalf of the North Carolina Chapter of the Recreational
Fishing Alliance (RFA-NC) in regards to pending action for the Southern Flounder fishery. The
comments were developed with input gathered from members of RFA-NC who include private
anglers, for-hire owners/operators, scientists and others closely involved with the fishery. In
addition, the comments were prepared after careful and thorough review of the support materials
provided by North Carolina Division of Marine Fisheries (NCDMF) in regards to southern
flounder. Our comments reflect the chapter’s desire to see the southern flounder fishery managed
in a responsible manner that also provides reasonable and equitable opportunities for the
recreational fishing community to access this important fishery.

Please reference the document entitled “Draft Supplement A to Amendment 1 of the N.C. Southern
Flounder Fishery Management Plan, Implement Short-Term Measures to Address Stock Concerns”
dated May 4, 2015. The purpose of the referenced document is to present short term management
options to remedy our depleted southern flounder stock. The N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission
(MFC) will decide at its May meeting to reject the draft supplement, approve the draft supplement
as presented for public comment, or modify the draft supplement and approved the modified
version for public comment (p.2).

Based on the referenced supplement (p. 4) the NCDMF determined the southern flounder stock
assessment could not be used to define the stock status due to mixing of the stock on a regional
scale. Due to concerns of southern flounder stock status, the MFC at its February 2015 meeting
decided to pursue a supplement to reduce catch of southern flounder by no less than 25% and no
greater than 60%.

RFA-NC agrees with the division’s decision regarding the draft 2015 southern flounder stock
assessment. However, it is recommended that the division pursue development of a valid stock
assessment to determine if the stock is overfished or overfishing is occurring. The referenced
supplement states that the NCDMF cannot quantify levels of sustainable harvest without a valid
stock assessment; however, certain patterns in the southern flounder fishery and population are
concerning and may warrant further management action (p.4). The RFA-NC concurs and requests
that immediate action be taken. The supplement further states that the 2014 Southern Flounder
Stock Assessment was not accepted for management use by the NCDMF due to legitimate and
substantial concerns raised by three external peer reviewers, selected by the NCDMF. The RFA-
NC requests that the 2014 draft stock assessment undergo additional peer review by reviewers
selected by the NCDMF in collaboration with the RFA-NC and other stakeholders.

RECREATIONAL FISHING ALLIANCE
PO Box 98263 Washington DC 20090
888 JOINRFA, www joinrfa.org



In addition, the RFA-NC requests that the MFC take immediate action to prevent further depletion
of the southern flounder stock. Thus, the RFA-NC recommends that the MFC approve to modify
the draft supplement and approve the modified version for public comment. The importance of
allowing a public process to move forward cannot be over emphasized. Further, consideration of
all public comment by the MFC for its August 19-21 meeting is extremely important in this case.
Public comments would greatly assist the MFC in its selection of the preferred management option
and final approval of the supplement. The RFA-NC overwhelmingly supports a public transparent
process whereby the public is provided an opportunity to comment on a modified draft supplement.
Our recommendations on this document are provided below. Please note that many recreational
fisherman and RFA members work during the day or live far from New Bern and will not be able
to attend the MFC May meeting. Thus, providing those fishermen an opportunity to comment on
southern flounder, including our recommended options, is even more important.

The RFA-NC also concurs with resolutions to support the NC DMF use of the supplement process
to implement reduction of southern flounder harvest recently adopted by Alamance County, Lenoir
County, Town of Wallace, and Wayne County (see Directors report).

Since approximately 1989, the recreational sector has been subject to increased restrictions on
southern flounder that have included increased minimum size limits and decreased bag limits. The
recreational sector has endured six size limit increases from 13” in 1989 to the current 15” and two
bag limit decreases from unlimited to the current bag limit of 6 fish per person/day (p.47). The
commercial sector has and is allowed to catch an unlimited amount (i.e. no quota or Total
Allowable Catch (TAC)) of flounder 11 months a year with a minimum size limit of 14” (p.48-51).
Based on Table 1 (p.9) and Table 2 (p.11), the total recreational and commercial catch for 2011-
2013 was 2,148,822 Ibs as shown in Table 1 below. Of this total, the recreational industry caught
21.4% (459,177 lbs of the total 2,148,822 lbs) and the commercial industry caught 78.6%
(1,689,645 1bs of the total 2,148,8221bs). The inequity in flounder harvest between recreational
and commercial fishing is astounding. Further reductions to the recreational flounder catch would
not be equitable, reasonable, or fair. The RFA-NC firmly believes that flounder reduction must be
taken from the 79% side of the equation.

Table 1. Total landings (Ibs) 2011-2013*

Sector Landings (1bs Reference Percent of Total
Commercial | 6X0.645
Recreational 459,177
Total S 21148822 _
*based on Table 1(p.9) and Table 2 (p.11) of draft supplement.

Table 1, p.9 21.4

The referenced supplement provides five management options for MFC consideration which would
be made available for public comment (p.1). These include:

Implement a season closure;

Increase the minimum size limit;

Decrease the recreational bag limit;

Implement a season closure and also increase the minimum size limit;

Implement a season closure, increase the minimum size limit, and decrease the
recreational bag limit.

@S
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Our comments on each of these options, as presented in the referenced document, are as follows:

1. Season Closure (p.17). This option considers season closures of both commercial and
recreational fisheries. NCDMF tagging data clearly indicate that southern flounder begin
spawning migration to ocean waters in fall months. This time period is critical for
spawning flounder. Should this option be selected, the RFA-NC recommends a
commercial seasonal closure from October 1-December 31 resulting in an estimated
reduction of 50% (see Table 4, p.19) which would reduce the minimum catch reduction
as requested by the MFC. If option 1 is approved, RFA-NC suggests the development of
effort controls to prevent a reattribution of commercial effort to which could potential
negate or reduce the estimated 50% reduction. ~The RFA-NC strongly opposes any
recreational closure from May through November in any year since it would adversely
affect the ability of the for-hire industry to work within the tourism season and allow
recreational fisherman to enjoy the fall fishing season.

2. Minimum Size Increase (p.23). Increasing the minimum size limit is a management tool
that has always been used by the NCDMEF to help end overfishing. Data provided in the
referenced document and other NCDMF documents clearly indicate this management
measure applied to the recreational industry is not successful (Table Al.l1, p.47).
However, the referenced document (p. 26 and Table 11) states that “increasing the
minimum size limit to 16” would reduce commercial catch by an estimated 32% which
would reduce the minimum catch reduction as requested by the MFC (p.28). The
RFA-NC therefore recommends that the commercial minimum size limit be increased to
16”. The recreational minimum size limit must remain at 15”.

3. Decrease the recreational bag limit (p.31). According to the referenced document the hook
and line recreational fishery contributed the most to reductions from recreational bag limit
decreases because of the greater harvest from this gear. Based on estimated catch
reductions shown in Table 17 (p.32), the reduction from decreasing to a one-fish
recreational bag limit is less than 23% and does not meet the minimum catch reduction
requested by the MFC. Therefore, the RFA-NC does not support this option. Moreover,
we feel that increasing the recreational bag limit to 8 fish per person/day would not
adversely impact the southern flounder stock.

4. Season closure and increase the minimum size limit (p.32). This option proposes to
combine a season closure with a minimum size limit increase. For reasons described
above, the RFA-NC supports a commercial fishing season closure from November 16-
December 31land increasing the commercial minimum size limit to 16” resulting in a
commercial reduction by 36% to meet the minimum catch reduction as requested by the
MFC (Table 18, p.33). Consistent with RFA-NC’s comment in regards to Option 1, effort
controls should be developed to prevent redistribution of commercial effort in response to a
seasonal closure. As stated above, we cannot support any recreational closure or
recreational minimum size limit reduction. This is the preferred option of the RFA-NC.

5. Season closure, increase the minimum size limit, and decrease the recreational bag limit
(p.37). As stated above, the recreational industry has taken the biggest reduction in
southern flounder since 1989. The RFA-NC cannot support any further reductions in bag
limits in order to allow the commercial industry to harvest more southern flounder. We
request that this option be eliminated from further consideration.

The RFA-NC recommends the MFC approve the draft supplement with modifications that would
help prevent further depletion of the stock in a fair and equitable manner. It is highly
recommended that the MFC approve a modified supplement that allows public comment on the

RECREATIONAL FISHING ALLIANCE
PO Box 98263 Washington, DC 20090
888 JOINRFA, www joinrfa.org



options below. As stated above, public comment on all options would greatly help the MFC with
its selection of a preferred southern flounder management option.

1.

Total closure of commercial gill nets (used for southern flounder). According to the
referenced document, page 10, gill nets are used in most estuarine waters where regulations
allow. Based on Table 2 (p.11) and Table 1 (p.9), Gill nets accounted for roughly 55.2%
(932,792 1bs/1,689,64511bs) of the commercial harvest and 43.4% (932,792/2,148,822) of
the total recreational and commercial fishery harvest. This single option would fully
meet the catch reduction as requested by the MFC. The RFA-NC recommends this
option be given serious consideration in the modified supplement.

Prohibition of the issuance of future pound net permits. This motion failed to be approved
at the February 2015 MFC meeting. Since that time, there have been numerous pound net
permit applications submitted, as expected. Therefore, the RFA-NC recommends that
issuance of new pound permits be immediately prohibited until southern flounder
management decisions based on a new flounder stock assessment can be made.

A quota based fishery management option must be implemented for southern flounder
similar to that used for summer flounder. Several issues regarding equal opportunity to
land summer flounder and dealer reporting frequencies need to be resolved. The RFA-NC
recommends the NCDMF pursue commercial and recreational quotas for southern flounder
using a public process that includes an advisory panel. In the absence of the valid stock
assessment and amended FMP, it is recommended the NCDMF immediately implement a
total cap for commercial fishing of southern flounder. It is recommended that a
commercial flounder harvest cap of 40% of the 2011-2013 commercial landings (see
Table 2, p.11) be used until a science based commercial and recreational quota can be
determined. The recommended cap on commercial landings that the NCDMF should
consider are as follows:

Table 2. Proposed caps on commercial landings for southern flounder (40% reduction).*

Gear

(4T

Gill Net
ound Net

Iy - T

2011-2013 lndin 1bs

Proposed Landings Cap (Ibs
368,939

76,454

614,899

*basd Tab p.1 lf ra plement o

A valid southern flounder assessment is essential to ensuring sustainable southern flounder
stocks. The RFA-NC requests that the 2014 stock assessment undergo additional peer
review by reviewers selected by the NCDMF in collaboration with the RFA-NC and other
stakeholders.

Recreational Commercial Gear Licenses (RCGL) holders are allowed to use limited
amounts of commercial gears such as gill nets, trawls, pots and seines. The RFA-NC
recommends a moratorium on all gear permitted by RCGL’s.

Develop and implement species specific reporting for all commercial fisherman and
dealers in the southern flounder and summer flounder fisheries. RFA-NC suggest that this
program should be implemented over 2 fishing seasons with NCDMF providing
mandatory workshops on proper species identification. A forthcoming southern flounder
stock assessment will require highquality fisheries dependent information to properly
assess the stock. NCMFC should move away from using the location of commercial
fishing activity as the determining factor for flounder species identification and instead rely
on using accepted identifying features to distinguish between the two species.

RECREATIONAL FISHING ALLIANCE
PO Box 98263 Washington, DC 20090
888 JOINRFA, www joinrfa.org



Thank you for reading our comments. To iterate, the RFA-NC recommends that the MFC approve
to modify the draft supplement and approve the modified version for public comment. The RFA-
NC overwhelmingly supports a public process whereby the public is provided an opportunity to
comment on a modified draft supplement for southern flounder.

Sincerely,

v

Capt. Robert Schoonmaker
RFA-NC Chairman

cc: Ms. Anna Beckwith, MFC
Mr. Mikey Daniels, MFC
Mr. Kelly Darden, MFC
Mr. Mark Gorges, MFC
Mr. Chuck Laughridge, MFC
Mr., Joe Shute, MFC
Mr. Mike Wicker, MFC
Ms. Alison Willis, MFC
Mr. Donald van der Vaart, NC DENR

RECREATIONAL FISHING ALLIANCE
PO Box 98263 Washington, DC 20090
888 JOINRFA, www.joinrfa.org



From: abobdillard [mailto:gbobdillard@gmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2015 9:16 AM

To: Fish, Nancy

Subject: Flounder stock management

May 14, 2015

I am a resident of Pamlico County, | vote here and own property in the county. | am also a recreational fisherman and
am concerned with the state of our fisheries. Too many of our most sought after fish, namely the red drum, speckled
trout and flounder populations reflect a lack of vision and leadership from our state's fisheries managers It is time to
change the way we manage these fish.

Presently, you are in the process of reviewing the supplement process for the southern flounder. The DMF has
proposed reducing the recreational harvest on these fish to one fish per day. | find this proposal lacking especially
when you consider the recreational harvest of these fish comprises around 21.4 percent of the total harvest. The
commercial harvest comprises 78.6 percent. It is time to balance the equation.

Accordingly, | support no further reductions in the recreational harvest. | also support a moratorium on the large mesh
gill net fishery. In conjunction with the moratorium have a spawning season closure for pound nets to facilitate a more
equitable allocation.

Adjust the commercial size limit to 15 inches. Institute an immediate moratorium on new pound net applications. If
large mesh gill nets are retained, institute a moratorium on all new gill net applications. Manage the southern
flounder under a TAC. DMF leadership has raised concerns about managing these fish under a TAC. They already
manage the red drum and striped bass under a TAC (CAP) and the same can apply to flounder.

Balance the recreational/commercial split under a TAC to 50/50.

Sincerely,

Bob Dillard

1202 Neuse Drive
Oriental, NC 28571
ghobdillard@gmail.com




From: Robert Berger [mailto:bergermansemail@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2015 9:26 AM

To: Fish, Nancy

Subject: Current Legislation

May 14, 2015

| am a resident of Pamlico County, | vote here and own property in the county. | am also
a recreational fisherman and am concerned with the state of our fisheries.

Too many of our most sought after fish, namely the red drum, specs and flounder
populations reflect a lack of vision and leadership from our state’s fisheries managers It
is time to change the way we manage these fish.

Presently, you are in the process of reviewing the supplement process for the southern
flounder. The DMF has proposed reducing the recreational harvest on these fish to one
fish per day. | find this proposal lacking especially when you consider the recreational
harvest of these fish comprises around 21.4 percent of the total harvest. The
commercial harvest comprises 78.6 percent. It is time to balance the equation. You
need to reduce the area that these nets are allowed. Consider moving back boundaries
below Oriental.

Accordingly, | support no further reductions in the recreational harvest. | also support a
moratorium on the large mesh gill net fishery. In conjunction with the moratorium have a
spawning season closure for pound nets to facilitate a more equitable allocation.

Adjust the commercial size limit to 15 inches. Institute an immediate moratorium on new
pound net applications. If large mesh gill nets are retained, institute a moratorium on all
new gill net applications.

Manage the southern flounder under a TAC. DMF leadership has raised concerns about
managing these fish under a TAC. They already manage the red drum and striped bass
under a TAC (CAP) and the same can apply to flounder.

Balance the recreational/commercial split under a TAC to 50/50.

Sincerely,

Robert Berger
6110 Horton road
Oriental



From: Paul Nancy Miller [mailto:nette33 @earthlink.net]
Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2015 12:40 PM

To: Fish, Nancy

Cc: ghobdillard@gmail.com

Subject: Harvesting of fish in NC waters

May 14, 2015

I am a resident of Pamlico County, | vote here and own property in the county. | am also a recreational
fisherman and am concerned with the state of our fisheries.

Too many of our most sought after fish, namely the red drum, specs and flounder populations reflect a
lack of vision and leadership from our state’s fisheries managers It is time to change the way we manage
these fish.

Presently, you are in the process of reviewing the supplement process for the southern flounder. The
DMF has proposed reducing the recreational harvest on these fish to one fish per day. | find this
proposal lacking especially when you consider the recreational harvest of these fish comprises around
21.4 percent of the total harvest. The commercial harvest comprises 78.6 percent. It is time to balance
the equation.

Accordingly, | support no further reductions in the recreational harvest. | also support a moratorium on
the large mesh gill net fishery. In conjunction with the moratorium have a spawning season closure for
pound nets to facilitate a more equitable allocation.

Adjust the commercial size limit to 15 inches. Institute an immediate moratorium on new pound net
applications, If large mesh gill nets are retained, institute a moratorium on all new gill net applications.
Manage the southern flounder under a TAC. DMF leadership has raised concerns about managing these
fish under a TAC. They already manage the red drum and striped bass under a TAC (CAP) and the same
can apply to flounder.

Balance the recreational/commercial split under a TAC to 50/50.

Sincerely,

Paul Miller
252-249-1443



From: Randy [mailto:mrbookend@yahoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2015 9:40 AM

To: Fish, Nancy

Subject: Southern Flounder

Hello Nancy,

My name is Randy Smith. For years I dreamed of owning a property on the
water so I could go fishing and shrimping and crabbing. In the mid 1980's,
I bought a boat but used it 3 times in 2 years so sold it due to my heavy
work load and not being home.

Now I am retired and bought a beautiful place on Pierce Creek with access to
the Neuse River in a wonderful little town of Oriental. Also bought a small
14 foot boat. But now I hear that fish populations are dwindling especially
flounder not due to recreational fishing but rather to over harvesting by
commercial fishing and allowing harvesting during spawning season.

Please support the following suggestions by a local Pamlico County club so
that I do not feel that I may have made a mistake in choosing this area as
my retirement spot. Plus I am sure that the better the recreational

fishing, the more revenue is generated by people coming to this area to fish
and spend their money in so many ways at many commercial businesses.

Please support the following:

I am a resident of Pamlico County in Oriental, I will vote here and own
property in the county. I am also a recreational fisherman and am concerned
with the state of our fisheries.

Too many of our most sought after fish, namely the red drum, specs and
flounder populations reflect a lack of vision and leadership from our state’s
fisheries managers It is time to change the way we manage these fish.

Presently, you are in the process of reviewing the supplement process for
the southern flounder. The DMF has proposed reducing the recreational
harvest on these fish to one fish per day. I find this proposal lacking
especially when you consider the recreational harvest of these fish comprises
around 21.4 percent of the total harvest. The commercial harvest comprises
78.6 percent. It is time to balance the equation.

Accordingly, I support no further reductions in the recreational harvest. I
also support a moratorium on the large mesh gill net fishery. In conjunction
with the moratorium have a spawning season closure for pound nets to
facilitate a more equitable allocation.



Adjust the commercial size limit to 15 inches. Institute an immediate
moratorium on new pound net applications. If large mesh gill nets are
retained, institute a moratorium on all new gill net applications.

Manage the southern flounder under a TAC. DMF leadership has raised
concerns about managing these fish under a TAC. They already manage the
red drum and striped bass under a TAC (CAP) and the same can apply to
flounder.

Balance the recreational/commercial split under a TAC to 50/50.

Sincerely,

Randy



From: Cliff & Nancy Hill [mailto:chill6 @embargmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, May 14, 2015 10:00 AM

To: Fish, Nancy

Subject: recreational fishermen input to the DMV

May 14, 2015

I am a resident of Pamlico County, | vote here and own property in the county. | am also a recreational
fisherman and am very concerned with the state of our fisheries.

Too many of our most sought after fish, namely the red drum, specs and flounder populations reflect a
lack of vision and leadership from our state’s fisheries managers It is time to change the way we manage
these fish.

Presently, you are in the process of reviewing the supplement process for the southern flounder. The
DMF has proposed reducing the recreational harvest on these fish to one fish per day. I find this
proposal lacking especially when you consider the recreational harvest of these fish comprises around
21.4 percent of the total harvest. The commercial harvest comprises 78.6 percent. It is time to balance
the equation.

Accordingly, | support no further reductions in the recreational harvest. | also support a moratorium on
the large mesh gill net fishery.

In conjunction with the moratorium have a spawning season closure for pound nets to facilitate a more
equitable allocation.

Adjust the commerecial size limit to 15 inches. Institute an immediate moratorium on new pound net
applications. If large mesh gill nets are retained, institute a moratorium on all new gill net applications.
Manage the southern flounder under a TAC. DMF leadership has raised concerns about managing these
fish under a TAC. They already manage the red drum and striped bass under a TAC (CAP) and the same
can apply to flounder.

Balance the recreational/commercial split under a TAC to 50/50.

Sincerely,

CIliff Hill

PO Box 866

Oriental NC



May 15, 2015

| am a resident of Pamlico County; | live here, | own property here, | pay
taxes here. | am also a recreational fishermen who believes the current state of
our southern flounder fishery reflects a lack of vision and leadership from our
state’s fisheries managers....that encompasses the last 30 years!

The DMF/MFC for the last 23 years, think about that, 23 years, nearly a
quarter of a century have developed rules and regulations, have drawn on the
wisdom of advisory committees, have gone through who knows how many
members of the MFC and staff members of the DMF and what has been the resuit
for southern flounder....over fished. In short failure.

Now, you the MFC are involved in the supplemental process that creates an
opportunity to develop a new strategy for resource management and conservation
that produces an equitable distribution of the harvest, or you can choose status
quo that locks us in to the present situation of an over capitalized large mesh gill
net fishery at the expense of all other user groups, including commercial as well as
recreational fishermen.

At the same time, this over capitalized large mesh gill net fishery sucks up
dwindling funds from the DMF for observers and staff time and energy required to
keep the mesh in the water. A mindset that plagues the DMF....gear
management rather than resource management. This approach also results in
the by catch of red drum, turtles and now sturgeon and controversy.

The DMF has one proposal that would reduce recreational harvest to one
fish per day! At a time when already the commercial sector takes nearly 79
percent of the flounder, recreational around 21 percent. And they want to
penalize those of us taking less than a quarter of the fish. Enlightened leadership,
indeed.

Recreational fishermen statewide are hard pressed to catch a legal
southern flounder for a meal. Yet, hundreds of thousands of pounds of these
prize fish are shipped to markets elsewhere for the profits of a few. The tax
paying citizens of North Carolina, the recreational fishermen, are left holding the
bag and it more often than not it doesn’t include a legal sized flounder.

No more reductions on recreational fishermen.

Here are my non scientific proposals for southern flounder (I don’t believe
the DMF staff recommendations are based upon science either, by the way)

1. Institute an immediate moratorium on large mesh gill nets. Develop



season closures from north to south that fairly distributes the catch of flounder to
the pound nets. But, more importantly, allows the spawning females to escape.

2. Commercial size limit of 15 inches, same as recreational.

3. Immediate moratorium on all new pound net applications. If, you cannot
or refuse to adopt a moratorium on large mesh gill nets, institute a moratorium on
all new applications for large mesh license.

4. Manage flounder under a TAC. The DMF staff claim they cannot
manage this fishery under a TAC. They manage the red drum and striped bass
under a TAC (CAP), they can manage this fishery under a TAC. Just another
excuse to keep the gear in the water. Indicates the mind set of the DMF, gear
management rather than resource management.

5. Currently, recreational harvest is 21.4 percent and commercial harvest is
78.6 percent. Ensure the TAC allocates a 50/50 split.

6. If you refuse to adopt a moratorium on large mesh gill nets, and a 15 inch
size limit, set a season closure of October 15,

Thank you and good luck in your efforts to finally succeed where so many of
your predecessors have failed.

Tim Hergenrader

106 Black Horse Run S.
New Bern, NC 28560
252-571-2615



Original Message-----

From: Mike [mailto:mcshannon@suddenlink.net]
Sent: Friday, May 15, 2015 11:35 AM

To: Fish, Nancy

Subject: Recreational limits on Southern Flounder

I am a resident of Craven County, | vote here and own property in the county. | am also a recreational
fisherman and am concerned with the state of our fisheries.

Presently, you are in the process of reviewing the supplement process for the southern flounder. The
DMF has proposed reducing the recreational harvest on these fish to one fish per day. | find this
proposal lacking especially when you consider the recreational harvest of these fish comprises around
21.4 percent of the total harvest. The commercial harvest comprises 78.6 percent. It is time to balance
the equation.

Accordingly, | support no further reductions in the recreational harvest. | also support a moratorium on
the large mesh gill net fishery. In conjunction with the moratorium have a spawning season closure for
pound nets to facilitate a more equitable allocation.

Adjust the commercial size limit to 15 inches. Institute an immediate moratorium on new pound net
applications. If large mesh gill nets are retained, institute a moratorium on all new gill net applications.

Manage the southern flounder under a TAC. DMF leadership has raised concerns about managing these
fish under a TAC. They already manage the red drum and striped bass under a TAC (CAP) and the same
can apply to flounder.

Balance the recreational/commercial split under a TAC to 50/50.

Too many of our most sought after fish, namely the red drum, specs and flounder populations reflect a
lack of vision and leadership from our state’s fisheries managers It is time to change the way we manage
these fish.

Sincerely,

Mike Shannon

1033 Barkentine Dr
New Bern, NC 28560
252-636-2529



From: anna@downeastguideservice.com [mailto:anna@downeastguideservice.com]
Sent: Saturday, May 16, 2015 10:31 AM

To: Fish, Nancy

Subject: FW: NCDMF Proposed Changes

Please share with others

From: info@downeastquideservice.com
Sent: Friday, May 15, 2015 9:12 PM

To: anna@downeastguideservice.com
Subject: FW: NCDMF Proposed Changes

From: Triad Saltwater Anglers [mailto:triadncwaterman@gmail.com]
Sent: Friday, May 15, 2015 4:40 PM

To: annabarriosbeckwith@yahoo.com; info@downeastguideservice.com
Cc: Steve Craven; John Cranford; Dieter Cardwell; Bob Miller

Subject: NCDMF Proposed Changes

Mrs. Beckwith,
Please share this message with anyone you feel is pertinent regarding this matter.

| am writing this message on behalf of Triad Saltwater Anglers. We are an organization
of primarily recreational fishermen located in the Winston-Salem area. We are
extremely concerned at how saltwater fishery management in North Carolina is being
handled. We fully understand this resource is designated to be shared between all
people of our State. With that in mind we are strongly of the opinion the NCDMF has for
25+ years has demonstrated a heavy handed, highly political bias in the favor of the
commercial industry. This is demonstrated by the extreme reductions in catch limits
placed on recreational fishermen while making minimal cuts to commercial limits and
allowing the continued the use of highly destructive poorly managed gear.

To say we are highly concerned with the potential reduction in catch limits for
summer flounder would be an understatement. Recreational fishermen played
little if any role in causing the depletion of this stock and the thought the NCDMF
is even considering placing the bulk of the burden on them is

unconscionable. The commercial industry catches 80% of this species. ltis
statistically highly unlikely that reducing the recreational limit will have any significant
effect on restoring the stock.

Let us all not forget this is a shared resource for the people of this State. That
sharing goes far beyond the counting of who can keep the most fish and who
can shout the loudest in meetings regarding these issues. Sharing also
includes the total economic impact for the people in this State. It is common
knowledge that the total economic impact of the recreational industry far



exceeds that of the commercial industry. Let us do all we can to promote
fishing and tourism of all types to make a positive impact on all involved.

The Coastal Conservation Association of North Carolina has put together a good set of
recommendations that will help get this species back on course. They are included
below for your review and consideration.

May 13, 2015

Southemn Flounder FMP Supplement Options The Coastal Conservation Association of
North Carolina believes the current state of our southern flounder fishery reflects a lack
of vision and leadership from our state’s fisheries managers over the last thirty years.
Now North Carolina’s most valuable commercial and recreational finfish, southern
flounder, is a shadow of its former abundance. Decades of non-action have ultimately
resulted in a majority allocation of harvest and de facto prioritization to the destructive
large mesh gill net fishery. To use today’s fishery as a template for future management
does nothing but preserve the trends and factors that led us to the situation where we
are now: a collapsed fishery that demands the majority of the Division’s time and
resources while falling far short of its real potential. CCANC believes this supplement
process creates an opportunity to create a new strategy where the resource is
conserved and its economic potential realized. If the MFC chooses to remain with status
quo they are locking in the source of all of our problems, an over-capitalized large mesh
gill net fishery, at the expense of all other user groups: pound nets, gigs, recreational
fishermen, the For-Hire industry and the public. Instead of focusing on “being equitable
among users” we must concentrate on the source of the fisheries main problems and
ask, what is best for the fishery and our coastal economy? That must start with placing
the majority of the reductions on the large mesh gill net fishery. CCANC asks that no
further reductions be placed upon the recreational fishery. All past cuts have been
placed upon the backs of recreational anglers and have virtually eliminated the viability
of NC’s most popular recreational fishery. As documented in the supplement paper,
reductions in recreational catch will result in minimal reductions in harvest, yet come at
massive economic and social costs to recreational fishermen and the recreational
fishing industry. While the stock assessment cannot determine what cuts should be, it is
very clear that the stock is in dire shape and reductions must be made. As cuts will
likely either be “fished around” by commercial gears or be less than modeled due to
undocumented catches — CCANC believes that harvest of southern flounder must be
cut by at least 40%. CCANC requests that NCMFC approve the following management
options to be sent out for public comment:

Preferred Options

1. No reductions to the recreational bag limit and no changes to the recreational size
limit. 2. Moratorium on the large mesh gill net fishery. 2.1. In conjunction with a large
mesh moratorium, have a spawning season closure that differs for north of Hatteras
(Oct 1) and south of Hatteras (Nov 1) so pound net allocation will be more equitable.

3. Adjust the commercial size limit to 15” 3.1. Require 6” escape panels on pound nets.
3.2. If large mesh gill nets are to be retained, CCANC requests that we require a
minimum mesh size of 6” transitioning to 6.25” by 2016 to reduce what is already an
inappropriate number of discard.

4. Immediate moratorium on all new pound net applications.



5. If large-mesh gill nets are to be retained, CCANC requests an immediate moratorium
on all new gill net permits to prevent continued over-capitalization of that gear.

6. Management of southern flounder under a TAC 6.1. While NCDMF leadership has
raised concerns regarding the viability of managing with a TAC in the short term,
CCANC believes if the NCDMF can manage our commercial red drum and striped bass
fisheries with a TAC (CAP) then the same management option can be considered for
Southern flounder.

6.2. Currently recreational harvest is 21.4% and commercial harvest is 78.6%. We
request that a TAC allocate a 50/50 split between the recreational and commercial
sectors.

7. Seasonal Closures

7.1. If the MFC is unwilling to place a moratorium on large mesh gill nets or manage
under a TAC, we request that, in conjunction with raising the commercial size limit to
15,” that the state-wide commercial season be closed by October 15th.

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. Working together we can rebuild this
and other depleted fish stocks...working one sided we can watch as our precious
resource is further depleted.

Sincerely,
Bob Miller
Triad Saltwater Anglers



Comments to share
Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: steven j craven <oakisl@aol.com>

Date: May 16, 2015 at 7:58:30 AM EDT

To: "annabarriosbeckwith@yahoo.com" <annabarriosbeckwith@yahoo.com>
Subject: Triad Saltwater Anglers

You recently received a email from one of our members Mr. Bob Miller. I just wanted to to let
you know that I totally agree with him. We really need common sense along with the science to
regulate our fisheries. Recreational fishermen are a asset to our state and we need to protect their
rights to enjoy their experiences fishing in our state. All the research I have done tells me that we
are the only coastal state that even allows gill nets. I have long wondered why.

Steve Craven
President Triad Saltwater Anglers



May 17, 2015

Dear Marine Fisheries Commissioners,

As a recreational fishermen, | have followed the downward slide of North Carolina’s southern
flounder for the last several years. These fish need a break and you can give it to them.

I would like to see you do what is necessary to have the following three items occur:
1. at least a 50% reduction in the harvest of southern flounder by commercial fishermen.
2. ayearly Total Allowable Catch (TAC) for southern flounder. Without a TAC, you can not have
a harvest reduction that will work. An unlimited harvest has gotten us into this situation and we
will not correct our problems until a TAC is in place.
3. suspend the harvest of southern flounder by gillnets. Doing this will achieve most of the 50%
reduction requested above and solve many, many problems for our inshore marine fisheries.
Please support these three simple changes and help our southern flounder begin the recovery

that we all so desperately want.

Thank you,

Everett Pesci

Greenville, NC 27858
ebpesci@gmail.com



From: Harriett Blood [mailto:hblood@embargmail.com]
Sent: Sunday, May 17, 2015 9:09 PM

To: Fish, Nancy

Subject: NC Anglers

May 14, 2015

| am a resident of Pamlico County, | vote here and own property in the county. | am also a recreational fisherman and
am concerned with the state of our fisheries.

Too many of our most sought after fish, namely the red drum, specs and flounder populations reflect a lack of vision
and leadership from our state's fisheries managers It is time to change the way we manage these fish.

Presently, you are in the process of reviewing the supplement process for the southern flounder. The DMF has
proposed reducing the recreational harvest on these fish to one fish per day. I find this proposal lacking especially
when you consider the recreational harvest of these fish comprises around 21.4 percent of the total harvest. The
commercial harvest comprises 78.6 percent. It is time to balance the equation.

Accordingly, | support no further reductions in the recreational harvest. | also support a moratorium on the large mesh
gill net fishery. In conjunction with the moratorium have a spawning season closure for pound nets to facilitate a more
equitable allocation.

Adjust the commercial size limit to 15 inches. Institute an immediate moratorium on new pound net applications. If
large mesh gill nets are retained, institute a moratorium on all new gill net applications.

Manage the southern flounder under a TAC. DMF leadership has raised concerns about managing these fish under a
TAC. They already manage the red drum and striped bass under a TAC (CAP) and the same can apply to flounder.
Balance the recreational/commercial split under a TAC to 50/50.

Sincerely,

Matthew Bolyard
Oriental, NC



From: Michelle Speckine [mailto:michellespeckine@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, May 18, 2015 10:23 PM ¢
To: Fish, Nancy

Subject: Marine Fisheries

To whom it may concern,

My name is Michelle Speckine, I am a resident of Frisco, North Carolina on the Outer
Banks and I am writing to express my complete and total opposition to the proposed 25%
to 60% reduction of Southern Flounder harvests that is currently being discussed on your
legislature. My reasons for opposing said bill are that it will have a devastating economic
impact on the island and region in which I live, there is little or no concrete evidence to
support your claim of a shortage of flounders in North Carolina waters, and you will be
depriving the state of a vital resource that is part of the heritage of our great state,

First and foremost if you follow through with your proposal of a 25% to 60% reduction
of flounder harvests you will be inflicting a devastating blow to fishing communities and
tourist destinations throughout the state. Thousands of individuals in North Carolina rely
on the founder as a means to make a living weather it is through commercial harvests,
recreational charters, or serving the delicacy in their restaurants or retail storefronts. This
is particularly so in the fall months. Many rely on the flounder as a primary target species
to harvest during the fall no matter if they are commercial or recreational charter
fishermen. By enacting the proposal you will be removing this vital economic resource
from the fall months and as a result removing countless business revenue and tax dollars
from the community. Less money will be spent at local businesses as a result, in turn
taking money out of the pockets of those local business owners who count on the
fishermen and restaurant owners to spend money in their establishment after the tourists
have gone home for the winter. In addition, you will be causing a hefty burden for
restaurant owners and retail owners and workers, who rely on the flounder to draw
hungry guests to their tables and storefronts, who will be forced to raise prices
considerably, or worse take flounder from their menu as supplies are sure to be less
resulting in prices potentially too high to justify continuing to feature flounder on their
menu. Tourists come to North Carolina to eat and catch flounder and may choose to
vacation closer to home if they cannot come harvest and dine on flounders in the same
fashion they have enjoyed for many years passed. Also, individuals who work in the
infrastructure that supports our commercial and recreational fisheries will also be
impacted as there could be more than half of their work removed as a result of your
proposed reduction. So many will be impacted economically in our state that the true
impact cannot even be put into words here.

In addition to opposing the reduction because of the economic impact that will surely
come as a result, I also oppose to reduction because I believe there is little or no evidence
to support your claims that there is a shortage of Southern Flounders. Every region is
different, and every year is completely different. Some years are better than others, and
every year teaches you something new. I fished commercially full time for more than five
years and I can tell you that no two years are the same and catches vary from year to year,



and are often heavily impacted by weather events, temperatures, and timing for seasonal
changes. There is no way true scientific data backing your claims of a shortage of
flounders can be credible without looking at ten to twenty years of data minimal and I
know there is no way a study backing your claims has been in place for that extended
period. My request and proposal would be at the very least the DMF leave regulations as
they currently stand and begin a study to back your claims and look at multiple years,
five to ten years minimal, and not just one or two because there is no way you can
accurately access stocks with ANY less than five to ten years. I believe if you are honest
with your data and look at the situation in its entirety you will see that the stocks of
flounder are as stable as ever.

Finally, I believe the proposed reduction of flounder harvests is wrong and should be
abandoned is that, by enacting said such a reduction would surely significantly remove
the importance of one of our states great symbols of heritage, the Flounder. North
Carolina has many coastal communities that rely on the flounder as a fish to harvest,
serve, sell, and represent their economy and community. My home of Frisco and to a
greater extent Hatteras Island, fits this description perfectly. Flounder is synonymous
with Hatteras, as tourists flock here to eat and catch flounders and enjoy the traditional
heritage of a local fishing community. We are a fishing and tourist community who has
always relied on the flounder in the spring summer and fall. Past gill net restrictions have
lessened this in the spring and summer and the new proposed reduction will all but
eradicate the flounder from the economy and heritage my community and those like
mine. We need the flounder in the fall to help us keep food on our tables and roofs over
our heads. I beg you not to penalize hard working honest individuals who rely on this
great fish for our livelihoods.

I thank you for your time in reading my letter. Please understand that there is no way I
can fully express in this letter how bad of an idea the proposal is or how severe the
impact will be for my community and those like mine if the proposed reduction is carried
out. Nor can [ fully explain the extent of those impacted by the proposed legislation
without composing pages upon pages upon pages, and I believe in doing so my plea
would be lost. So please reconsider and abandon the proposed reduction of Flounder, and
take more time to accurately access stocks, economic impact, and regional differences in
harvest methods, numbers of fishermen, and economic reliance on the flounder.
Thousands stand to lose or be displaced if you carry out your proposed reduction. In a
position of power and authority comes great responsibility and I beg you to consider the
weight of your decision and act wisely and consider all of those who will be harmed as
result of the wrong decision.

Sincerely,
Michelle Speckine
PO Box 581

Frisco, NC 27936



From: Bryan [mailto:stanton8922 @gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2015 1:08 PM

To: Smith, Tricia

Subject: Concerned fisherman

My name is Bryan Stanton and | am a concerned recreational fisherman and | strongly disagree with the
proposed regulations for southern flounder. | think the intentions are good but are being taken from the
wrong angle. | fish all salt waters from Brunswick too pender county. And 1 can tell you from first hand
experience that there are plenty of flounder in the icw and all of its creeks and bays but the problem
here is length of fish due too being over fished by giggers. Recreational and commercial it is way over
fished. The study's that you have proposed on the data of gigged fish commercially and recreationally
are way underestimated. And as for the hook and line harvest folks around here aren't doing much
damage because of that. When talking too a friend or stranger on how there fishing trips have been |
hear the same thing everytime which is usually 1-3 keepers per vessel. And most say plenty of under
regulation. What | am trying too say is the regulations should not be altered too much for the
recreational fisher man we are the ones who work our tails off all week long just too be able too go out
fishing for one day most of the time and that is all that can be afforded for most of the people who go
out and target these fish. It really is not fair too us. If you want too close a season do it too the gigging
crowd. It would most certainly have great effect on this species. And | mean commercially as well. |
would support an 3 fish bag limit at 16-17 inches for hook and line..and an 18 to 20" for giggers. But
would much rather see gigging closed too recreational fisherman and a big time reduction for
commercial such as reducing the bag limit and certain days of the week. If you truly care about the
fisheries and are not being tied up in the politics that go's with it.. The commercial industry should in no
way dictate how the fisheries are managed. And should not have a bigger voice than the recreational
fishing industries. Your proposals will cripple man many businesses. From the tackle stores too local
restaurants gas stations , hotels any many more local small businesses will suffer because people from
near and far will travel elsewhere..we need too think about the economy as well as the fisheries. And as
for the nets | personally don't know what too say except that there are many folks with commercial
licenses using these nets who don't depend on them for their livelihood and something needs too be
done about that in some way or another. | am an 28 year old recreational fisherman who wants things
to be done right and | am saying | do not agree with all of your data and proposed amendments.. | want
the future too be bright for everyone and | think that the commercial fishing industry is mostly too
blame for the so called depleted southern flounder. They must be regulated much much more than the
hook and line guys if this species is too flourish!!!!
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Lord willing we will be fishing during this meeting, so I am submitting my written
comments before the deadline. Please keep an open heart and mind as you consider
these solutions for enhancing our fisheries, freedom, and food supply.

Uncertainty about Southern Flounder populations seems to be the latest
management crisis that threatens our freedom to fish and eat them. It looks as if
forcing fishermen to only target the female breeding stock is one of the preferred
management options. Does it really make sense to discard almost every male
flounder when one male can fertilize the eggs of multiple females?

Rather than continuing down the failed path of restricting access and creating more
regulatory discards, why don’t we focus on enhancing our flounder fishery? We
should follow existing models of successful stocking programs and establish
Hatchery Supported Quotas. Stocking efforts could be funded with our license fees
along with existing taxes that are already earmarked for promoting recreational
fishing and domestic seafood production. Stocked fish should be marked for easy
identification and should not have a size limit to preserve genetic diversity. This
would promote tourism by increasing angling and culinary opportunities.

Licensed fishermen should be allowed to decide how our license fees will be used
and quotas will be managed within certain guidelines. Separate recreational and
commercial online forums should be set up to facilitate discussions and hold votes.
Our votes should be binding when a 2/3 majority of those interested enough in an
issue to participate agree on something.

I’11 close by asking the commission to allow NC’s River Herring fishery to resume
next spring. Allowing some harvest would provide valuable data and food while
preserving an ancient spring tradition as we work to rebuild this iconic fishery.
Hatcheries could quickly boost herring stocks to historically high levels.

Sincerely,

Chris McCaffity



From: Don & Betty CALLAHAN [mailto:donjcal@embargmail.com]
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2015 9:38 AM

To: Fish, Nancy

Subject:

nancy

| am a resident of Pamlico County, | vote here and own property in the county. | am also a recreational fisherman and
am concerned with the state of our fisheries.

Too many of our most sought after fish, namely the red drum, specs and flounder populations reflect a lack of vision
and leadership from our state's fisheries managers It is time to change the way we manage these fish.

Presently, you are in the process of reviewing the supplement process for the southern flounder. The DMF has
proposed reducing the recreational harvest on these fish to one fish per day. | find this proposal lacking especially
when you consider the recreational harvest of these fish comprises around 21.4 percent of the total harvest. The
commercial harvest comprises 78.6 percent. It is time to balance the equation.

Accordingly, | support no further reductions in the recreational harvest. | also support a moratorium on the large mesh
gill net fishery. In conjunction with the moratorium have a spawning season closure for pound nets to facilitate a more
equitable allocation.

Adjust the commercial size limit to 15 inches. Institute an immediate moratorium on new pound net applications. If
large mesh gill nets are retained, institute a moratorium on all new gill net applications.

Manage the southern flounder under a TAC. DMF leadership has raised concerns about managing these fish under a
TAC. They already manage the red drum and striped bass under a TAC (CAP) and the same can apply to flounder.
Balance the recreational/commercial split under a TAC to 50/50.

Sincerely,

Donald Callahan
donjcal@embargmail.com




Mary Carolan
P.O. Box 272
Frisco, NC 27936
May 18, 2015

To whom it may concern,

My name is Mary Carolan, | am a native of Frisco, North Carolina on the Outer Banks
and | am writing to express my complete and total opposition to the proposed 25% to
60% reduction of Southern Flounder harvests that is currently being discussed on your
legislature. My reasons for opposing said bill are that it will have a devastating
economic impact on the island and region in which | live, there is little or no concrete
evidence to support your claim of a shortage of flounders in North Carolina waters, and
you will be depriving the state of a vital resource that is part of the heritage of our great
state,

First and foremost if you follow through with your proposal of a 25% to 60% reduction of
flounder harvests you will be inflicting a devastating blow to fishing communities and
tourist destinations throughout the state. Thousands of individuals in North Carolina rely
on the founder as a means to make a living weather it is through commercial harvests,
recreational charters, or serving the delicacy in their restaurants or retail storefronts.
This is particularly so in the fall months. Many rely on the flounder as a primary target
species to harvest during the fall no matter if they are commercial or recreational charter
fishermen. By enacting the proposal you will be removing this vital economic resource
from the fall months and as a result removing countless business revenue and tax
dollars from the community. Less money will be spent at local businesses as a result, in
turn taking money out of the pockets of those local business owners who count on the
fishermen and restaurant owners to spend money in their establishment after the
tourists have gone home for the winter. In addition, you will be causing a hefty burden
for restaurant owners and retail owners and workers, who rely on the flounder to draw
hungry guests to their tables and storefronts, who will be forced to raise prices
considerably, or worse take flounder from their menu as supplies are sure to be less
resulting in prices potentially too high to justify continuing to feature flounder on their
menu. Tourists come to North Carolina to eat and catch flounder and may choose to
vacation closer to home if they cannot come harvest and dine on flounders in the same
fashion they have enjoyed for many years passed. Also, individuals who work in the
infrastructure that supports our commercial and recreational fisheries will also be
impacted as there could be more than half of their work removed as a result of your
proposed reduction. So many will be impacted economically in our state that the true
impact cannot even be put into words here.

In addition to opposing the reduction because of the economic impact that will surely
come as a result, | also oppose to reduction because | believe there is little or no
evidence to support your claims that there is a shortage of Southern Flounders. Every



region is different, and every year is completely different. Some years are better than
others, and every year teaches you something new. | fished commercially full time for
more than five years and | can tell you that no two years are the same and catches vary
from year to year, and are often heavily impacted by weather events, temperatures, and
timing for seasonal changes. There is no way true scientific data backing your claims of
a shortage of flounders can be credible without looking at ten to twenty years of data
minimal and | know there is no way a study backing your claims has been in place for
that extended period. My request and proposal would be at the very least the DMF
leave regulations as they currently stand and begin a study to back your claims and look
at multiple years, five to ten years minimal, and not just one or two because there is no
way you can accurately access stocks with ANY less than five to ten years. | believe if
you are honest with your data and look at the situation in its entirety you will see that the
stocks of flounder are as stable as ever.

Finally, | believe the proposed reduction of flounder harvests is wrong and should be
abandoned is that, by enacting said such a reduction would surely significantly remove
the importance of one of our states great symbols of heritage, the Flounder. North
Carolina has many coastal communities that rely on the flounder as a fish to harvest,
serve, sell, and represent their economy and community. My home of Frisco and to a
greater extent Hatteras Island, fits this description perfectly. Flounder is synonymous
with Hatteras, as tourists flock here to eat and catch flounders and enjoy the traditional
heritage of a local fishing community. We are a fishing and tourist community who has
always relied on the flounder in the spring summer and fall. Past gill net restrictions
have lessened this in the spring and summer and the new proposed reduction will all
but eradicate the flounder from the economy and heritage my community and those like
mine. We need the flounder in the fall to help us keep food on our tables and roofs over
our heads. | beg you not to penalize hard working honest individuals who rely on this
great fish for our livelihoods.

| thank you for your time in reading my letter. Please understand that there is no way |
can fully express in this letter how bad of an idea the proposal is or how severe the
impact will be for my community and those like mine if the proposed reduction is carried
out. Nor can | fully explain the extent of those impacted by the proposed legislation
without composing pages upon pages upon pages, and | believe in doing so my plea
would be lost. So please reconsider and abandon the proposed reduction of Flounder,
and take more time to accurately access stocks, economic impact, and regional
differences in harvest methods, numbers of fishermen, and economic reliance on the
flounder. Thousands stand to lose or be displaced if you carry out your proposed
reduction. In a position of power and authority comes great responsibility and | beg you
to consider the weight of your decision and act wisely and consider all of those who will
be harmed as result of the wrong decision.

Sincerely,



To whom it may concern,

My name is stephen heinz, Im from buxton, North Carolina on the Outer Banks and I am writing
to express my complete and total opposition to the proposed 25% to 60% reduction of Southern
Flounder harvests that is currently being discussed on your legislature. My reasons for opposing
said bill are that it will have a devastating economic impact on the island and region in which I
live, there is little or no concrete evidence to support your claim of a shortage of flounders in
North Carolina waters, and you will be depriving the state of a vital resource that is part of the
heritage of our great state,

First and foremost if you follow through with your proposal of a 25% to 60% reduction of
flounder harvests you will be inflicting a devastating blow to fishing communities and tourist
destinations throughout the state. Thousands of individuals in North Carolina rely on the founder
as a means to make a living weather it is through commercial harvests, recreational charters, or
serving the delicacy in their restaurants or retail storefronts. This is particularly so in the fall
months. Many rely on the flounder as a primary target species to harvest during the fall no matter
if they are commercial or recreational charter fishermen. By enacting the proposal you will be
removing this vital economic resource from the fall months and as a result removing countless
business revenue and tax dollars from the community. Less money will be spent at local
businesses as a result, in turn taking money out of the pockets of those local business owners
who count on the fishermen and restaurant owners to spend money in their establishment after
the tourists have gone home for the winter. In addition, you will be causing a hefty burden for
restaurant owners and retail owners and workers, who rely on the flounder to draw hungry guests
to their tables and storefronts, who will be forced to raise prices considerably, or worse take
flounder from their menu as supplies are sure to be less resulting in prices potentially too high to
justify continuing to feature flounder on their menu. Tourists come to North Carolina to eat and
catch flounder and may choose to vacation closer to home if they cannot come harvest and dine
on flounders in the same fashion they have enjoyed for many years passed. Also, individuals
who work in the infrastructure that supports our commercial and recreational fisheries will also
be impacted as there could be more than half of their work removed as a result of your proposed
reduction. So many will be impacted economically in our state that the true impact cannot even
be put into words here.

In addition to opposing the reduction because of the economic impact that will surely come as a
result, I also oppose to reduction because I believe there is little or no evidence to support your
claims that there is a shortage of Southern Flounders. Every region is different, and every year is
completely different. Some years are better than others, and every year teaches you something
new. I fished commercially full time for more than five years and I can tell you that no two years
are the same and catches vary from year to year, and are often heavily impacted by weather
events, temperatures, and timing for seasonal changes. There is no way true scientific data
backing your claims of a shortage of flounders can be credible without looking at ten to twenty
years of data minimal and I know there is no way a study backing your claims has been in place
for that extended period. My request and proposal would be at the very least the DMF leave
regulations as they currently stand and begin a study to back your claims and look at multiple
years, five to ten years minimal, and not just one or two because there is no way you can
accurately access stocks with ANY less than five to ten years. I believe if you are honest with



your data and look at the situation in its entirety you will see that the stocks of flounder are as
stable as ever.

Finally, I believe the proposed reduction of flounder harvests is wrong and should be abandoned
is that, by enacting said such a reduction would surely significantly remove the importance of
one of our states great symbols of heritage, the Flounder. North Carolina has many coastal
communities that rely on the flounder as a fish to harvest, serve, sell, and represent their
economy and community. My home of Frisco and to a greater extent Hatteras Island, fits this
description perfectly. Flounder is synonymous with Hatteras, as tourists flock here to eat and
catch flounders and enjoy the traditional heritage of a local fishing community. We are a fishing
and tourist community who has always relied on the flounder in the spring summer and fall. Past
gill net restrictions have lessened this in the spring and summer and the new proposed reduction
will all but eradicate the flounder from the economy and heritage my community and those like
mine. We need the flounder in the fall to help us keep food on our tables and roofs over our
heads. I beg you not to penalize hard working honest individuals who rely on this great fish for
our livelihoods.

I thank you for your time in reading my letter. Please understand that there is no way I can fully
express in this letter how bad of an idea the proposal is or how severe the impact will be for my
community and those like mine if the proposed reduction is carried out. Nor can I fully explain
the extent of those impacted by the proposed legislation without composing pages upon pages
upon pages, and I believe in doing so my plea would be lost. So please reconsider and abandon
the proposed reduction of Flounder, and take more time to accurately access stocks, economic
impact, and regional differences in harvest methods, numbers of fishermen, and economic
reliance on the flounder. Thousands stand to lose or be displaced if you carry out your proposed
reduction. In a position of power and authority comes great responsibility and I beg you to
consider the weight of your decision and act wisely and consider all of those who will be harmed
as result of the wrong decision.

Sincerely, Stephen Heinz



From: Gaither Midgette [mailto:gaithermidgette @yahoo.com]
Sent: Monday, May 18, 2015 6:49 PM

To: Fish, Nancy

Subject: Flounder reduction

I'm Gaither Midgette a pound netter in alb sound | oppose to any flounder reduction plan | don't even
know why this has come up we'll | do know why it just another nail in the coffin! Flounders are notin
distress any flounder fisherman can tell u that | can show u all the juvenile fish you want to see if | could
close my panels. When they went to a 14in min | took It upon my self after the first year to take out the
51/2 in panel and put in 5 3/4 in panels this et more of the small fish out so | didn't have to handle
them. I've heard talk of going to a bigger fish/ shorting the season any of these will put me out of
business I realize that is the goal. It has nothing to do with fish stocks! I'm 4th gen commercial
fisherman my grandfather and great grandfather fished pound nets in the same general area I'm in I'm
the last of my family fishing when | go that's it | have 2 girls I'd like to put through school.lts sad what's
being done to the fisherman in N.C! Nancy please send this to whoever needs to see it | might not make
the meeting | need to work every day | can to support my girls. Thank you Gaither
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I’m Rick Sasser. You have nine pages of my public comment in your package that

includes Division data atd clearly shows that there is a big problem with southern

flounder. Louttih

| have faith in the Commission that not only do you have complete authority to do
so, but that you will address the problem with adequate measures.

Last night in a reply to Ken Seigler’s comments, Dr. Daniel said “be careful what
you ask for, Indexes of abundance and length frequencies coming out of NC, SC,
GA and FLA do not bode well...” That’s not the first time I’'ve heard Dr. Daniel
make a similar statement.

On April 20, I had a personal conversation with the Director in which I
specifically asked Dr. Daniel if a 40% catch reduction was needed. He replied that
all indications are that at least a 40% catch reduction is needed. Dr. Daniel said
that the 2005 FMP required a 38% reduction and that was never met. Dr. Daniel
further stated that since 2005 NC, SC, GA and FLA landings are down and the age
structure is shrinking. Today we are fishing with 73% of landings consisting of
juvenile fish. 5%, toq0%

It’s clear that the fishery is in trouble and has been for decades. Measures have
failed. It’s time to do something for this fishery and I urge you to let past
Commissions retain the titles of complacency and déﬁ;z{t‘B

Rlewy

What needs to be done?

Number 1-

Put the resource first above all else. Until it is fully recovered, be conservative in
what you allow to be taken from this fishery.

Number2-
The recreational sector has given all of the blood to date and we are anemic. Cuts
to this fishery have to come from the sector that is catching 80% of the fish.



Number3-

The pound net and gig fisheries are clean. Pounds and gigs don’t have ESA,
bycatch or discard issues associated with the gill net fishery. NC should not be
supporting unsustainable gear that makes the fishery unmanageable. Today’s
pound net and gig fisheries can harvest every single pound that the southern
flounder stock can afford to give.

Number4-

No measure will be successful without a TAC or quota. Commercial gear is very
efficient, that is why reductions dependent on turtle restrictions failed. Dr. Daniel
was clear in his comments last night as to his opinion on why landings in the
pound net fishery could have increased, ITP restrictions left fish in the water over
the summer to be harvested during fall escapement. A flounder’s fall travel path is

predictable and over-capitalized gear will make short-order of overfishing without
a TAC.

By nature of the statutory provisions, the Secretary’s authorization of this
supplement is an extraordinary management tool which is invoked only when there
is a need for new management measures. The provision says nothing about
heritage, income, scripture giving man rein over fish or personal wants and
perceived needs. It is about the resource.

Again, I have faith in today’s seated Commission that you will err on the side of
the resource. A 45% to 55% catch reduction is needed.

Thank you, I%}ea.-“y O‘PPMC\BQQ. L{&u}‘ SU-'V‘Z{. f-'o

Proper manwse,mwf' oF  ow coaskel resouweés.
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By electronic transmission to samjcorbett3(@gmail com

May 19, 2015

Mr. Sammy Corbett, Chair

North Carolina Marine Fisheries Commission
3441 Arendell Street

Morehead City, NC 28557

Dear Commissioner Corbett,

As General Counsel for the Coastal Conservation Association North Carolina
(CCANC), I was asked by its leadership to write this letter on the law underlying
coastal fisheries management by way of the Fisheries Management Plan, or FMP,
process., with the understanding that it would become a part of the public record at
your May 20-22, 2015 Commission meeting.

As you know, the primary law governing fisheries management since the 1997
passage of the Fisheries Reform Act is found at G.S. § 113-182.1, entitled “Fishery
Management Plans.” Under that statute, the Division of Marine Fisheries, or
Division, must prepare an FMP for “all commercially or recreationally significant
species.” The goal of each FMP is “to ensure the long-term viability of the State's
commercially and recreationally significant species or fisheries.” When a new plan
is presented to it, the Commission must implement it through appropriate use of its
rulemaking authority. Each FMP must be reviewed and appropriately revised to
meet the basic goal for every FMP as well as other statutory FMP requirements at
least every 5 years.

You may or may not know that the word “Amendment” appears nowhere in the
state fisheries management statutes, but since the inception of the state FMP process
the Division has, by fisheries management convention, termed each 5-year update of
an existing FMP an “Amendment.” By contrast to an original FMP or an
Amendment of that FMP, an FMP “Supplement” is a much less common
occurrence by design. Under the statutory provision governing Supplements [G.S. §
113-182.1(el)], only the Secretary of the Department of Environment and Natural
Resources, or Secretary, may authorize a Supplement to an existing FMP, and may
do so only if he determines that new management measures supplemental to an
existing FMP are “in the interest of the long-term viability of a fishery.” By
approving an FMP Supplement, the Secretary authorizes the Commission to
develop supplemental, temporary management measures for the fishery under
consideration. Supplements are exempt from the usual FMP requirements of being
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subject to input by both the Commission FMP Advisory and Regional Advisory Committees,
and from the prohibition against the Commission altering the FMP development schedule.
The rules implemented under a Supplement remain in effect until “the next review period
for” the supplemented FMP, at which time the Commission may either incorporate those
management measures into the FMP Amendment or allow them to expire.

In the case of Southern flounder, the Division informed the Commission by letter just prior to
the Commission’s February 2015 meeting that the Division had determined it could not
accept the 2014 Southern flounder stock assessment, and as a result that the Division would
not be recommending any new management measures for Southern flounder over and above
those contained in the 2013 Southern flounder FMP Amendment 1. In response to the
Division’s declaration, the Commission passed a motion requesting that the Division present
to it at this meeting new management measures that would reduce catch of Southern flounder
between 25 and 60 percent. CCANC again thanks the Commission for having the courage
and foresight to exercise its statutory duty to conserve and protect North Carolina’s Southern
flounder fishery by passing that motion. Under state law the Commission’s motion was
tantamount to a request that the Secretary approve a Supplement to the Southern flounder
FMP Amendment 1. The Secretary subsequently approved the Commission’s request, and
CCANC also wishes to thank Secretary van der Vaart for his wisdom in approving the
Supplement.

In approving the Commission’s request for a Supplement, the Secretary necessarily made a
determination, under state law, that additional management measures are needed in order for
the North Carolina Southern flounder fishery to remain viable. The Division has prepared a
draft Supplement for this meeting that presents several Southern flounder management
options to the Commission which the Division believes will reduce the catch of Southern
flounder by 25 to 60 percent. CCANC does not believe that any of the options presented by
the Division would, even if successful, ensure the continued viability of the North Carolina
Southern flounder fishery, and therefore believes that state law demands more.

The questions presently before the Commission are these. First, what additional regulatory
measures for Southern flounder are necessary to ensure the continued viability of that fishery
in North Carolina? And secondly, what regulatory options are available to the Commission in
meeting that mandate? It would be clearest to answer the second question first.

As to the latter question, it is my learned opinion as former counsel for both the Division and
the Commission that the Commission may use the full breadth of its statutory authority in the
Southern Flounder FMP Supplement to regulate the fishery as necessary to end or prevent
overfishing and ensure the fishery’s continued viability. Nothing is off limits. That means
that the Commission is not restricted to either the management measures suggested to it by
the Division in the Supplement it has prepared, nor by the Commission’s original request to
the Division for prospective management measures that reduce catch between 25 and 60
percent. That is to say that the Commission could choose to end harvest on Southern flounder
altogether through the current Supplement process should the Commission find such action
necessary to ensure the continued viability of the Southern flounder fishery. Obviously then,
potential Commission action under the Supplement includes proscribing the use of any or all
gears or fisheries practices that present a significant threat of continued overfishing and/or
stock depletion for Southern flounder.
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CCANC has been informed that some within the Division maintain that the Commission’s
regulatory powers are limited under a Supplement to an FMP. CCANC has asked for a
reference to the statutory authority for such an interpretation, but none has been forthcoming.
I wish to specifically address that point here. First, it is up to the Commission—and not the
Division—to interpret the statutory provisions the Commission applies in regulating coastal
fisheries insofar as the statutes may be ambiguous or interpretable. Secondly, I am aware of
nothing in either the Fishery Management Plan statute—G.S. § 113-182.1—or the
Commission’s organic statute—G.S. §§ 143B-289.50 et seq.—that could reasonably be
interpreted to limit the Commission’s regulatory powers under a Supplement. And such a
limitation inherently makes no sense at all. As I previously stated, an FMP Supplement is an
extraordinary fisheries management tool that is invoked to augment an existing FMP only
where supplemental measures are needed “to ensure the continued viability of the fishery”
under consideration. It is entirely inconsistent with the statutory supplement process, and
patently unreasonable, to maintain that the Commission is somehow precluded as a matter of
law from doing whatever is necessary to ensure that viability.

So what additional regulatory measures for Southern flounder are necessary to ensure the
continued viability of that fishery in North Carolina? To answer that question, I direct the
Commission to what each of you already know: The Commission’s primary statutory duty in
fisheries management is to conserve and protect the state’s public trust marine and estuarine
resources. That is why the express statutory goal of each state FMP is “to ensure the long-
term viability of the State's commercially and recreationally significant species or fisheries.”
[G.S. § 113-182.1(b).] If the Commission takes this primary duty to heart, allocation of the
resource becomes almost inconsequential, because there are plenty of fish for everyone.
However, where the Commission fails to meet that mandate, allocation of fisheries resources
becomes extremely problematical, because there are simply too few fish to go around. In
such a case—as here—the likelihood of both overfishing and continual stock depletion is
almost guaranteed.

That is precisely the situation in which North Carolina increasingly finds itself in managing
its coastal fisheries resources. And I would add that the Commission’s duty in conserving
public trust resources is not just to fishermen, be they recreational or commercial, because
each of North Carolina’s almost 10 million citizens also has a stake in publicly owned
resources. That means that it would be entirely reasonable for the Commission to set aside a
significant portion of every species stock in a non-harvestable conservation pool reserved to
all non-fishing citizens.

CCANC stated the following in its February 10, 2015 letter to the Commission regarding
Southern flounder:

What was once a robust fishery and strong economic driver has been in
decline for decades now. As reflected in the North Carolina Division of
Marine Fisheries relevant stock status reports and stock assessments, Southern
flounder were classified as “overfished” from 2002-2005, and depleted from
2006-2013. In 2005...a Fisheries Management Plan was adopted by
the...Commission to end overfishing of Southern flounder and achieve a
sustainable harvest. Ten years later, there are no data indicating the
purposes of the FMP—to end overfishing and get back to a sustainable
harvest—have been met. To the contrary, the recent 2014 stock assessment
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indicates that overfishing continued unabated, and to make matters worse,
much of the overfishing is “recruitment overfishing”—due in large part to the
fact that the current North Carolina Southern flounder stock now consists

primarily of younger fish.

Those facts are why the Commission finds itself in the position of managing Southern
flounder through the extraordinary occurrence of an FMP Supplement. Consequently, in
making your decision as to what measures are required to implement the Supplement and
thereby ensure the continued viability of Southern flounder I urge the Commission to ignore
the voices of self-interest and “business as usual” that too often rule fisheries management
and instead err, if at all, on the side of resource conservation.

Let me close by saying that I have sat where you sit. Consequently, I fully understand the
practical difficulties the Commission faces in meeting its statutory mandate to conserve and
protect the state’s coastal fisheries resources, and in choosing the more difficult management
path when the loudest voices are telling you how wrong and unfair you would be in doing so.
But protest volume is too often not correlated with just decision-making, and I ask each of
you to put on your blinders by forgetting politics, and do what is best for the resource and its
entire complement of citizen owners. My biggest regret of my time as a Commissioner was
that as a body we failed to do what I am suggesting, and instead allowed the full and
imminent collapse of the state river herring fishery. Please do not allow Southern flounder to

follow suit.

I thank you for you for the opportunity to address the Commission by way of this letter, and
for your careful consideration of my comments.

Sincerely,

\/L;?Lo‘f% ﬁa,%%@
Timothy D. Nifong, Ph.ID., J.D.

General Counsel, CCANC

cc: Ms. Anna Barrios Beckwith, annabarriosbeckwith@yahoo.com, MFC
Mr. Mikey Daniels, nccroakerjoe@yahoo.com, MFC
Mr. Kelly Darden, Jr., kdarden@embargmail.com, MFC
Mr. Mark Gorges, caplgorgesmfc@gmail.com, MFC
Mr. Chuck Laughridge, sobx!l@gmail.com, MFC
Mr. Joe Shute, 61 | 1captioemfe(@yahoo.com, MFC
Mr. Mike Wicker, amikewicker@gmail.com, MFC
Ms. Alison Willis, awillis.mfe@gmail.com, MFC
Dr. Louis Daniel, louis.daniel@ncdenr.gov, DMF
Mary Joan Pugh, maryjoan.pugh(@nczoo.org, Assistant Secretary, NC DENR
Donald R. van der Vaart, donald.vandervaari@ncdenr.gov, Secretary, NC DENR
The Honorable Pat McCrory, governor.office@governor.nemail.net, Governor, NC
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By electronic transmission to samjcorbet(3@gmail.com,

Mr. Sammy Corbett, Chair

North Carolina Marine Fisheries Commission
3441 Arendell Street

Morehead City, NC 28557

Dear Commissioner Corbett,

The Coastal Conservation Association North Carolina (CCA NC) has joined its voice
with that of hundreds of thousands of recreational fishermen in North Carolina to
express our continued concern for the fate of Southern flounder in North Carolina.
What was once a robust fishery and strong economic driver has been in decline for
decades now, and immediate action is needed. In a letter submitted by CCA NC to the
NC Marine Fisheries Commission (Commission) on February 10, 2015, we reminded
the Commission of their duty and responsibility to represent both private sector
interests and the overall public interest in the management of its coastal fisheries
resources, and when necessary to do so independently and beyond any
recommendations it receives from the NC Division of Marine Fisheries (Division).

We applaud the Commission for the nearly unanimous action it took in February,
asking the Division to identify management options for reducing the annual catch of
Southern flounder by 25% to 60% and increase escapement, essentially requesting the
Secretary of DENR approve a Supplement to the Southern Flounder FMP Amendment
1. To his credit, the Secretary subsequently authorized short-term management
measures to address stock concerns via such a Supplement.

Per the Commission’s request in February, the Division then presented the
Commission with five management options in a “draft Supplement.” (May 4, 2015).
Having reviewed those management options, CCA NC respectfully submits the
following comments.

CCA NC does not believe any of the options presented by the Division would, even if
successful, restore Southern flounder stocks and ensure their continued viability. We
therefore first want to remind the Commission that, in formulating a Supplement, it is
not limited by the management options presented by the Division, and has the authority
and indeed a duty to independently take under consideration options other than
those proposed by the Division in doing so. CCA NC accordingly urges the
Commission to appropriately modify the draft Supplement and approve a modified
version for public comment at its May meeting. To that end, we asked Dr. Tim
Nifong to write the enclosed letter addressing the legal context of the FMP
Supplement process under the 1997 Fisheries Reform Act, and the Commission’s

Dedicated to the Conservation of North Carolina's Marine Resources
4809 Hargrove Road, Suite 123 Raleigh, NC 27616
(919) 781-3474 (FISH) Fax (919) 781-3475 contaci@ccanc.org

www.ccanc.org




Commission to do what is look is best for the fishery and our coastal economy. That must
start with placing the majority of the additional, needed reductions in harvest on the large
mesh gill net fishery.

Finally, we encourage you and your fellow Commissioners to insist on civility and equality
in the public comment process for all interested NC citizens. By its very nature, the process
of public involvement in NC fisheries management is not conducive to producing candid and
fair comments. With meetings held only at the coast, it serves to disenfranchise the greater
public. The most contentious issues, such as the one we are facing here, inflame many
passions and facilitate a mob mentality to ensure those who have the most numbers and the
loudest voices get their way. These public meetings create a venue of intimidation that not
only discourages citizen involvement in open government, but also prevent public servants
from performing their duties. We urge the Commission to consider means of public
involvement in fisheries management that is not designed to disenfranchise the pro-resource
citizens and recreational anglers who support rule changes to revive our fisheries, goals that
serve all of NC’s citizens and not just the ones who fish for profit. We recommend, due to the
highly contentious nature of southern flounder, that the Commission pursue only accepting
written comments in lieu of any public forum.

Thank you for your consideration of these comments.

Sincerely,

BuD 04stt

Bud Abbott, President CCANC

cc: Ms. Anna Barrios Beckwith, annabarriosbeckwithi@vahoo.com, MFC
Mr. Mikey Daniels, nccroakerjoe(@yahoo.com, MFC
Mr. Kelly Darden, Jr., kdarden(@embargmail.com, MFC
Mr. Mark Gorges, captgorgesmfc@gmail.com, MFC
Mr. Chuck Laughridge, sobx! | @gmail.com, MFC
Mr. Joe Shute, 61| | captjoemfc@yvahoo.com, MFC
Mr. Mike Wicker, amikewicker@gmail.com, MFC
Ms. Alison Willis, awillis.mfc@gmail.com, MFC
Dr. Louis Daniel, louis.daniel@ncdenr.gov, DMF
Mary Joan Pugh, marvjoan.pught@nczoo.org, Assistant Secretary, NC DENR
Donald R. van der Vaart, donald.vandervaart@ncdenr.gov, Secretary, NC DENR
The Honorable Pat McCrory, governor.office(@governor.ncmail.net, Governor, NC
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COMMENTS ON SOUTHERN FLOUNDER MANAGEMENT
made to the
North Carolina Marine Fisheries Commission
May 21, 2015
by Jerry Schill, President
North Carolina Fisheries Association, Inc.

Chairman Corbett and Commission members:

My name is Jerry Schill and | am speaking on behalf of the North Carolina Fisheries Association on the subject of
Southern Flounder management.

While | have been involved with fishery management plans at the state and federal levels for quite some time, the
supplement process is new to me since | was not involved in fisheries work for a period of time. Actually, it's new to
most of you too, relatively speaking. So in doing a little background work on that process | found that it was proposed to
the General Assembly so that the MFC could address issues of a critical or emergency nature that needed immediate
attention, as a fishery management plan takes up to 2 years from start to finish.

There are costs involved in choosing a supplement over amending a fishery management plan. One is a much minimized
public input. Another is oversight or review by the Rules Review Commission. History has shown that both are important
to legislators. The amendment process requires the Commission to do its due diligence in allowing the public to review
and comment, while the supplemental process is minimal in that regard. In addition, an amendment requires the RRC to
assure that the Commission fulfilled its statutory obligations in public notice and comment. The RRC does not look at all
of the merits of the proposed changes, only the process.

It's understandable to have some sort of procedure outside of the amendment process to address fishery management
issues through something like a supplement to address critical or emergency situations. But based upon the importance
the legislators put on going through the proper hoops with ALL regulatory agencies, it is very important to make sure
you choose wisely.

Considering what is known about the Southern Flounder stocks, we know there are some areas of concern. Enough
concern to warrant an amendment on a fast track. An amendment will not threaten the long term viability of Southern
Flounder if the Commission implements an amendment, and that is the legal key for requiring a supplement.

The law does not give priority of one particular fishery over another when it comes to fulfilling the mandates of the
process. But given the economic importance of Southern Flounder to this state and in particular to commercial fishing
families, the political and legal realities of doing the right thing are magnified immensely.

Based upon the science, there is no crisis with Southern Flounder. And the science certainly does not indicate an
emergency situation. However, there is a POTENTIAL for a crisis in this situation........and that is the credibility of the
Commission and this process.

NO SCIENCE, NO SUPPLEMENT!

We urge you to begin an amendment to the Southern Flounder Fishery Management Plan, and put it on the fast track to
be completed as soon as possible.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.



1UZ wuu uircle
Oriental N.C.
May, 19 2015

Greetings to all in the NCDMF / NCMFC,

Please consider these comments when discussing the future rules and regulations for
managing the N.C. southern flounder.

Reviewing the NCDMF web site stock assessments it was revealed that in 2002 southern
flounder were overfished with “ indications of a 32% decline in population biomass over the past
decade” Since the status of this fish has not left the depleted category. As one would expect the
recreational and commercial landings have declined. Surveys show about 75% of commercial take
consists of pre-spawn juveniles due to the 14” minimum size allowance.

Trying to correct the depleted status of this flounder the NCDMF has only reduced the
recreational take without success in beneficially increasing the bio mass.

My requests for consideration are as follows:

1. ATAC cap should be in place, similar to what's been enacted for striped bass and red
drum, with at least a 40% to 50% reduction in total yearly take, divided between commercial and
recreational sectors with a higher reduction in the commercial allowance since the recreational catch
limits have been reduced in the past.

2. The minimum commercial size limit should be 15”, thus allowing more fish below the
recommended 15” to spawn. If a reduction in large gill nets needs to be enacted and an increase in
pound nets allowed it would benefit the southern flounder. This would enable undersized flounder to be
released to spawn and reduce by- catch mortality.

My requests are geared to correct the depleted southern flounder status, share the
responsibility between the recreational and commercial groups, and open new windows to be
considered for the other effected fish in our local waters that have been declining steadily within the
past decade, i.e.—croaker, menhaden, spotted trout, spot, weakfish, and river herring.

The combined North Carolinas fisheries is a multi-billion dollar yearly asset to the
economy. This dictates the need for serious steps to be taken to safeguard and improve the biomass of
our fragile marine life.

Respectfully,

Ron Zielinski




Thomas N. Roller
Beaufort, NC
Commenting on behalf of the North Carolina Guide Association.

TODAY is different. Today is the day you CAN step up as leaders and choose a
brighter future for our southern flounder fishery.

My name is Thomas N. Roller. [ am a full time working waterman and I am the
president of the North Carolina Guides Association. We are an organization of
professional guides and small business owners. Above all we are advocates for a
healthy southern flounder fishery.

A healthy southern flounder fishery is a vision of the past. If you hold a SCFL, if you
run gillnets, and if you enjoy a 14” size limit you may choose to think differently. I
could offer a personal view too. I could tell you about younger friends, who think
flounder just don’t get bigger than 15 inches and that a good day is catching 2
keepers. We have a new generation of fishermen who are willing to settle for
remnants because they don’t know any better. At 34 I am now old enough to
remember “the way things were.”

Let’s talk facts. The science may not be adequate to determine exact cuts. But the
scienice does tell us there is a problem. That over-fishing has been occurring for 23
years. There are fewer big fish. Most fish never have the opportunity to spawn.

The fate of our southern flounder fishery is not a recreational vs. commercial issue.
The question is whether we are willing to take a hard look at this fishery and
address its problems before we reach a point of no return.

The southern flounder fishery is managed for preferential access for the large mesh
gillnet fishery. This is under the false premise of “managing for all user groups.” We
devote the majority of our limited resources to keeping large mesh gillnets in the
water, to the detriment of all other user groups.

* Commercial pound netters

¢ Commercial giggers

* Recreational anglers

* For hire guides.

e The public.

* Consumers.

* Everyone who stands to benefit from a rebuilt southern flounder fishery.

Addressing these problems through “equal cuts” is a recipe for failure. This will
simply preserve the same problems that have led us down a 30-year road of decline.

Consider these facts. Over the last five years, reducing effort in the large mesh gillnet
fishery has had little or no impact in reducing harvest. Now all of you who hold



SCFLs will see your license fees increase to cover the costs of an observer program
that we don’t need. We spend more to manage the large mesh fishery than it
generates in income. We all lose.

As they are so ruthlessly efficient and indiscriminate, large mesh gillnets prosper on
the remnants of a fishery in decline.

Our recommendation is as follows:
* Approve a supplement with modifications for public comment
* Consider a closure of large mesh gillnet fishery
Place a TAC on harvest
Not apply further reductions to the rec fishery. We have so little to give.

Fishermen are optimists by nature. To our own detriment. Today, instead of asking
how LITTLE we can do, we need to ask: how MUCH are we willing to do. OQur future
is on the line.

Thank you for your time.

I understand that yesterday evening my name was submitted and called for public
comment. I was not in attendance. The false submission of a name for comment
whether to intimidate, embarrass, or eliminate the opportunity for comment, should
not be tolerated. Unfortunately this harassment is common when there are
controversial issues at stake. For this reason we encourage you to accept only
written comments if you chose to send forward a supplement.

But if there is another Tom Roller in the audience I look forward to buying you a
beer.
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Fish, Nancy

From: Herrmann, Nathan <nlherrmann0329@email.campbell.edu>
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 8:45 AM

To: Daniel, Louis

Subject: DMF Meeting in New Bern

Good Morning,

I am unable to attend the meeting tonight in New Bern, but wanted to take the time to write you a note with my
thoughts. I am located in the greater Raleigh area and frequently travel to the coast to fish the Carolina coast. I
am asking you to please get gill nets out of the water. The time is now. Every other state in the Southeast took
this step years ago to protect the fishery in their state.

It simply does not make sense any more from a economic or conservation stand point. One flounder per day
rec. limit is crazy. We will lose recreational anglers to South Carolina and Virginia all day because of the
strong rec. restrictions in North Carolina.

Please make the right decision for North Carolina and protect our fishery.

Nathan Herrmann



Fish, Nancy

From: Jeff Sampson <jrsampson@fedex.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 9:06 AM
To: Vandervaart, Donald; ‘captgorgesmfc@gmail.com’; ‘'annabarriosbeckwith@yahoo.com’;

'sobxl1@gmail.com'; 'captjoemfc@yahoo.com’; 'kdarden@embargmail.com’;

‘amikewicker@gmail.com'; Daniel, Louis; Fish, Nancy; 'awillis. mfc@gmail.com’,

'preynolds@ncdoj.gov'; 'samjcorbett3@gmail.com’; ‘ccroakerjoe@yahoo.com’
Subject: Public comment

I have written this email to ask this commission to start managing for the public resource and not the interests of
a small group of profit driven users. I have grown up fishing and enjoying the coastal resources of NC for 40
plus years. I have watched the species decline and resource being abused. I have family who works as
waterman and profit from the public resource. They acknowledge the damage being done by destructive gear
and improper reporting. But they also are fearful that as the public gains knowledge of abuses finally coming
out will hurt them as well because that’s what the unions are telling them, give nothing because they will shut
down all comm fishing. I have learned to live with the disappointments from this and past administrations,
failing to protect for the many(public of NC) over the few. I will back a reduction in recreation catch on the
flounder if it will help this specifies recover, but as we all know this will not fix the problem. The large mesh
gill nets and bottom trawlers are the root causes of the issue. they have failed to reduce the harvest while rec
harvest is reduced over and over and will never fix the problem. More information is reaching the people of all
NC not just the coastal counties as in the past, and I’'m optimistic the curtain will be pulled back and we will see
the real wizard of failed fisheries management. Remove destructive gears from our waters and recovery our
fish populations...

Thank you for time.



Fish, Nancy

From: john evenson <john.evenson@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 8:46 AM

To: Fish, Nancy

Subject: MFC Thoughts

Dear Ms. Fish,

My name is John Evenson and I am a recreational fisherman who was born and raised in
North Carolina. My Father taught me how to saltwater fish at an early age and instilled
a love and a passion for fishing and our great state at an early age.

I am writing to request that you PLEASE take the necessary steps to get the GILL NETS
out of our inshore waters! While I respect, love, and am proud of our fishing heritage in
North Carolina, we are doing ourselves and my children a huge disservice by allowing
these nets in our water. The fishery in North Carolina is leaps and bounds behind other
southeastern states. Our fish stocks are depleted and there is no excuse to continue to
allow gill netting while taking from recreational fisherman (who spend more to catch less
fish!).

Please take the necessary steps to get rid of GILL NETS in our waters. Thank you for
your service and for protecting our resources.

Sincerely,
John Evenson

Fuquay-Varina, NC
919-337-3331



Fish, Nancy

From: Hensley, Michelle L

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 7:46 AM
To: Fish, Nancy

Subject: FW: Gill nets

??

Michelle Hensley, Executive Assistant

Director's Office

NC Division of Marine Fisheries

3441 Arendell Street/Post Office Box 769 Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
Phone: (252) 808-8013

Fax: (252) 726-0254

michelle.hensley@ncdenr.gov

Email correspondence to and from this address is subjected to the North Carolina Public Records Law and may be
disclosed to third parties unless the content is exempt by statute or other regulation.

From: Robert [mailto:richerry@suddenlink.net]
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 6:40 PM

To: Hensley, Michelle L

Subject: Gill nets

Please use common sense and remove gills nets from our hater hoed. Politics should have no say so in doing what is
right. | have fished all my life and obeyed the law, but nothing is turning around in our stock management program. One
grey trout per person, and nothing had changed since this regulation has been put in place. Stop putting restrictions on
the recreational fisherman and take some pride in banning the gill nets, then see what happens. Politics should not play
a roll in fisheries management program.

Sent from my iPhone



Fish, Nancy

From: john@rakoci.com

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 12:21 PM

To: samjcorbett3@gmail.com

Cc: Pugh, Maryjoan; Vandervaart, Donald; captgorgesmfc@gmail.com;

annabarriosbeckwith@yahoo.com; sobx!1@gmail.com; captjoemfc@yahoo.com;

kdarden@embargmail.com; amikewicker@gmail.com; Daniel, Louis; Fish, Nancy;

awillis.mfc@gmail.com; preynolds@ncdoj.gov; ccroakerjoe@yahoo.com
Subject: Comment on southern flounder

Good morning,

The Commission has received a lot of information and statistics from NCDMF.
The latest suggestions from NCDMF are geared for continued failure. The resource
has suffered through more than two decades of failure and it is now time to
consider the resource and the majority of citizens of North Carolina. The answer is
the elimination of the large mesh gill nets throughout state waters. Your position
carries the responsibility to the resource and not a vocal minority.

Suggestions have also been sent by CCANC, NCWF, and RFA NC. The
suggestions by those organizations are suggestions for success.

Should the Commission decide to retain gillnets they must be severely restricted
with a TAC and long season closures.

Previous attempts to bring southern flounder back have failed as it cannot be done
by curtailing recreational fishermen mostly or completely. Recreational fishermen
have been cut severely over the years and deserve to see no farther creel
restrictions. Size limits of both commercial fishermen and recreational fishermen

need to be the same. The following numbers are simply a reminder: commercial

Ave h for th iod: 2011 - 2014
Gill Nets = 477,984

Pound Nets = 306,565

Gig = 71,753

Other = 10,249

Total = 866,551

Recreational Aver Catch for the period: 2011 - 2014
Hook and Line = 210,491
Gig = 53,661
Total = 264,152
North Carolina can again have a great southern flounder fishery to match or
exceed that of our neighbors. Our neighbors made the difficult decisions long

ago with success.



I will not repeat what others with a concern for the resource have stated. It is
time for North Carolina history to be made with tough decisions made for the
resource.

Respectfully,

John Rakoci
Ocean Isle Beach NC 28469



Fish, Nancy

From: Al Raynor <alraynor@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 10:24 AM
To: captgorgesmfc@gmail.com; annabarriosbeckwith@yahoo.com; sobxl1@gmail.com;

captjoemfc@yahoo.com; kdarden@embargmail.com; amikewicker@gmail.com;
awillis.mfc@gmail.com; samjcorbett3@gmail.com; nccroakerjoe@yahoo.com;
ccroakerjoe@yahoo.com
Cc: Fish, Nancy; Daniel, Louis; Vandervaart, Donald; Pugh, Maryjoan; preynolds@ncdoj.gov
Subject: RE: Management Measures to Address Southern Flounder Stock Concerns

Sammy Corbett, Chairman
North Carolina Marine
Fisheries Commission

NC Division of Marine
Fisheries

3441 Arendell Street
Morehead City, NC 28557

RE: Management Measures to Address Southern Flounder Stock Concerns

Dear Chairman Corbett,
Please accept the following comments as my personal concerns and recommendations in regards to the upcoming
discussions and actions for the southern flounder fishery.

I would like to by thanking each of you for taking the time out of your busy lives to dedicate towards managing our
state's marine fisheries. As an avid recreational fishermen who spent countless hours over the years immersed in the
advocacy and non-profit efforts to bring science based, common sense solutions to light as a methodology for dealing
with a dwindling public trust resource, | completely understand the sacrifice each of you are making. It is not an easy
task, nor is there a 100% guaranteed chance of success of any plan or action. Coupled with an ever growing number of
users and other environmental and bureaucratic factors, managing this resource effectively is like trying to hang
wallpaper with your hands tied behind your back. No matter the decision, people will be unhappy and users feel
disenfranchised.

| would like to remind the commission that our marine fisheries are a public trust resource, that belong to all of the
people of the Old North State, and not just one user group. This is an issue that we must put the resource first and
foremost, and not user groups. take care of the resource, and the resource, in return, will take care of the user groups.
In regards to the management of southern flounder over the last 20 years, that has not been the case. Southern
flounder, in my honest, humble opinion, has been managed solely for maximum commercial extraction, at the expense
of recreational fishermen having to shoulder the a majority of the burden in management philosophies. As many of you
know full well, you can manage for yield, and you can manage for quality, but the two management philosophies are not
very compatible. We have also have had a tendency to manage for gear use too. We have done everything possible to
ensure non-selective, destructive gear (gill nets) stays in the water, when nearly every state north and south of us have
either banned, or severely restricted this gear. |find it disturbing that we work diligently to export our seafood out of
state, for pennies on the dollar, to places that protect their own, at the expense to our resource and its beneficiaries.

I find the proposals to address the southern flounder issue extremely disappointing, but not surprising. Again, as in the
last 20 years, we choose to kick the can down the road and ignore the science, in order to keep one user group fishing
with no limits/reductions on catch or gear, and effectively disenfranchising one user group completely out of a public
trust resource. With a one fish limit on southern flounder, most recreational fishermen, especially giggers, won't even
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bother going out. The science tells us that we must reduce harvest by somewhere between 40%-60%. If you completely
shut down the recreational fishery, it would effectively only reduce the harvest by only 12%. Considering that the
recreational fishermen account for only around 20% of the total harvest, why are they being asked to shoulder a
majority of the reduction in reducing the bag limit from six to one fish a day?

I highly suggest that the Marine Fisheries Commission consider and move to implement some of, if not all of the
proposals already outlined by the Recreational Fishing Alliance - North Carolina and the Coastal Conservation
Association - North Carolina. Considering those proposals and their subtle differences, | would personally like to suggest
the following:

1. Reduction of daily recreational bag limit to four fish a day.
2. Minimum size limit of 16" length for both recreational and commercialfishery.

3. Seasonal closure for both recreational and commercial fishery by October 1st for north of Hatteras, and November 1st
for south of Hatteras, to ensure escapement if TAC (mentioned in note 4) is not met.

4. A hard TAC, with paybacks, is implemented for the commercial industry that is 40% less than the yearly commercial
harvest average between 2011 & 2103.

5. An immediate moratorium on all large mesh gill nets. (this option alone would completely meet the catch reduction
requested by the MFC)

6. Immediate moratorium on all new pound net applications.

7. Implement required reporting of all commercial gear catches kept above and beyond recreational limits, that is not
sold. This is to be able to gauge impact of fish kept for personal consumption/use while using an SCFL to avoid
recreational limits.

8. Implement circle hook requirement for all hook & line southern flounder fishermen using live bait, to reduce
undersized discard mortality.

We simply cannot kick the can down the road another time. Please consider these recommendations for
implementation. Put the public trust resource, and its balanced use ahead of profits and personal politics. | have two
teenage sons who would love to continue fishing, and have a quality fishery that benefits both recreational and
commercial fishermen alike. We can do better. We must do better.

Yours In Service,
Alton L. Raynor, Jr.
7004 Long Boat Circle

Wilmington, NC 28405

alraynor@bellsouth.net



Fish, Nancy

From; Jeff Sampson <jrsampson@fedex.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 9:06 AM
To: Vandervaart, Donald; 'captgorgesmfc@gmail.com'; 'annabarriosbeckwith@yahoo.com’;

'sobxl1@gmail.com'; 'captjoemfc@yahoo.com’; ‘kdarden@embargmail.com';

‘amikewicker@gmail.com'; Daniel, Louis; Fish, Nancy; 'awillis. mfc@gmail.com’,

'preynolds@ncdoj.gov'; 'samjcorbett3@gmail.com’; 'ccroakerjoe@yahoo.com'
Subject: Public comment

I have written this email to ask this commission to start managing for the public resource and not the interests of
a small group of profit driven users. [ have grown up fishing and enjoying the coastal resources of NC for 40
plus years. I have watched the species decline and resource being abused. I have family who works as
waterman and profit from the public resource. They acknowledge the damage being done by destructive gear
and improper reporting. But they also are fearful that as the public gains knowledge of abuses finally coming
out will hurt them as well because that’s what the unions are telling them, give nothing because they will shut
down all comm fishing. I have learned to live with the disappointments from this and past administrations,
failing to protect for the many(public of NC) over the few. I will back a reduction in recreation catch on the
flounder if it will help this specifies recover, but as we all know this will not fix the problem. The large mesh
gill nets and bottom trawlers are the root causes of the issue. they have failed to reduce the harvest while rec
harvest is reduced over and over and will never fix the problem. More information is reaching the people of all
NC not just the coastal counties as in the past, and I'm optimistic the curtain will be pulled back and we will see
the real wizard of failed fisheries management. Remove destructive gears from our waters and recovery our
fish populations...

Thank you for time.



Fish, Nancy

From: john evenson <john.evenson@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 8:46 AM

To: Fish, Nancy

Subject: MFC Thoughts

Dear Ms. Fish,

My name is John Evenson and I am a recreational fisherman who was born and raised in
North Carolina. My Father taught me how to saltwater fish at an early age and instilled
a love and a passion for fishing and our great state at an early age.

I am writing to request that you PLEASE take the necessary steps to get the GILL NETS
out of our inshore waters! While I respect, love, and am proud of our fishing heritage in
North Carolina, we are doing ourselves and my children a huge disservice by allowing
these nets in our water. The fishery in North Carolina is leaps and bounds behind other
southeastern states. Our fish stocks are depleted and there is no excuse to continue to
allow gill netting while taking from recreational fisherman (who spend more to catch less
fish!).

Please take the necessary steps to get rid of GILL NETS in our waters. Thank you for
your service and for protecting our resources.

Sincerely,
John Evenson

Fuquay-Varina, NC
919-337-3331



Fish, Nancy

From: Herrmann, Nathan <nlherrmann0329@email.campbell.edu>
Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 8:45 AM

To: Daniel, Louis

Subject: DMF Meeting in New Bern

Good Morning,

I am unable to attend the meeting tonight in New Bern, but wanted to take the time to write you a note with my
thoughts. Iam located in the greater Raleigh area and frequently travel to the coast to fish the Carolina coast. 1
am asking you to please get gill nets out of the water. The time is now. Every other state in the Southeast took
this step years ago to protect the fishery in their state.

It simply does not make sense any more from a economic or conservation stand point. One flounder per day
rec. limit is crazy. We will lose recreational anglers to South Carolina and Virginia all day because of the
strong rec. restrictions in North Carolina.

Please make the right decision for North Carolina and protect our fishery.

Nathan Herrmann



Fish, Nancy

From: Hensley, Michelle L

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 7:46 AM
To: Fish, Nancy

Subject: FW: Gill nets

??

Michelle Hensley, Executive Assistant

Director's Office

NC Division of Marine Fisheries

3441 Arendell Street/Post Office Box 769 Morehead City, NC 28557-0769
Phone: (252) 808-8013

Fax: (252) 726-0254

michelle.hensley@ncdenr.gov

Email correspondence to and from this address is subjected to the North Carolina Public Records Law and may be
disclosed to third parties unless the content is exempt by statute or other regulation.

From: Robert [mailto:richerry@suddenlink.net]
Sent: Tuesday, May 19, 2015 6:40 PM

To: Hensley, Michelle L

Subject: Gill nets

Please use common sense and remove gills nets from our hater hoed. Politics should have no say so in doing what is
right. I have fished all my life and obeyed the law, but nothing is turning around in our stock management program. One
grey trout per person, and nothing had changed since this regulation has been put in place. Stop putting restrictions on
the recreational fisherman and take some pride in banning the gill nets, then see what happens. Politics should not play
a roll in fisheries management program.

Sent from my iPhone



COUNTY OF HYDE

Board of Commissioners

Bili Rich
Barry Swindell, Chair 30 Oyster Creek Road County Manager
Earl Pugh, Jr., Vice-chalr PO Box 188
Benjamin Simmons, il SWAN QUARTER, NORTH CAROLINA 27885 Fred Holscher
John Fletcher 252-926-4400 County Attorney
Dick Tunnell

252-926-3701 Fax

Dr. Louis Daniel

N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries
3441 Arendell Street

Morehead City, NC 28557

Re:  Draft supplement to the N.C. Southern Flounder Fishery Management Plan

Dear Dr. Daniel,

The people of Hyde County have depended upon its vast fishery resources for over 300 years.
Mainland Hyde wraps itself around the Pamlico Sound with its many tributaries reaching far into
the mainland and the county extends across the broad Pamlico to Ocracoke Island only to be met
by the Atlantic Ocean. Our mainland villages have traditionally and currently been supported by
the commercial fishermen and seafood businesses that line our harbors while Ocracoke is

supported by a strong commercial presence and a healthy tourism industry supported by
recreational fishermen.

When managing such a critical fishery, decisions should be scientifically based and should take
into account the views of all stakeholders. In Hyde County, our stakeholders include:
commercial fishermen, for-hire charter fishermen and recreational fishermen along with the
many business owners and residents that earn their livelihood in related businesses. The input of
these stakeholders when changes are made to NC Fishery Management Plans should be
considered comprehensively with scientific data that leads us to smart decisions.

Adopting a supplement to the N.C. Southern Flounder Fishery Management Plan without going
through the full fishery management plan process will allow the commission to adopt temporary
management measures that are not scientifically based, lack proper public input and will have

adverse economic impacts to Hyde County and the state of N.C. that have not been thoroughly
examined. :

Hyde County encourages the N.C. DMF to take a more holistic view of the situation and
reevaluate its decision to pursue this supplement until proper procedure including a thorough
regional stock assessment can be completed. Reduction of catch of southern flounder by between
25 percent and 60 percent will have a significant adverse impact on our fishermen, supporting



businesses and the county itself and such a decision should not be entered into lightly but with
the upmost care and due diligence that takes into account all stakeholders of the fishery.

It is with great appreciation that we thank the N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries Commission for
considering our request.

\ HL
Bill Ric

Hyde County Manager

Ce: N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission Members
Hyde County Board of Commissioners



Fish, Nancy

From: Thomas Roller <capttom@ncguidesassociation.com>

Sent: Wednesday, May 20, 2015 4:38 PM

To: samjcorbett3@gmail.com

Cc: annabarriosbeckwith@yahoo.com; nccroakerjoe@yahoo.com; kdarden@embargmail.com;

captgorgesmfc@gmail.com; sobxl1@gmail.com; 6111captjoemfc@yahoo.com;
amikewicker@gmail.com; awillis.mfc@gmail.com; Hensley, Michelle L; Fish, Nancy; Pugh,
Maryjoan; Vandervaart, Donald

Subject: North Carolina Guides Association Position Letter

Attachments: NCGAflounderposition.pdf

Capt. Tom Roller, President
capttom(@ncguidesassociation.com

Capt. Jeff Cronk, Vice President

captjeffi@ncguidesassociation.com

Capt. Mike Pedersen, Secretary/Treasurer
captmike@ncguidesassociation.com

Dear Commissioner Corbett,

I’'m writing on behalf of the North Carolina Guides Association (NCGA) to provide our recommendations for
rebuilding southern flounder, and to express our great concern for the status of the resource. As a member
of the commission, your decisions this week could shape the future of our southern flounder fishery. Now is
the time for leadership, and to chart a more sustainable path forward.

The North Carolina Guides Association (NCGA), a 501(c)6 trade-organization, is compromised of for-hire
captains united by our concern for the sustainable future of our state-managed finfish stocks. The NCGA aims
to represent the interests of the for-hire industry through informed involvement by our members.

The NCGA formed out of concern that the interests of the inshore for-hire industry are not adequately
represented in the management process. Our interests are often aligned with but different from those of
other recreational voices, including the offshore for-hire industry. Our members and their business models are
diverse. Many of our members belong to conservation groups, including the Coastal Conservation Association
(CCA) and Recreational Fishing Alliance (RFA), and many also fish commercially using sustainable gear types.
The positions of the NCGA are solely intended to represent the perspectives of the inshore for-hire industry.

The NCGA is very concerned about the future of North Carolina’s southern flounder stock. Southern flounder
are, without question, one of our state’s most valuable recreational species. Their viability is crucial to the
long-term economic health of the for-hire industry, and for providing North Carolina citizens and visitors with
access to a public resource. It is clear to recreational fishermen that the quality of the recreational fishery
has steadily declined since the early 90s during which time, as stated by the division, “the North Carolina
southern flounder stock appears to have been overfished in all years, 1991 —2013."



Current challenges

The NCGA believes the current state of our southern flounder fishery reflects a lack of vision and could be
improved using a comprehensive management approach. For decades, past commissions have failed to take
the necessary actions to rebuild our declining stock and transition our fishery to one that is modern and
sustainable. The end result is that we are left with a fishery that has been, by default, allocated to the source
of most of our management problems: the large mesh gill net fishery.

The problems facing our southern flounder fishery stem from a failure to curb overfishing, and from the
inequities that exist in managing southern flounder primarily for preferential access by the large mesh gillnet
fishery. The southern flounder large mesh gill net fishery, which is unique to North Carolina, has proven to be
an exceptionally difficult fishery to manage. The fishery’s interactions with threatened and endangered sea
turtles, and Atlantic sturgeon have created the need for expensive observing programs. This fishery costs
nearly as much, or more, to observe than it produces in income, and in some regions observing costs exceed
total ex-vessel landings. This is not a sustainable financial decision.

The costs of the observer program are also financially taxing to other unrelated commercial fisheries, and
result in a disparity in management focus. NCGA members who commercially fish are very unhappy that their
SCFL license fees will be increasing solely to fund observing for the large mesh fishery. The NCGA believes that
these funds could be better used to support other initiatives that enhance the productivity of our fisheries and
provide greater recreational and commercial opportunities.

The problems facing our southern flounder fishery are further perpetuated by the extraordinary inequity that
exists in current southern flounder management. Extremely efficient and mobile commercial gear types like
large mesh gill nets put the public and the for-hire industry at a severe disadvantage. The commercial industry
enjoys an approximately 78.6% allocation and a 14” size limit that gives commercial gear types several months
of exclusive harvest access, while failing to adequately reduce commercial fishing mortality.

It is time for the Commission to make the bold changes that will shape the future of this fishery. To use today’s
fishery as a template for future management will condemn us to the same cycle of problems that have
plagued us for decades: a declining fishery increasingly and unnecessarily dominated by gear that is expensive
and complicated to manage. The overcapitalized large mesh gill net fishery diverts the Division’s valuable time
and resources to the detriment of all other users who would benefit from a healthy southern flounder fishery:
the pound net fishery, the commercial gig fishery, the for-hire industry, recreational fishermen, and the public.

NCGA Recommendations

The NCGA commends the Commission for requesting management options, at the February 2015 meeting, to
reduce catch by 25 to 60%. We also commend the DENR Secretary in authorizing the use of the supplement to
implement short-term management measures.

The NCGA believes the supplement offers a tremendous opportunity to look forward and create a new
management strategy. We ask the Commission to consider the long-term benefits of a rebuilt southern
flounder stock. While rebuilding the stock will clearly result in hard choices, we ask that you also recognize
that the costs of no action will be much greater. The decline of our southern flounder stock has already
impacted our recreational and commercial fisheries, and the loss of this stock would be simply devastating to
our coastal communities. The long-term viability of any fish stock or marine resources should take precedence
over any stakeholder or user group no matter how loud their voice.
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The NCGA fully supports sustainable commercial fishing and wants to recognize the importance of commercial
fishing, and the local seafood it provides our coastal communities and tourism-based economy. The NCGA
encourages the commission to focus on our sustainable commercial flounder fisheries: pound nets and gigs.
These sustainable gears can supply the entirety of the catch to our communities at less biological and financial
cost.

The NCGA does not support any further reductions to recreational catch Since the adoption of the first
southern flounder FMP, all reductions have come upon the backs of the recreational community. Commercial
harvest has rebounded to the levels seen prior to the sea turtle settlement, primarily due to the efficiency of
large mesh gear. Meanwhile, the recreational fishery has seen considerably less abundance and opportunity.
Lack of availability resulted in a recreational harvest reduction of 60% in 2014.

The draft supplement clearly demonstrates that reductions to the recreational bag limit will result in minimal
harvest reductions and will come at a massive economic and social cost to the for-hire recreational industry
and the public. NCGA members are specifically concerned that a bag limit reduction will unfairly penalize
fishermen who primarily catch summer and gulf flounder in the ocean. With the depressed state of our
southern flounder, gulf and summer flounder is a very important fishery to the for-hire industry.

The NCGA does not believe the options in the draft supplement are adequate. These options do not address
needed gear modifications and are too focused on “equal cuts.” Proportional reductions by user group and
gear type will continue to perpetuate the same cycle or problems. Moreover, experience has proven the
difficulty of achieving mortality reductions given the overcapitalized state of the large mesh fishery, and the
efficiency of this gear.

The NCGA believes the concept of “equal reductions” is flawed. Our management history clearly demonstrates
that effort reduction in the gill net fishery has ultimately had little effect on harvest. We do not believe that
further effort reductions through mesh size increases, seasons or yardage allowances can or will have any
measurable effect. The NCGA is of the opinion that as long as the southern flounder fishery has a gill net
fishery that it may be nearly impossible to manage for sustainable harvest. The recent NCDMF personal
consumption survey also indicated that commercial catches could be much higher than reported. We are also
of the opinion that past inability to decrease commercial gill net harvest should require us to make larger cuts
as estimated cuts will likely be less effective than intended.

The NCGA strongly urges the Commission to modify the draft supplement and pass a modified version for

public comment. The NCGA asks that total reductions be, at a minimum 50%. Such a reduction will both bring
equality in harvest and reduce mortality to recover the stock and safeguard long term economic viability. The
NCGA strongly urges that the unsustainable large mesh gill net fishery should bear the bulk of the reductions.

The NCGA asks that the following modifications be considered.

Complete closure of the large mesh flounder fishery (both recreational and commercial).
Raise the commercial size limit to 15”

Require that all pound nets modify escape panels to 6” to minimize discards

Suspend the issuance of any new pound net applications until the fishery has been deemed
recovered

5. Cap pound net harvest at the current level and manage the fishery under a TAC or cap in the
immediate season.
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6. No further restrictions to recreational fishermen.

If the Commission chooses to pass a supplement, we request that the Commission consider only accepting
written comments. Those of us who are experienced participants in the fisheries management process are
very concerned with the public comment process when issues of particular controversy are addressed. These
public hearings inflame passions and create an environment that is intimidating for members of the public. We
believe that such tense public meetings prevent fair and equitable public comment from taking place and in

no way accurately represent the opinions of the public. Past experiences have only served to disenfranchise
many from participating in the management process and voicing their concerns on fisheries issues.

Clearly southern flounder management is one of these unfortunate contentious issues, and the NCGA believes
public hearings on the subject will not be conducive to productive comment.

We thank you for the opportunity to present our concerns and encourage you to be leaders and take a stand
in shaping this fishery for the future.

Sincerely,
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Tom Roller, President North Carolina Guides Association

cc: Ms. Anna Barrios Beckwith, annabarriosbeckwith@yahoo.com, MFC

Mr. Mikey Daniels, nccroakerjoe@yahoo.com, MFC

Mr. Kelly Darden, Jr., kdarden@embargmail.com, MFC

Mr. Mark Gorges, captgorgesmfc@gmail.com, MFC

Mr. Chuck Laughridge, sobxl1@gmail.com, MFC

Mr. Joe Shute, 6111captioemfc@yahoo.com, MFC

Mr. Mike Wicker, amikewicker@gmail.com, MFC

Ms. Alison Willis, awillis.mfc@gmail.com, MFC
Dr. Louis Daniel, louis.daniel@ncdenr.gov, DMF
Mary Joan Pugh, maryjoan.pugh@nczoo.org, Assistant Secretary, NC DENR
Donald R. van der Vaart, donald.vandervaart@ncdenr.gov, Secretary, NC DENR




Fish, Nancy

From:
Sent:
To:

Subject:

Hello,

DOM SCOTT <domscott15@gmail.com>

Thursday, May 21, 2015 6:21 PM

Pugh, Maryjoan; Vandervaart, Donald; captgorgesmfc@gmail.com;
annabarriosbeckwith@yahoo.com; sobxl1@gmail.com; captjoemfc@yahoo.com,
kdarden@embargmail.com; amikewicker@gmail.com; Daniel, Louis; Fish, Nancy;
awillis.mfc@gmail.com; preynolds@ncdoj.gov; samjcorbett3@gmail.com,
ccroakerjoe@yahoo.com

Flounder Fishing

We are Dominic and Scott. We fish with our grandfather every chance we can. We fish from the boat around
Sunset Beach and Ocean Isle Beach. We are twins. Grandpa has pictures of fish from when our mother was
young with more flounder in a day than we can catch in many days. Grandpa and grandmas friends told us the
problem is gillnets. Stuff on Google says NC is the only state with them. We can catch more when we go to
Georgetown. nets are not allowed there. Grandpa says you can take the nets out and soon we can catch more

fish.
Dominic
Scott
Jimison



Fish, Nancy

From: busterg@atmc.net
Sent: Friday, May 22, 2015 11:35 AM
To: Smith, Tricia; Hensley, Michelle L; Clark, Brenda; Greg.Bodnar@ncdenr.gov; Bianchi, Alan;

Fish, Nancy; Mumford, Doug; Duval, Michelle; Batsavage, Chris; Rawls, Kathy; Schmidt, Al;
Mroch, Raymond M; Smith, William E; Lee, Laura

Subject: Proposed New Flounder Regulations

Attachments: fishing charter 5-20-15 003 (Small).JPG; fishing charter 5-14-15-Lee 003 (Small).JPG; fishing
trip - Lee- 5-5-15 005 (Small).JPG

My name is Charles Gillis. | have had a charter business in Brunswick County for 43 years. |ran offshore fishing trips
until 2010. | put up with the unreal regulations the NMFC came up with through the 90's and until 2010. Then | became
so tired of cuts and stops on fishing | sold my offshore boat and went to the backwater trout, flounder and drum fishing,
like so many other captains did.

| flounder fished the last season and caught more flounder than ever and ending up catching a total of 507 for the
season. Now there is talk of cutting the number and raising the size of flounder when there is plenty of flounder out
there.

I do not know where your information is coming from but you have not got log books on catches. 1do not know where
are you getting your information from, but where ever it is coming from, is definitely not accurate.

Your are not only hurting my business but the tackle shops, marinas, house rentals, motels, restaurants, etc. When you
make these decisions you hurt the entire economy along the coast. | am for log books to see where stiffer regulations
are needed and some to be loosen up. For instance, sea bass off our coast are very plentiful and more sea bass than all
other fish combined and we are stuck with a restriction of only 5 sea bass per person. A person can not go sea bass
fishing and get enough for a fish fry for a family of 3. Also the shark limit of 1 shark per person is nonsense. |ranan
average of 40 trips shark fishing per season when | was ocean chartering and the regulation was one shark per person on
the boat. When the regulations changed to one shark per boat | lost those 40 trips a season. When | lose the marinas
lose, the tackle shops loss along with all other businesses in the area

As of now, flounder is our best fishery as we can catch 6 per person, 15 inches or more. We can only catch 1 gray trout
per person, and | can't depend on red drum at 1 per person 18-27 inches. Our trout that was 10 per person dropped to
4 per person and size went from 12 to 14 inches. To top this off, you closed the trout season last year for four months
because of a one day ice storm. These trout were never stunned or whatever you all called it. Anyway, it cost me 21
trips | had already booked for the spring season.

What | am getting down to is we need less government from the top Obama down to the National Marine Fisheries. We
don't need useless regulations when there is no evidence as to the need. No one wants to hurt the fisheries or hunting
that participate in these sports. We want what is best, not what unnecessary regulations just pulled out of the sky.

| was raised hunting and fishing and | like to get young children started as young as | can. However, with the strict rules
and laws people are going to quit buying fishing licenses or hunting licenses. When this happens we will not need North
Carolina Marine Fisheries or Wildlife Officers.

Open your eyes and realize that we are over regulated already and our economy needs a boost not destroyed.
| am sending pictures of my 4 flounder trips this season so far. You can see the keepers we caught, not counting the

under 15 inchers we put back. We averaged over 10 keepers per trip last season when we were flounder fishing. This is
guiding the one to three people.



The reason people are not catching flounder is 80% who are flounder fishing do not fish the right bait, the right places or
use the right tackle. Your flounder tournaments 85% of the fish are caught by 10% who know how and where to fish.

I ask that you give this email serious thought and if you have more questions please feel free to contact me at 910-754-
6169 or 910-231-8909.
Thank you for you time and consideration of this important decision,

Captain Buster Gillis

Busters Outdoors Guide Service

1217 Riverview Drive, SW

Shallotte, NC 28470
www.bustersoutdoorsguideservice.com
<http://www.bustersoutdoorsguideservice.com>



Fish, Nancy

From: rick sasser <rick.sasser@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 04, 2015 12:04 PM
To: Pugh, Maryjoan; Vandervaart, Donald; captgorgesmfc@gmail.com;

annabarriosbeckwith@yahoo.com; sobxl1@gmail.com; captjoemfc@yahoo.com,;
kdarden@embarqgmail.com; amikewicker@gmail.com; Daniel, Louis; Fish, Nancy;
awillis. mfc@gmail.com; preynolds@ncdoj.gov; samjcorbett3@gmail.com;
nccroakerjoe@yahoo.com

Subject: Public Comment on the Southern Flounder Supplement Management Options

June 4, 2015

Sammy Corbett, Chair

North Carolina Division of Marine Fisheries
3441 Arendell Street

Morehead City, NC 28557

RE: Public Comment Period for Southern Flounder Management Options

Dear Chairman Corbett,

In regards to your recent decision to set a public meeting from 1-5 p.m. June 17 at the New Bern Riverfront
Convention Center, 203 South Front St., New Bern to hear comments under the southern flounder supplement
process, I respectfully ask that you reconsider both the day, time and place.

In my May 18th written comments to you, the Commission and NCDENR staff, I wrote the following-

"There is one last issue that  would like to address. It is my opinion and that of others with whom I have
spoken, that the process of public involvement in fisheries management issues is tailored to produce an
environment of intimidation. There is no better example than the Hergenrader petition hearing in New Bern.
These types of gatherings serve no useful purpose in resource management other than to facilitate a mob
mentality and ensure those who have the most numbers and the loudest voices get their way. That is no way to
manage our public trust resources. Not only is it discouraging citizen involvement in open government, it is
preventing public servants from performing their duties. I have personally experienced such intimidation,
talked to other citizens who have also experienced intimidation and been told by members of the MFC and
Division staff that intimidation, the fear of threats and violence against them or their personal property, has
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and is effecting decisions they are making on behalf of the resource. I urge the MFC to consider means of
public involvement in fisheries management that is not designed to disenfranchise pro-resource citizens and
recreational anglers who support rule change to revive our fisheries and protect our marine resources from
exploitation, goals that serve all of NC'’s citizens and not just the ones who fish for profit."

Your decision to hold the June 17 meeting, a Wednesday, from 1-5pm at the New Bern Convention Center is a
continued disenfranchisement of pro-resource citizens and recreational anglers with what many will perceive as
a deliberate attempt as such. I ask that you reconsider your decision.

The public trust resources of NC belong to ALL her citizens and as such, a proper venue should be provided
that allows equitable participation for all who wish to participate. May I suggest that this venue be move to
Raleigh to be scheduled on August 19th as part of the public comment period for the August 19-21 MFC

meeting. A full day of comments should be allowed with the ending time running into the night time hours.

I ask that you review the letter from Mr. Tim Hergenrader dated April 23, 2015 in which Tim clearly stated his
personal experience and concerns about public involvement in venues like the one scheduled for June 17th. If
history repeats its self, is the Director going to be able to provide an armed escort for every individual who
would like to speak on behalf of the resource at the June 17th meeting like he felt necessary to do for Tim on
July 30, 2013 in the same venue?

When considering my request, please consider the importance of open, fair and transparent rule making and
those obligations to the people of NC for public comment is an important part of the ruling making process.

Respectfully Submitted with Best Regards,

Rick Sasser

Goldsboro



Fish, Nancy

From: Marian Parker <marip1028@yahoo.com>
Sent: Friday, June 05, 2015 8:09 PM

To: Fish, Nancy

Subject: Southern flounder proposals

In regards to southern flounder proposals, I am very concerned about the proposal that states that commerical
giggers will only be able to fish monday thru thurs. I work a public job and can only gig on weekends to
supplement my income. Also if commerical giggers have a limit per trip, I feel that recreational should have a
boat limit also as they can put numerous passengers in their boat and catch as many as commerical giggers
without paying the commericl license fee.

I hope that you will give my concerns consideration.

Regards,
Elton Parker

Sent from Samsung tablet



Fish, Nancy

From: Michael Bannan <drbannan@att.net>
Sent: Monday, July 13, 2015 3:27 PM
To: Pugh, Maryjoan; Vandervaart, Donald; captgorgesmfc@gmail.com,;

annabarriosbeckwith@yahoo.com; sobxl1@gmail.com; captjoemfc@yahoo.com,
kdarden@embargmail.com; amikewicker@gmail.com; Daniel, Louis; Fish, Nancy;
awillis.mfc@gmail.com; preynolds@ncdoj.gov; samjcorbett3@gmail.com;
nccroakerjoe@yahoo.com

Subject: Southern Flounder

Dear Commissioners,

As a concerned citizen, I am aware of the continued downward slide of North Carolina's depleted southern
flounder stock. It is well past time to reverse this slide and you now have a real opportunity to make that happen
at the Marine Fisheries Commission meeting in August.

I would like to see you do everything necessary to place into temporary rule under the supplement process to
the Southern Flounder Fishery Management Plan measures that will support and ensure the following:

1. Reduce the harvest of southern flounder by commercial fishermen by at least 50%.

2. Implement a yearly Total Allowable Catch (TAC) for commercially harvested southern flounder. This TAC
should be at least 50% lower than the average commercial southern flounder harvest of the last 3 years.

Without a TAC, you cannot have a harvest reduction that will work. An unlimited harvest has led to our
depleted fish stock and these fish will not recover until a TAC is in place.

3. Suspend the harvest of southern flounder by any and all gill nets.

Doing this will achieve most of the 50% reduction requested above and solve many problems for our inshore
marine fisheries. The management costs, conflicts, bycatch issues and unsustainable harvest associated with the
use of gill nets has created an unmanageable situation for marine fisheries in North Carolina. It’s time to stop
the use of this highly destructive gear.

Please support these three simple changes and help our southern flounder stock begin the recovery that it
deserves and many citizens expect.



Thank you,

Michael J Bannan DDS, FAGD

Accredited Member of the American Academy of Cosmetic Dentistry
Member American Academy of Dental Sleep Medicine
www.drbannan.com

8001-201 Creedmoor Rd
Raleigh, NC 27613
(919) 870-7104

803 South Walker Street
PO Box 1209

Burgaw, NC 28425
910-259-1503
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To: Nancy Fish, Southern Flounder Comments
PO Box 769, Morehead City, NC 28557

From: Doug Elliott, Recreational Fisherman

Hello Nancy,

| have reviewed the proposals regarding managing the Flounder fishery. The statistics
bear out that the lion share of damage is being done by the commercial industry. | rarely
keep any recreational catch of any species. Few recreational fisherman "feed' their
family with catch so | believe that Proposal 1 plus a total ban for the appropriate portion
of this season is the right approach. It allows for a good kick start followed by a longer
term solution.

The commercial guys are flirting with their long term well being that cannot be fixed by
only slowing down the recreational catch. | grew up on Great South Bay on Long Island
and put myself through college digging clams. | watched first hand as the commercial
clammer's destroyed the bay through over harvest. | bet if given the opportunity to do it
all over, they would now choose taking small short term hits than to lose it all. | believe it
is fair for all parties to take a hit for the good of the fishery.

Thanks for your efforts to protect our waters.

Douglas Elliott

7034 Ascension Drive
OIB, NC 28469

e: 140thnyvi@gmail.com
Cell; (585) 313-1655



REMINDER
MANDATORY EDUCATION REQUIREMENTS

MANDATORY EDUCATION.

Public Servants and Ethics Liaisons. The State Government Ethics Act requires that every
public servant and ethics liaison complete an ethics and lobbying education presentation/program
approved by the State Ethics Commission within 6 months of the person’s election, reelection,
appointment, or employment and complete a refresher ethics presentation at least every two years
thereafter.

The willful failure of a public servant serving on a board to comply with the education requirements
may subject the person to removal from the board. The willful failure of a public servant who is a
State employee to comply with the education requirement may be considered a violation of a written
work order permitting disciplinary action. Therefore, if there are public servants in your agency or
on your covered state board or commission who are past due for completing their ethics education
requirements, those individuals should attend a live presentation, distance video-streamed
presentation or complete the online education as soon as possible.

Legislators. The State Government Ethics Act requires that every legislator complete an ethics
and lobbying education presentation/program approved by the State Ethics Commission and the
Legislative Ethics Committee within 2 months of either the convening of the General Assembly to
which the legislator is elected or the legislator’s appointment, whichever is later, and complete a
refresher ethics education presentation at least every two years thereafter.

The willful failure of a legislator to comply with these education requirements may subject the
legislator to sanctions under the Legislative Ethics Act.

Legislative Employees. The State Government FEthics Act requires that every legislative
employee complete an ethics and lobbying education presentation/program approved by the State
Ethics Commission and the Legislative Ethics Committee within 3 months of the person’s
employment and complete a refresher ethics education presentation at least every two years
thereafter.

The willful failure of a legislative employee to comply with these education requirements may
subject the person to disciplinary action by their hiring authority.

Legislators and Legislative Employees may check the status of their ethics education by going to
the General Assembly intra-net page. Legislators and legislative employees who are past due for
completing their ethics education requirements should contact Denise Adams with the Research
Division of the General Assembly at denisc.adams@ncleg.net or  919-301-1991  to
coordinate/schedule their ethics education training.




ETHICS AND LOBBYING EDUCATION TRAINING.

Public Servants and Ethics Liaisons may complete the required basic or refresher ethics and
lobbying education training by either attending a live presentation, a distance video streamed
presentation or completing the online education modules.

e Live and Distance Video-Streamed Presentation Dates. The State Ethics Commission
has scheduled live ethics and lobbying education presentations and distance video-
streamlined presentations for the remainder of 2014. Dates, locations, and registration
information are on the Commission’s website at:

www.ethicscommission.nc.gov/education/eduSchedule.aspx.

e Online Education. The State Ethics Commission also offers online ethics and lobbying
education. The education modules and instructions are on the Commission’s website at:

www.ethicscommission.nc.gov/education/eduOnline.aspx.
Legislators may complete the required basic or refresher ethics and lobbying education training by

attending a live presentation at the beginning of the legislative session jointly provided by the Ethic
Commission and the Research Division of the General Assembly.

Legislative Employees may complete the required basic or refresher ethics and lobbying education
training by going online to the General Assembly intra-net page.

REGISTRATION AND QUESTIONS.

e Public Servants and Ethics Liaisons please contact Sue Lundberg at (919) 715-2071 or by
e-mail at Education.Ethics@doa.nc.gov to register for ethics and lobbying education training
or if you have ethics education questions.

e Legislators and Legislative Employees please contact the General Assembly ethics
hotline at 919-301-1991 or email Denise Adams at denise.adams@ncleg.net if you have
questions about the ethics and lobbying education training or have ethics education
questions.

Thank you for giving this matter your immediate attention and for sharing this information with all
members of your covered board, commission or committee, all staff and employees covered under
the State Government Ethics Act, and all legislators and legislative employees.



2015 Meeting Planning Calendar

January February March
Su|Mo | Tu|We | Th| Fr | Sa Su|{Mo|Tu|We|Th| Fr | Sa Su|Mo | Tu|We | Th | Fr | Sa
1 3 1 3 4 5 6 7 3 4 5 6 7
4 5 6 7 8 10 8 10 | 11 | 12 | 13 | 14 10| 11 |12 | 13 | 14
11 13 16 | 17 15| 16 | 17 | 18 | 19 | 20 | 21 15116 |17 |18 [ 19 | 20 | 21
18 | 19 | 20 23 | 24 22 | 23 | 24 | 25 | 26 | 27 | 28 22 | 23 | 24 |25 | 26 | 27 | 28
25| 26 | 27| 28 | 29 | 30 | 31 29 | 30 | 31
April May June
Su|Mo | Tu|We |Th | Fr| Sa Su| Mo |Tu|We | Th | Fr | Sa Su|Mo|Tu|We| Th| Fr| Sa
1 2 3 4 1 2 1 2 3 4 5 6
5 6 7 8 9 |10 | 11 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 7 8 9 | 10 | 11 | 12 | 13
12 14 | 15 - 17 | 18 10| 11 |12 | 13 | 14 | 15| 16 14 | 15 | 16 | 17 | 18 | 19 | 20
19 | 20 | 21| 22 | 23| 24 | 25 17 | 18 |19 | 20 | 21 | 22 | 23 21 | 22 | 23| 24 | 25 | 26 | 27
26 | 27 | 28 | 29 | 30 24 | 25 | 26 | 27 | 28 | 29 | 30 28 | 29 | 30
31
July August September
Su| Mo |Tu|We |Th | Fr| Sa Su| Mo |Tu|We |Th | Fr | Sa Su|Mo | Tu|We| Th| Fr| Sa
1 2 3 4 1 1 2 3 4 5
5 6 7 10 | 11 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 6 7 8 9 |10 | 11| 12
12 14 17 | 18 9 10 | 11 | 12 | 13 | 14 | 15 13| 14 |15 | 16 | 17 | 18 | 19
19 | 20 | 21 | 22 | 23| 24 | 25 16 | 17 | 18 | 19 | 20 | 21 | 22 20| 21 | 22 | 23 | 24 | 25 | 26
26 | 27 | 28 | 29 | 30 | 31 23 |1 24 | 25| 26 | 27 | 28 | 29 27 [ 28 | 29 | 30
30 | 31
October November December
Su|Mo | Tu|We | Th| Fr | Sa Su|{Mo|Tu|We|Th| Fr | Sa Su|Mo | Tu|We | Th | Fr | Sa
H 2 3 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4 5
4 5 6 7 8 9 |10 8 9 |10 |11 |12 |13 | 14 6 7 8 9 |10 | 11 | 12
11| 12 | 13| 14 | 15| 16 | 17 15| 16 | 17| 18 | 19 | 20 | 21 13| 14 | 15| 16 | 17 | 18 | 19
18| 19 | 20| 21 | 22 | 23 | 24 22 | 23 | 24 | 25 | 26 | 27 | 28 20| 21 | 22|23 | 24 | 25 | 26
25| 26 | 27| 28 | 29|30 | 31 29 | 30 27| 28 | 29 | 30 | 31
MFC Southern Regional AC
ASMFC Northern Regional AC
SAFMC Finfish AC
MAFMC Habitat and Water Quality AC
State Holiday Shellfish/Crustacean AC
Sea Turtle AC
Meeting Cancelled







2016 Meeting Planning Calendar

January February March
Su|Mo | Tu|We | Th| Fr | Sa Su|{Mo|Tu|We|Th| Fr | Sa Su|Mo | Tu|We | Th | Fr | Sa
2 1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3 4 5
3 4 5 6 7 9 7 8 9 | 10 | 11 | 12 | 13 6 7 8 9 | 10|11 | 12
10 -I 12 | 13 | 14 | 15| 16 14| 15 |16 | 17 | 18 | 19 | 20 13| 14 |15 | 16 | 17 | 18 | 19
17 | 18 | 19 | 20 | 21 | 22 | 23 21 | 22 | 23| 24 | 25| 26 | 27 20| 21 | 22 |23 | 24 | 25 | 26
24 | 25 | 26 | 27 | 28 | 29 | 30 28 | 29 27 | 28 | 29 | 30 | 31
31
April May June
Su|Mo | Tu|We |Th | Fr| Sa Su| Mo |Tu|We | Th | Fr | Sa Su|Mo|Tu|We| Th| Fr| Sa
2 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 2 3 4
3 4 5 6 7 9 8 9 10| 11 |12 | 13 | 14 5 6 7 8 9 | 10 | 11
10 -I 12 | 13 | 14 | 15 | 16 15|16 |17 | 18 | 19 | 20 | 21 12 | 13 | 14 | 15 | 16 | 17 | 18
17 | 18 |19 | 20 | 21 | 22 | 23 22 | 23 | 24| 25 | 26 | 27 | 28 19 | 20 | 21| 22 | 23 | 24 | 25
24 | 25 | 26 | 27 | 28 | 29 | 30 29 | 30 | 31 26 | 27 | 28 | 29 | 30
July August September
Su| Mo |Tu|We |Th | Fr| Sa Su| Mo |Tu|We |Th | Fr | Sa Su|Mo | Tu|We| Th| Fr| Sa
1 2 1 2 3 4 5 6 1 2 3
3 4 5 6 7 8 9 7 8 9 | 10 | 11 | 12 | 13 4 5 6 7 8 9 | 10
10 -I 12 | 13 | 14 | 15 | 16 14 | 15 |16 | 17 | 18 | 19 | 20 11| 12 |13 | 14 | 15 | 16 | 17
17 | 18 | 19| 20 | 21 | 22 | 23 21| 22 | 23| 24 | 25| 26 | 27 18 119 |20 | 21 | 22 | 23 | 24
24 | 25 | 26 | 27 | 28 | 29 | 30 2811 29 |30 | 31 25| 26 | 27| 28 | 29 | 30
31
October November December
Su|Mo | Tu|We | Th| Fr | Sa Su|{Mo|Tu|We|Th| Fr | Sa Su|Mo | Tu|We | Th | Fr | Sa
1 1 2 3 4 5 1 2 3
2 3 4 5 6 7 8 6 7 10 | 11 | 12 4 5 6 7 8 9 | 10
9 -I 11 | 12 | 13 | 14 | 15 13| 14 | 15| 16 | 17 | 18 | 19 11| 12 (13 | 14 | 15 | 16 | 17
16 | 17 | 18 | 19 | 20 | 21 | 22 20 | 21 | 22| 23 [ 24 | 25 | 26 181 19 | 20| 21 |22 | 23 | 24
23 | 24 | 25| 26 | 27 | 28 | 29 271 28 | 29 | 30 251 26 | 27 | 28 | 29 | 30 | 31
30 | 31
MFC Southern Regional AC
ASMFC Northern Regional AC
SAFMC Finfish AC
MAFMC Habitat and Water Quality AC
State Holiday 5 Shellfish/Crustacean AC
Sea Turtle AC







Committee Reports







AyA
NCDENR

North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural Resources

Pat McCrory Donald R. van der Vaart
Governor Secretary
MEMORANDUM
TO: N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission

Sea Turtle Advisory Committee

FROM: Chris Batsavage
Division of Marine Fisheries, NCDENR

DATE: July 15, 2015
SUBJECT:  Sea Turtle Advisory Committee Meeting
The Sea Turtle Advisory Committee met at 6 pm on Thursday, June 18, 2015 at the Department of

Environment and Natural Resources Regional Office at 943 Washington Square Mall, Washington,
NC. The following attended:

Advisers: Bob Lorenz (Chair), Adam Tyler (Vice Chair), Matthew Godfrey, Craig
Harms, Tricia Kimmel, Brent Fulcher, Chris Hickman, and Troy Outland

Absent: Richard Peterson and Charles Aycock

Staff: Chris Batsavage, Jacob Boyd, John McConnaughey, Jeff Dobbs, Daniel Ipock,
and Garland Yopp,

Public: James Coulbourn

Bob Lorenz, serving as chair, called the meeting to order. He provided some opening remarks
and welcomed Troy Outland to the Advisory Committee since he was unable to attend the
meeting on March 19, 2015. Outland clarified that he came to the last meeting but was unable to
get access to the building. Outland is a pound netter from Manteo and his interest in sea turtles
comes from the impacts sea turtle management has had on his family and friends.

MODIFICATIONS TO THE AGENDA

Lorenz asked the committee if there were any modifications to the agenda were needed. Craig
Harms brought up the following issues and comments he wanted to discuss at the meeting:

e Learn more about the leatherback sea turtle entanglement in the ocean off Topsail Island.

e Questions about how sea turtle interactions are recorded during research, if gillnet
attendance is required for research nets, and what sort of mitigation takes places when
researchers have interactions.

1601 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1601
Phone: 919-707-8600 \ Internet: www.ncdenr.gov
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e Pier education outreach discussion. Several outside groups are doing outreach programs
at Jennettes Pier.

e The National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) is planning a sea
turtle meeting in the future for post-release mortality that Harms will be attending.

Lorenz said these issues can be discussed later in the meeting. As such, no modifications were
made to the agenda.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Brent Fulcher motioned to approve the minutes of the March 19, 2015 Sea Turtle Advisory
Committee meeting and was seconded by Adam Tyler—motion passes.

OBSERVER PROGRAM UPDATE

Jacob Boyd presented updated information on observer coverage estimates in 2014, as requested
by the committee at their March 19, 2015 meeting. Final observer coverage estimates were not
available for the last meeting because commercial gill net trip data from the North Carolina Trip
Ticket Program is finalized in April. Boyd provided tables comparing the estimated observer
coverage and final observer coverage for the large mesh gill net fishery by month and
management unit. The overall observer coverage in 2014 based on finalized trip numbers was
8.8 percent; the 2014 overall observer coverage based on estimated trip numbers was 5.4 percent.
Fewer large mesh gill net trips occurred in 2014 compared to previous years because of closures
due to sea turtle interactions and to prevent red drum discards while the commercial red drum
season was closed.

Brent Fulcher asked how the observer coverage is calculated to ensure the minimum observer
coverage is met, and Boyd responded that it is calculated by management unit and season for
large and small mesh gill nets. Chris Batsavage added that the Observer Program continues to
collect observer trips after the estimated coverage (based on previous years) is met in case the
number of gill net trips in a given management unit or season is higher than expected.

Fulcher suggested that a call-in system where fishermen notify the division’s Observer Program
before they go fishing would ensure observer coverage is met.

Boyd explained changes in observer coverage estimates. The program now uses the average
annual fishing trips per management unit and season from multiple years instead of just the
previous year. Boyd also discussed the recent closures of Management units A and B because of
sea turtle takes.

Matthew Godfrey asked why there is such variability in yards per trip observed, and Boyd
explained that alternative platform trips may only observe a portion of a trip, and yardage fished
is variable between management unit and season.

Godfrey expressed concern that the Sea Turtle Incidental Take Permit (1TP) states that
management units must close when take limits are approached, not exceeded, and he asked if



there should be some closures in fall to avoid the overage in Management Unit A. Boyd and
Batsavage explained that they have spoken with National Marine Fisheries Service staff on how
to avoid overages in the future.

Outland asked if the takes in Management Unit A were all around Oregon inlet and Batsavage
explained that most occurred south of the US Highway 64/264 bridges over Croatan and
Roanoke sounds—the portion of Management Unit A closest to Oregon Inlet. He added that the
division may request moving the boundary line between Management units A and B up to the
bridges (the boundary is located at Oregon Inlet).

Fulcher asked if there is a way to move the boundaries so smaller areas close when takes occur,
and Boyd explained that the allowed sea turtle takes are already allocated to each management
unit and cannot be changed under the current ITP.

Boyd also informed the committee that the division has placed instructional signs about sea turtle
interactions on every ocean fishing pier in the state and plans are being made for training fishing
pier staff on proper handling of sea turtles that interact with hook-and-line gear on the piers.

OBSERVER PROGRAM DATA VERIFICATION DISCUSSION

Boyd explained the Observer Program data sheets provided for visual aid examples to the
committee, and he explained the process of how data is recorded, transcribed, coded, and
verified. The purpose was to show the committee the type of data recorded on an observer trip to
determine the best method for fulfilling fishermen’s requests for a way to verify the data
recorded on their boat is accurate. Fishermen have always been able to request copies of the data
from observer trips on their boats, but some in the industry do not trust the observers and they
would not trust information provided two weeks after their trip.

Fulcher asked how long data recording and transcription takes, and Boyd replied that it usually
takes two hours to complete the data coding, but it may not be completed until the end of the
week due to other duties of the observer.

Fulcher stated he believed there is a disconnect between the industry’s perception of how the
data is recorded, and what actually happens. He also believed data issues are occurring dockside
by observers recording incorrectly. Boyd explained the system and provided an example of a
form the division proposes to provide fishermen with the data from the trip that they had an
observer along with them, if requested. The system includes the fishermen signing the form to
request their data in electronic form, hard copy, or both. This option could include the observers
taking pictures of the data sheets to be sent to the fisherman. The data would be sent to the
fisherman as soon as it was complete with the completion time depending on the workload at the
time of the request. The fishermen also have the option of taking pictures of the field data sheets
with their camera or cell phone at the end of the trip.

Fulcher did not believe that fisherman would have a use for the coded data. He thought the
simplest form possible would be best, and Chris Hickman agreed. The form Fulcher was
referring to is the Field Collection Sheet that observers fill out upon completion of trips.



Lorenz questioned whether a summary report of only commercially important catch would better
suit the data requests, but Tyler said that the existing longhand form would be adequate.

Based on the discussion by the committee, the division will revise the proposed data request
form, and the data provided to the fishermen will include the field data sheets and the observer
trip information sheets; both provide information on the catch, gear parameters, location, and
time of day fished for the observed gill net sets.

PUBLIC COMMENT

No public comment

OTHER BUSINESS

Lorenz opened discussion on topics discussed at the March 19, 2015 meeting and by Harms at
the beginning of this meeting. He began with the call-in system Fulcher discussed at the March
19, 2015 meeting. Batsavage explained that due to a busy schedule and other priorities, the
division has made very little progress on this.

Fulcher asked about the status of the memorandum of understanding for the N.C. Commercial
Fishing Resources Fund board, and Batsavage replied that he would need to check on the
progress.

Sergeant Garland Yopp provided the committee with information about the leatherback sea turtle
entanglement Harms asked about at the beginning of the meeting. Sergeant Yopp was one of the
officers who responded to the stranding. The sea turtle was entangled in a sink gill net offshore
of the Jolly Roger Fishing Pier on Topsail Island. Yopp and other Marine Patrol officers
successfully removed the sea turtle from the net and the sea turtle swam away. Harms
commended Yopp and Marine Patrol for responding so quickly and for disentangling a very
large sea turtle from a gill net.

Harms explained his concerns with research gill nets that had multiple sea turtle takes.
Batsavage explained that this has been discussed by staff, and they are planning a meeting with
the division’s Fisheries Management section chief to discuss the issue in the near future.

Batsavage addressed Harm’s interest in outside groups putting similar signs as the division about
sea turtle interactions on ocean fishing piers. He plans on looking in to it further.

FUTURE MEETING TOPICS AND PLAN AGENDA ITEMS FOR NEXT MEETING

Lorenz asked the committee if there were any items they would like to discuss at the next
meeting.

Fulcher requested a report for the number of fishing days each area was open during the previous
fishing year, and Batsavage agreed to provide this.



Outland asked why the incidental take permit fishing year begins in September and not January.
Batsavage explained the fishing year was aligned with the beginning of the peak gill net fishing
season. This helps prevent closures that would adversely affect peak fishing effort.

Batsavage said the committee will review and make recommendations on potential amendment

items for the Sea Turtle Incidental Take Permit at their next meeting.

MEETING ARRANGEMENTS

The next meeting is scheduled for Thursday September 17, 2015 at the Department of
Environment and Natural Resources Regional Office in Washington, NC.

The meeting adjourned at approximately 7:40 pm.

/ch

Cc:

Catherine Blum
Mike Bulleri
Scott Conklin
Dick Brame
Louis Daniel
Charlotte Dexter
Kristy Long

Jess Hawkins
Brad Knott

Dee Lupton
Nancy Marlette
Lauren Morris
Phillip Reynolds

Jerry Schill

Gerry Smith

District Managers
Committee Staff Members
Marine Patrol Captains
Section Chiefs






INFORMATION
WILL BE
PROVIDED AT
THE MEETING.
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Governor Secretary
MEMORANDUM
TO: N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission

Oyster and Hard Clam Advisory Committee
FROM: Tina Moore

Stephen Taylor

Division of Marine Fisheries, NCDENR
DATE: May 11, 2015
SUBJECT:  Oyster and Hard Clam Fishery Management Plan Advisory Committee Meeting
The Oyster and Hard Clam Fishery Management Plan Advisory Committee met Monday, May 4,
2015 at the Department of Environment and Natural Resources Regional Office, 943 Washington

Square Mall, Hwy. 17, Washington, N.C. The following attended:

Advisers: Joey Daniels, Nancy Edens, Niels Lindquist, Stephen Swanson, Adam Tyler, Ted
Wilgis, Jeff Taylor, Ami Wilbur

Absent: Dell Newman, Bob Cummings, Lee Setkowsky

Staff: Joe Facendola, Garry Wright, Trish Murphey, Dean Nelson, Tina Moore, Stephen Taylor,
Clay Caroon, Jason Peters, Curtis Weychert, Alan Saunders, Steve Murphey, Brian Conrad

Public: None
Ted Wilgis serving as chair, called the meeting to order.
MODIFICATIONS TO THE AGENDA

Adam Tyler made a motion to approve the agenda. Jeff Taylor seconded the motion. The
motion passed unanimously.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM March 9, 2015
Ami Wilbur made a motion to approve the minutes. Adam Tyler seconded the motion.
The motion passed unanimously.

Ted Wilgis gave an update on the Oyster Summit which had taken place on the 10" and 11" of
March in Raleigh. Over 150 people attended the summit, which included discussion panels and
a legislative reception. Wilgis outlined the goal of the summit to discuss and coordinate the
major efforts to restore oysters in North Carolina. The goal of the summit was to promote
1601 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1601
Phone: 919-707-8600 \ Internet: www.ncdenr.gov
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oysters and oyster restoration as a driver of economic development in Eastern NC. The summit
highlighted the links between water quality, oyster habitat, and economics. Major topics of
discussion included promoting mariculture, as well as techniques to help sustain the wild fishery.
The Blueprint for Action Oyster Plan was commented upon as the engine driving restoration, and
as a document to help coordinate key actions across all participating groups. Wilgis suggested
visiting the Coastal Federation website or contacting him directly for more information on the
summit or Oyster Steering Committee.

PUBLIC COMMENT
None.

OVERVIEW OF OYSTER AND HARD CLAM HABITAT ENHANCEMENT

Curt Weychert, plan development team member, presented an overview of the oyster and hard
clam habitat enhancement sections. Weychert reviewed the history of both the oyster sanctuary
and cultch planting programs. He highlighted that 8.5 million bushels of material has been
planted over 1,600 sites since 1981, and that the oyster sanctuary program has been active since
1996. Niels Lindquist asked the location of the oyster sanctuary located in Bogue Sound.
Weychert replied that it was near the old red tide relay site. Steve Murphey added that after a
series of storms that sanctuary was buried due to being located in a high energy environment.
Wilgis asked if the amount of oyster relayed onto private leases was tracked. Brian Conrad
replied that he would be discussing this during his presentation. Lindquist asked about the
current status of the remainder of the oyster sanctuaries, and commented that some sanctuaries
are not located in appropriate locations. Weychert replied that site selections in the past have
been informed by spat set on planted cultch. Lindquist commented that cultch sites may show
boom and bust trends, and there is no long term monitoring to asses sanctuary viability.
Lindquist added that in subtidal areas with high salinity oyster reefs would not establish, and in
moderate salinity areas oysters may last for two years before declining. Lindquist elaborated that
boring sponge is a real problem, and the use of concrete or granite may help. Weychert
commented that there is a current review of site selection criteria and suitable materials within
the sanctuary program. Lindquist encouraged staff to review the data he has sent to the Division
when considering future sanctuary placement and design. Ami Wilbur commented that there is a
benefit to locating sanctuaries in high salinity areas for the developing disease resistance.
Lindquist emphasized that in high salinity areas the only reefs that would establish would be
intertidal. Garry Wright commented that with present resources it is not possible to sample all
sanctuaries intensively. Wilgis then asked if monitoring was funded through APNEP. Wright
replied that there was not funding to perform monitoring. Wilgis asked if there was anything as
an advisory committee could do to support monitoring efforts. Tina Moore responded that this
could be incorporated into the amendment as research recommendations.

OVERVIEW OF THE OYSTER AND HARD CLAM PRIVATE CULTURE FISHERY
Brian Conrad, plan development team member, gave an overview and an extensive historical
timeline of the lease program and shellfish aquaculture in the state of NC. Lindquist asked for a
clarification on the meaning of artificially propagated. Conrad defined this as “hatchery raised”,
however pointed out that this term is not currently formally defined in statute. Wilbur made a
clarification to a point in the historical timeline as presented by Conrad. She stated that 4.3
million dollars was spent on the UNCW hatchery, and the 8 million dollars cited by Conrad for




this was intended to fund all the proposed facilities. Wilgis asked if an individual with a
submerged lands claim automatically receives a shellfish lease. Conrad replied that there is
currently a list of submerged lands claims that are recognized as valid by the state Attorney
General. He added that he has only has had one lease issued through a submerged lands claim.

OTHER BUSINESS

Adam Tyler discussed questions he had regarding shellfish relay. He asked the committee
members and attending division staff if the relay of oysters out of polluted areas was contributing
to the downstream movement of polluted area boundaries. Wilgis replied that he was not aware
of anyone looking at that question specifically. Stephen Taylor commented that during the
1990’s significant bushel amounts were relayed in Brunswick Co. and the lines were not moving
at that time. Steve Murphey added that permanent shellfish closures is correlated with the
percentage of impervious surface within the watershed, with amounts of 10% or greater
impervious surface in a drainage leading to closures. Stephen Swanson questioned if current
relay practices which are taking the oysters functioning as a filter out of polluted areas is just
washing the problem downstream. Lindquist commented that historically relay was done from
areas of high salinity towards the ocean, to areas of low salinity in the upper tidal creeks. He
also added that some thought should be given to a reversal in the direction of current relay
practices. Wilgis commented on the current potential function of polluted areas in the southern
region as sanctuaries. Steve Murphey commented that Virginia does open areas with high spat
set that are not polluted to serve as source areas for relay into other open areas with low spat set.
Lindquist remarked that they have experienced low mortality when moving oysters from areas of
high to low salinity. Tyler remarked that this topic is something to think further about.

PLAN AGENDA ITEMS FOR THE NEXT MEETING

Moore reviewed topics for the next meeting to be held June 15™". She highlighted the change in
meeting dates and locations, with the July meeting occurring at the Central District Office in
Morehead City. The Marine Fisheries Commission chairman requested that this meeting be held
in the southern region, as the issues to be presented directly impact this area. This meeting will
have a call in option for Advisory Committee members. Moore informed the group that once all
issues and sections were presented to the committee, the draft of the entire document will be
presented in October for their final input on issues at this stage. The first draft will then be
presented to the MFC in November, then go out for public comment and the MFC standing and
regional committees to gain their input. The Advisory Committee will be able to give the final
document a last review at the January 2016 meeting and provide final recommendations on
issues.

Chairman Wilgis adjourned the meeting.
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North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural Resources

Pat McCrory Donald R. van der Vaart
Governor Secretary
MEMORANDUM
TO: N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission

Oyster and Hard Clam Advisory Committee
FROM: Tina Moore

Stephen Taylor

Division of Marine Fisheries, NCDENR
DATE: June 22, 2015
SUBJECT:  Oyster and Hard Clam Fishery Management Plan Advisory Committee Meeting
The Oyster and Hard Clam Fishery Management Plan Advisory Committee met Monday, June 15,
2015 at the Department of Environment and Natural Resources Regional Office, 943 Washington
Square Mall, Hwy. 17, Washington, N.C. The following attended:
Advisers: Nancy Edens, Niels Lindquist, Adam Tyler, Bob Cummings, Jeff Taylor

Absent: Dell Newman, Lee Setkowsky Joey Daniels, Ami Wilbur, Ted Wilgis, Joey Daniels,
Stephen Swanson,

Staff: Trish Murphey, Tina Moore, Stephen Taylor, Joe Facendola, Garry Wright, Jason Peters,
Curtis Weychert, Jacob Boyd, Steve Murphey, Greg Allen, Carter Witten

Public: Chuck Weirich

Bob Cummings serving as chair, called the meeting to order. The Advisory Committee did not
have a quorum for this meeting.

MODIFICATIONS TO THE AGENDA
The agenda was approved by consensus.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM May 4, 2015
The minutes were approved by consensus.

PUBLIC COMMENT
None.
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OVERVIEW OF THE ISSUE PAPER; RE-DEFINING OFF-BOTTOM CULTURE

Steve Murphey, DMF Habitat and Enhancement Section Chief, reviewed this issue paper which
discussed the current definitions, regulations, and practices in the bottom and water column
culture of shellfish in NC. This issue was brought to the attention of the Oyster and Hard Clam
Plan Development Team (PDT) in March of 2013 by the Shellfish Growers Association (SGA).
The SGA requested clarification of current definitions and added flexibility in bottom lease
practices. Cummings questioned if an individual with a water column lease was also required to
have an aquaculture operation permit (AOP). S. Murphey replied, that an AOP was required if
any structures were to be placed in the water column lease. Neils Lindquist asked about the
current definition of “cultch”. Garry Wright, PDT member, responded that the Division of
Coastal Management (DCM) has defined it as natural material such as dead shell or marl, and
does not currently include processed recycled concrete in that definition. Lindquist then
questioned if that definition would apply to leases. Wright replied that there may be some
uncertainty regarding that issue, but currently non-natural materials such as concrete would be
considered fill by DCM. S. Murphey added that he would look into this issue to see if this
materials restriction applied to leases, or just division cultch planting efforts. Lindquist then
asked about what the Army Corps of Engineers allows in other states. S. Murphey directed him
to the table on page 3 of the issue paper for a full overview. Cummings then proposed a scenario
where an individual has a bottom lease with cages less than 12” from the bottom (per the PDT
recommendation) and someone runs a boat through this lease damaging both the cages and the
boat. He then questioned who would be held responsible, would the boater be liable for damage
to the cages, or would the lease owner be liable to the damage to the boat. S. Murphey replied
that this situation would be similar to a boater hitting cultch materials currently allowed on
leases. He added that if the lease was properly marked, he was not sure how Marine Patrol or the
Army Corps would handle the situation. Cummings also added that he personally owns a lease
that if 12” cages were placed on the bottom they would at low tide be out of the water, and take
up the majority of the water column at other times. He suggested that in a situation like this it
seems a water column lease would be appropriate. Carter Witten, a Marine Patrol officer, added
that even with a properly marked water column lease, boaters often do not know to stay out of
that area. Cummings replied that the water column lease gives the lease holder rights to the area,
and would place the boater at fault even if they were unaware of what the markings and yellow
poles meant. Cummings then asked what the cost difference between a bottom and water
column lease. S. Murphey responded that a water column lease is $100 per acre versus the $10
per acre of a bottom lease. Adam Tyler commented that in his region it is not an issue of people
running over and damaging leases, as they are aware of what is there. Cummings suggested that
in other areas with more people who are not familiar with the water, this may be an issue.

Cummings questioned why anybody who was intending to put out cages off the bottom would
not want a water column lease for the added protection it affords. S. Murphey replied that there
are also four times greater production requirements for water column leases when compared to
standard bottom leases. Tyler asked what regulation is there currently in place to stop an
individual from layering 24" of natural cultch material on the bottom of a lease. Witten
responded that there is no way to enforce lease cultch plantings for vertical profile. S. Murphey
added that in some of the oldest leases, oyster rocks with vertical profiles have actually
developed from planted cultch material. Wright commented that DCM is responsible for
monitoring and enforcing height restrictions for cultch plantings, but they do not currently have



the manpower to perform inspections. S. Murphey added that DMF currently only has marking,
payment, and production enforcement options for leased bottom. Lindquist questioned why the
PDT chose 12” as the height limit in their recommendation. Murphey explained that decision
was made based on mirroring current regulations in Virginia, as their lease program is often cited
as an example for NC to strive to follow. Niels then asked why the SGA is asking for 18”.
Moore replied for the allowance of three 4” cages stacked on each other and additional height
needed for legs on the cages. Tyler asked the committee if they should consider recommending
an 18” maximum height from the bottom. Lindquist agreed and suggested 18 to allow for the
three cage stack with legs. Both Cummings and Lindquist commented that it seems that anybody
who intends to place cages on the bottom would benefit from obtaining a water column lease to
protect their monetary investment in gear.

The committee agreed by consensus to recommend defining on bottom culture as any
structure that extends no higher than eighteen inches attached to or resting on the bottom.

OTHER BUSINESS

Bob Cummings led a discussion regarding the marking requirements for proposed leases.
Cummings presented the group with several photographs of how a proposed lease was marked in
the New River, and the amount of shellfish he was able to collect in a small area within the
proposed lease. Cummings expressed concern with the method the lease applicant used to for
signs sent from DMF that must be displayed on a proposed lease site. Cummings discussed the
photographs which showed small diameter PVVC pipe with the signs rolled around the pipe,
making impossible to read, or even see at a distance. Cummings also explained that local
individuals who utilize this area frequently were not aware that this was a proposed lease site,
and confusion surrounded the marked area. S. Murphey commented that the proposed lease is
currently approved, requiring a survey and approval from the director to be finalized. Cummings
suggested that the marking during the application period was not adequate according to rule.
Curt Weychert, PDT member, added that there is a 3” diameter requirement for poles marking
leases. S. Murphey clarified that this rule is not applicable during the lease application process,
however this issue could be corrected by providing a rigid plastic sign to lease applicants in place
of waterproof paper. Cummings then commented that he encountered significant shellfish
resource within this area, and he was able to collect the amount of oysters and clams in the
photographs he presented within 20 minutes. Cummings added that during the winter when the
sampling was done by DMF staff, the clams may have been deeper and inaccessible to the
sampling equipment used. S. Murphey replied that he reviewed the sampling that was performed
and that the proper protocol was used. He explained that the sampling was performed with
patent tongs in an “X” shape across the proposed area, with random samples collected in the
area. This sampling design does not focus on defining small areas of high shellfish
concentrations, so the densities of shellfish Cummings found may not have been represented in
the sample. S. Murphey listed that DMF staff captured 380 oysters, and 1 scallop during their
sampling efforts. He added that for a lease of 5 acres in size over approximately 5,000 shellfish
would have to be captured during the sampling to deny the lease application. Cummings
commented that using tongs as opposed to a bull rake, and the time of year when the sample was
collected may have missed a significant number of clams. S. Murphey added that additional
methods to advertise potential leases may have to be explored, such as posting signs in local fish
houses. Lindquist commented that he believed that the lease under discussion did not adequately




notify the public, and that some follow up may be required in the future to insure signs are
posted properly during the application process.

Moore provided the committee an update of the new regional district structure of DMF, reducing
districts to a northern and southern. She also informed the group of the new positions held by
PDT members, Steve Murphey serving as the section chief of habitat and enhancement, Trish
Murphey serving as the southern region district manager, and herself as the biologist supervisor
in the central district office.

PLAN AGENDA ITEMS FOR THE NEXT MEETING

Moore reviewed topics for the next meeting to be held July 13". The shellfish license issue
paper and effort impacts to oyster resources in the southern region issue paper will be presented.
She highlighted the change in meeting location, with the upcoming July meeting occurring at the
Central District Office in Morehead City. This change in location was made at the request of the
Marine Fisheries Commission Chair, to provide a closer venue for members of the public from
the southern district to attend. This meeting will have a call in option for Advisory Committee
members only.

Chairman Cummings adjourned the meeting.
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Governor Secretary
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Oyster and Hard Clam Advisory Committee
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Stephen Taylor

Division of Marine Fisheries, NCDENR
DATE: July. 13, 2015
SUBJECT:  Oyster and Hard Clam Fishery Management Plan Advisory Committee Meeting
The Oyster and Hard Clam Fishery Management Plan Advisory Committee met Monday, February 2,
2015 at the Department of Environment and Natural Resources Regional Office, 943 Washington

Square Mall, Hwy. 17, Washington, N.C. The following attended:

Advisers: Bob Cummings, Ami Wilbur, Niels Lindquist, Adam Tyler, Lee Setkowsky, Ted
Wilgis, Jeff Taylor, Joey Daniels(on call)

Absent: Dell Newman, Stephen Swanson, Nancy Edens

Staff: Joe Facendola, Garry Wright, Trish Murphey, Dean Nelson, Tina Moore, Stephen Taylor,
Patti Fowler, Catherine Blum, Steve Murphey, Catherine Blum, Jason Peters, John Hadley

Public: Henry Whitney, John Russell, Louis Midgett Jr., William Russell, Eugene Bullock
Bob Cummings, serving as chair, called the meeting to order.
MODIFICATIONS TO THE AGENDA

Jeff Daniels made a motion to approve the agenda. Niels Lindquist seconded the motion.
The motion passed unanimously.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES FROM January 5, 2015
Niels Lindquist made a motion to approve the minutes. Adam Tyler seconded the motion.
The motion passed unanimously.

PUBLIC COMMENT

Henry Whitney opened the public comment voicing his concerns with the condition of the oyster
resources in the southern region of the state. Whitney stated that he has been oystering in this
region of the state since 1982 and it is his opinion that the recent and current depletion of the
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oyster stock was due to the creation of the $25 shellfish license. Whitney asserted that the North
Carolina Division of Marine Fisheries was not protecting or restoring the oyster resource as
required by the Fisheries Reform Act. He then stated that it was not fair for those who hold
commercial licenses to allow unlimited shellfish license holders the same harvest limits for a
small fee. Whitney suggested that a significant amount of undocumented and unlawful sale of
shellfish was occurring from the shellfish license holders. He suggested that shellfish license
holders be required to produce trip tickets, and that the income be verified on tax returns.
Whitney then commented that due to the depletion of shell stock and unknown landings by
recreational harvesters, a coastal recreational fishing license should be required to harvest oysters
in NC. He then gave examples of his previous years landings noting a severe decline in the most
recent two oyster seasons. Whitney proposed the elimination of the shellfish commercial
license, however allowing those individuals who did show landings to enter a lottery system
where they would be eligible to purchase a standard commercial fishing license (SCFL).

William Russell commented that he did not agree that people who work hard to make a living
only harvesting clams should have to pay the higher amount for a SCFL. Whitney responded
that clams are getting harder to get, but that aquaculture was responsible for killing the hard clam
market.

Eugene Bullock stated that he has been clamming since he was 14 years old, and is currently 34.
He remarked that he works hard to harvest clams, and does not agree that the shellfish license
holders do not work hard to harvest 5 bushels of oysters. Bullock added that he would be willing
to spend more money on a shellfish license, however he would like to see more done with that
money to replenish stocks. He does not feel much is currently being done in Carteret County,
and cited failed efforts around Carrot Island. Bullock suggested that the shellfish license be only
available to residents of coastal counties.

Louis Midgett commented that he feels Marine Patrol is not doing an adequate job of enforcing
current rules, citing issues of individuals culling undersize shellfish onto private gardens from
public bottom in the New River. Midgett added that he felt it was not fair to make someone who
only shellfishes purchase a SCFL, especially when the price recently increased to fund turtle
observers for gill nets. Adam Tyler responded that the SCFL cost was increased as the
legislature needed help from the industry to pay for the necessary percentage of observer
coverage required for incidental take permit (ITP) compliance. He added that if NC went out of
ITP compliance the entire flounder net fishery would have been shut down

REVIEW OF THE ISSUE PAPER; ASSESSING AND MITIGATING HARVEST
EFFORT IMPACTS ON OYSTER RESOURCES IN THE SOUTHERN REGION

Joe Facendola, plan co-lead, presented the background and origination of this issue. Facendola
highlighted that landings from the intertidal oyster fishery in the southern part of the state
comprises a significant portion of the statewide oyster landing totals, despite only being a small
portion of the water open to shellfishing. He then described the fishery, participation, and
decreasing amounts of bushels landed per trip across waterbodies in the region. Ted Wilgis,
noting that this may be a question for Patti Fowler, asked if there was in increase in percentage
of closed area in the southern region from since 1994. Patti Fowler responded that this is likely
the case, however most of this area is managed as conditional waters which close to shellfish




harvest after certain rain events. Niels Lindquist asked how cultch planting efforts compared
with harvest. Facendola replied that the total bushels of material planted in the southern region
were 131% of what was harvested since 2003. He also noted that the cultch plantings are patchy,
while the harvest is widespread through the region. Lindquist then asked if it is know how well
these planted areas preform, and if there is any long term monitoring. Facendola answered that
current yield per bushel of cultch material is unknown but likely varies by location, and that
monitoring occurs for 3 years post planting for each site. Lindquist commented that long term
monitoring was needed for cultch planting sites. Facendola replied that there is no current long
term monitoring, however intertidal planting locations tend to be successful at producing legal
oysters and some have lasted for decades. Wilgis asked what the bushels per effort of the trips
1994 to 2000 looked like, and if it followed the trends presented in the paper. Facendola replied
that differences in the way landings data was recorded prior to 2000 prevented an accurate
estimation of effort or comparison with bushels per trip in the years after 1999. Facendola added
that lacking any fisheries independent estimates of abundance trends in bushels landed per unit
effort, or how easy it is for people to get their limit, can be interpreted as trends in abundance for
the waterbodies presented. Bob Cummings asked when calculating bushels per trip if any trip
ticket with any oysters on it was used, giving an example of someone targeting clams and
landing a few incidental oysters. Facendola replied that all trip tickets with oyster landings were
used in this analysis. Lindquist questioned the impact of the unknown amount of recreational
harvest. Dean Nelson replied that from his observations in the field, recreational harvest effort is
minimal when compared to that of commercial. Nelson added that many of the individuals
oystering recreationally on the weekend are commercial license holders harvesting a recreational
1 bushel limit. Henry Whitney commented that many recreational harvesters purchase a shellfish
license to harvest the commercial 5 bushel limit. Cummings asked how many shellfish license
holders do not show landings. Facendola replied that information would be covered during the
next issue paper presentation. Wilgis asked if the landings data presented in this issue included
those from leases. Facendola responded that the data presented was only landings from public
bottom. Louis Midgett commented that individuals are commercially harvesting oysters on the
weekend around Snead’s Ferry and there is a lack of a law enforcement presence on the New
River. Wilgis commented that DMF is currently planting approximately 140% of what is
harvested in cultch material into the southern region, and questioned what effect increasing
material to a level like 200% would have. Lindquist wanted clarification on the depth of cultch
material planted in intertidal areas. Facendola responded that it is typically one meter or less in
thickness. Stephen Taylor added that thickness depends on the substrate of the planting area,
with softer substrate receiving only a thin veneer of shell. Tyler commented that state cultch
planting efforts require funding, and shrinking open bottom and increasing amounts of people
harvesting would require more cultch planting to keep up. Stephen Taylor commented that we
currently are not able to plant enough cultch to produce enough oysters to keep up with harvest
in the southern region. Garry Wright added that the 131% rate of bushel cultch planted to bushel
harvested, is only for commercial harvest and assumes a 100% landings reporting rate. Eugene
Bullock stated that oysters in New River are currently limited to only one area, and there is an
issue of individuals not culling in the same location where they were harvesting. Whitney agreed
with this statement. Tyler suggested that this is a harvester ethics issue. William Russell
questioned where Virginia gets all of their oyster restoration funding. Steve Murphey responded
that Virginia has an extensive oyster use fee which applies to harvesters, shucking houses,
truckers, and anybody else involved in the oyster harvesting industry.



The Advisory Committee held discussion on management options for this issue until both
scheduled presentations were complete as indicated on the agenda.

REVIEW OF THE ISSUE PAPER; CONSIDER THE ELIMINATION OF THE
SHELLFISH LICENSE AND REQUIRE ALL HARVESTERS TO HOLD A STANDARD
COMMERCIAL FISHING LICENSE OR A RETIRED STANDARD COMMERCIAL
FISHING LICENSE

Trish Murphey, plan co-lead, presented the issue of eliminating the shellfish license. She
highlighted the current low price of the license, no cap to the amount of licenses available to NC
residents, and the amount of shellfish license holders who do not have a record for landings. She
also presented that the overall number of shellfish license holders is decreasing statewide.
Wilgis commented that if the shellfish license was eliminated a SCFL would be required to
harvest shellfish commercially. Lindquist commented that many of the people who buy the
shellfish license do not have landings. Cummings commented that there are many people who
commercially clam with this license but do not have oyster landings. He then questioned if they
would be denied the opportunity to get a license. Trish responded that currently the only
requirement for a shellfish license is to be a NC resident. Whitney commented that having
shellfish sales makes one a commercial fisherman. Trish Murphey added that this discussion is
getting into the issue of defining what constitutes a commercial fisherman. Cummings
responded that a commercial fisherman in this instance is someone who catches oysters or clams
and sells them. He added that he does not want to eliminate the shellfish license, stating the
SCFL fee is currently so high to pay for observers, which are not needed for shellfish harvesting.
Cummings remarked that the intention should be to weed out the recreational harvesters who
hold the commercial shellfish license without making landings. Tyler stated that there are
hundreds of people fishing commercially and selling their catch on the side of the road who don’t
show trip tickets for that sale. He cited individuals catching and selling shrimp that he had
recently observed. Midgett asked if the legislature was informed enough to make decisions
regarding licensing. Trish Murphey replied that recommendations are provided by the Marine
Fisheries Commission through this process. Whitney stated that he is concerned that the
shellfish commercial license does not have a cap, and added that it would be possible for 5000
people to show up to an area with a shellfish license and each harvest a limit. He then re-stated
his suggestion to limit the availability of a commercial license to individuals who have
established landings in the past. Eugene Bullock agreed that the license should be limited to
those who sell their catch. Joey Daniels stated that he believes anybody who is selling their
catch should be required to have a SCFL, and believes it is a matter of consumer safety.
Cummings added that selling shellfish out of a truck on the side of the road is an enforcement
issue, which falls under marine patrol and shellfish sanitation. Tyler suggested that these sales
are a major problem, and there is no landings record produced for this catch. Wilgis requested
clarification on the impacts to lease holders, aquaculture operations, and their employees if the
shellfish license was eliminated. Trish Murphey replied that any changes to licensing will
require statutory changes. Daniels commented that there is current legislation being considered
that would allow employees of lease holders to be covered by the lease holder’s license. He then
stated that he is required to have a SCFL to have a lease. Trish Murphey replied that currently
only a shellfish license is required to harvest from a lease. Nelson added that a SCFL is only




required for mechanical harvest off a lease. Daniels responded that this is not the information he
was previously told.

Tyler discussed his proposed motion of limiting commercial harvest of oysters on a shellfish
license south of the highway 58 bridge to 2 bushels, and allowing shellfish license holders to
obtain a SCFL if they showed a history of sale. Cummings commented that obtaining a SCFL is
not a quick or easy process, and that this proposed option may restrict individuals with previous
oyster landings to a limit of 2 bushels of oysters who harvest shellfish full time. Bullock
commented that if people who previously only had shellfish licenses are granted a SCFL, there
will be an increase in effort in other gears such as gill netting.

Wilgis discussed his proposed motion of supporting the PDT recommendations for the effort
impacts issues, adding some additional wording to pursue the use of alternate materials.
Lindquist suggested that serious effort was needed to consider locations for cultch planting,
especially in sub-tidal areas, and long term monitoring should be required. Ami Wilbur
recommended changing the wording in the proposed motion to include monitoring of cultch
plantings. Lindquist cited problems with past siting of cultch planting efforts in Carteret County.
Trish Murphey responded that significant effort and consideration is currently put into locating
appropriate cultch planting sites. Lindquist replied that there is no monitoring after the plantings.
Stephen Taylor replied that all plantings are monitored for 3 years for spat fall, and oyster
growth and mortality. Wright added that with limited resources available, data for mortality
rates over time may be lacking.

Adam Tyler made a motion to establish a daily trip limit of 2 bushels of oysters per person
with a maximum of 4 bushels of oysters per vessel off public bottom from Highway 58
Bridge south only for holders of the Shellfish License. The daily trip limit of 5 bushels of
oysters per person for SCFL and RSCFL holders will be maintained in this area. Shellfish
License holders will be eligible to acquire a SCFL after they show a history of sale of
shellfish. Niels Lindquist seconded the motion. The motion passed 5-2.

Ted Wilgis made a motion to increase efforts to plant and monitor available cultch
materials in the southern region and to emphasize the review and approval by regulatory
agencies the use of alternative cultch material. Explore a preliminary fishery independent
index of oyster abundance to inform future management action. Ami Wilbur seconded the
motion. The motion passed unanimously.

OTHER BUSINESS

Tyler asked for an explanation of who was at fault for an individual who drove a boat through a
water column lease and damaged bags of product. Nelson replied that it would have to be
proved a willful act of destruction of gear for it to be unlawful. Nelson added that leases cannot
exclude the public. Steve Murphey commented that during the lease siting process, we are
currently trying to find ways to make proposed leases more public to help avoid some of these
issues.

PLAN AGENDA ITEMS FOR THE NEXT MEETING




Moore reviewed topics for the next meeting to be held August 10 at the Washington Regional
office. The final issue regarding modifications to shellfish lease provisions will be presented.
Two more meetings are scheduled for September 14 and October 12. These meetings will be
used to review and prioritize research recommendations, and review the entire document. She
added that any of the remaining issues that require rules changes need to be reviewed by the
Rules Advisory Team, and may need to be revisited by the Advisory Committee with modified
management options. Moore anticipates that in November this document will be presented to the
Marine Fisheries Commission, and will go out for public comment in December and January.
There will be one more chance for both the Advisory Committee and Plan Development team to
modify recommendations considering any public comment received. Wilgis asked if a summary
of pertinent legislation would be provided. Moore replied that legislative activity is not included
in any of the issues or documents, however a verbal update can be provided at the committee
meetings. She then reviewed the current status of the Senate and House bills, and stated that not
much has changed since the last committee meeting.

Chairman Cummings adjourned the meeting.

fjjf

Cc:

Catherine Blum
Mike Bulleri
Scott Conklin
Dick Brame
Louis Daniel
Charlotte Dexter

Jess Hawkins
Jennie Hauser
Dee Lupton
Jessica Marlies
Nancy Marlette
Jerry Schill

Gerry Smith
District Managers
Committee Staff
Members
Marine Patrol Captains
Section Chiefs



Issues/Reports







Eligibility Pool
Commission Report for 2015-2016
August 19-21, 2015

How the Pool Number is Determined:
Chapter 225, 1998 Session Laws, Section 5.2(f).

(f) Adjustment of SCFL’s. The number of SCFL’s in the pool of available SCFL'’s in
license years beginning with the 2000-2001 license year is the temporary cap less the
number of SCFL’s that were issued and renewed during the previous year...

Role of the Marine Fisheries Commission:
Chapter 225, 1998 Session Laws, Section 5.2(f).

(f).... The Commission may increase or decrease the number of SCFL'’s that are issued
from the pool of available SCFL’s. The Commission may increase the number of SCFL’s
that are issued from the pool of available SCFL’s up to the temporary cap. The
Commission may decrease the number of SCFL'’s but may not refuse to renew a SCFL
that is issued during the previous license year and that has not been suspended or
revoked. The Commission shall increase or decrease the number of SCFL'’s that are
issued to reflect its determination as to the effort that the fishery can support, based on
the best available scientific evidence.

Temporary Cap:

The maximum number of SCFL’s that can be issued is the number of valid Endorsements
to Sell as of June 30, 1999 plus 500 for the first eligibility pool, for a total of 8,896.

Eligibility Board Pool Determination 2015-2016:

There are 1,244 SCFL'’s available through the Eligibility Board for the 2015-2016 license
year.

Attachments:

2015-2016 Eligibility Pool Determination Calculations
2014-2015 License Sales Report

Licenses Available and Approved Summaries
Eligibility Board Meeting Summary

Eligibility Open Files



Eligibility Pool Determination Calculations
For
2015-2016 License Year

Determine Total Number of SCFL'’s Available in 2015-2016 License Year

Total original SCFL’s available (Cap)........ouoe i e e e e e 8,896
Less total number of SCFL's issued in 2014-2015........c.coiiiiiii i e e e, -6,632
Total number of SCFL’s available in the pool for 2015-2016............cccoviiiiiiiiii i i, _ 2,264
Plus the number of SCFL's not renewed in 2013-2014.......c.ciiiiiiiiiiiiii e .+118
Total number of SCFL'’s available in the pool for 2015-2016..........c.cccoviiiiiii i e e, 2,382
Less total number of approvals through Eligibility Pool (July 1, 1999-June 30, 2015)............... -1,142
Total number of SCFL’s available in the pool for 2015-2016..........cccccevii i e 1,240

Plus total number approved Eligibility applications that were not purchased by June 30, 2015... + 4
Total SCFL’s available for the 2015-2016 lICENSE VAN .......cuiiiiiiiieiei e e e aeaaes 1,244



North Carolina Division of Marine Fisheries
Licenses Sold Year to Date by License Type
FY2015 License Year

Data Run Date : 7/9/2015

Blanket For-Hire Captain's Coastal Recreational Fi 106
Blanket For-Hire Vessel Coastal Recreational Fishi 420
Commercial Fishing Vessel Registration 8,103

Fish Dealer License 737

Land or Sell License 114

License to Land Flounder from Atlantic Ocean 157

NC Resident Shellfish License without SCFL 1,319
Non-Blanket For-Hire Vessel License 113

Ocean Pier License 20

Recreational Fishing Tournament License 17

Retired Standard Commercial Fishing License 1,230
Standard Commercial Fishing License 5,402

TOTAL LICENSES FOR ALL LICENSE TYPES 17,738

5402 SCFL
+1230 RSCFL
6632 Total Number of SCFL’s
issued for FY2015




Licenses Available from the Eligibility Pool

Annual Summary

License Year

Number of Licenses Available

1999-2000 500
2000-2001 1,314
2001-2002 1,423
2002-2003 1,458
2003-2004 1,421
2004-2005 1,423
2005-2006 1,536
2006-2007 1,596
2007-2008 1,562
2008-2009 1,557
2009-2010 1,507
2010-2011 1,420
2011-2012 1,375
2012-2013 1,358
2013-2014 1,368
2014-2015 1,257
2015-2016 1,244
Licenses Approved and Denied by the Eligibility Pool Board
Annual Summary
License Year Approved Denied
1999-2000 166 133
2000-2001 110 75
2001-2002 46 37
2002-2003 38 23
2003-2004 56 11
2004-2005 35 13
2005-2006 31 9
2006-2007 32 4
2007-2008 49 7
2008-2009 83 5
2009-2010 109 11
2010-2011 63 2
2011-2012 68 17
2012-2013 99 9
2013-2014 96 14
2014-2015 61 13
Totals 1142 383




Eligibility Pool Board Meeting Summary

HEARING APPRVLS | DENIALS | TABLED TOTALS INCOMP. NON- RESIDENTS

DATE ** REVIEWED | *** TABLED | APPRV'D | DENIED
5/5/1999 2 0 2 4 0 0 0
5/19/1999 5 0 1 6 0 1 0
6/17/1999 2 5 3 10 0 0 0
7/1/98-6/30/99 9 5 6 20 0 1 0
7/7/1999 12 10 0 22 0 3 0
7/8/1999 23 25 0 48 0 7 0
07/15/1999 MFC N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
8/11/1999 18 20 4 42 0 3 0
8/27/1999 17 33 0 50 0 0 1
09/09/1999 MFC N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
9/29/1999 18 11 1 30 0 0 0
11/3/1999 13 12 4 29 1 2 0
11/08/1999 MFC N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
1/26/2000 9 5 5 19 1 1 0
02/18/2000 MFC N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
4/19/2000 19 6 8 33 2 1 0
5/18/2000 18 3 9 30 2 0 1
6/7/2000 10 3 2 15 1 0 0
7/1/99-6/30/00 157 128 33 318 7 17 2
7/12/2000 11 1 4 16 0 2 0
7/21/2000 MFC N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
9/20/2000 24 15 7 46 0 1 0
10/27/2000 16 8 3 27 0 1 0
12/1/2000 5 16 2 23 0 0 0
1/24/2001 10 14 3 27 0 0 2
3/9/2001 12 12 8 32 0 0 0
4/4/2001 32 9 1 42 0 0 1
7/1/00-6/30/01 110 75 28 213 0 4 3
7/26/2001 18 10 2 30 1 3 0
08/21/2002 MFC N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
11/14/2002 12 15 3 30 0 2 1
2/21/2002 16 12 2 30 0 1 0
7/1/01-6/30/02 46 37 7 90 1 6 1
9/11/2002 28 14 6 48 1 2 0
08/19/2003 MFC N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
3/5/2003 10 9 1 20 0 2 0
7/1/02-6/30/03 38 23 7 68 1 4 0
08/19/2003 MFC N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A
7/9/2003 16 3 1 20 0 2 0
11/4/2003 17 2 0 19 0 3 0
3/19/2004 22 6 0 28 0 2 0
6/22/2004 * 1 0 0 1
7/1/03-06/30/04 56 11 1 68 0 7 0
11/1/2004 22 4 1 27
2/28/2005 11 2 0 13 0 0 1
4/18/2005 2 7 0 9 0 0 0
7/1/04-6/30/05 & 13 1 49 0 0 1
9/27/2005 17 7 1 25 0 1 0
3/15/2006 14 2 2 18 0 1 0
7/1/05-6/30/06 31 9 3 43 0 2 0




HEARING APPRVLS | DENIALS | TABLED TOTALS INCOMP. NON- RESIDENTS

DATE ** REVIEWED | *** TABLED | APPRV'D | DENIED
10/4/2006 16 3 2 21 0 1 0
3/14/2007 16 1 2 19 0 1 0
7/1/06-6/30/07 32 4 4 40 0 2 0
9/10/2007 26 2 4 32 0 0 0
3/19/2008 23 5 3 31 0 0 0
7/1/07-6/30/08 49 7 7 63 0 0 0
9/30/2008 39 0 3 42 0 4 0
3/24/2009 44 5 1 50 0 3 0
7/1/08-6/30-09 83 5 4 92 0 7 0
10/6/2009 52 6 1 59 0 2 1
3/10/2010 36 2 1 39 0 1 0
6/2/2010 21 3 0 24 0 0 0
7/1/09-6/30/10 109 11 2 122 0 3 1
9/21/2010 40 2 1 43 0 2 0
3/24/2011 23 0 0 23 0 4 0
7/1/10-6/30/11 63 2 1 66 0 6 0
10/4/2011 39 7 0 46 0 2 0
3/15/2012 28 10 0 38 0 2 0
1/13/2012*** 1 0 0 0 0 0 0
7/1/11-6/30/12 68 17 0 85 0 4 0
9/12/2012 53 7 3 63 0 1 1
3/19/2013 46 2 4 52 0 2 0
7/1/12-6/30/13 99 9 7 115 0 3 1
9/18/2013 56 7 0 63 0 2 0
3/19/2014 40 7 1 48 0 0 0
7/1/13-6/30/14 96 14 1 111 0 2 0
09/17/14 32 9 0 41 0 1 0
03/18/15 25 3 5 33 1 0 0
05/12/15 4 1 0 5 0 1 0
7/1/14 — 6/30/15 61 13 5 74 1 1 0
TOTALS ALL 1142 383 117 1531 10 70 9

Director.

*TABLED files are presented again at the next Board meeting for a final decision of approval or denial and are
then accounted for in the Approved or Denied categories.
TOTALS REVIEWED do not equal total approved or denied because some files are reviewed in multiple
meetings (tabled, etc.).

***Special consideration was given for a license that had been revoked and the license was reinstated by the




Standard Commercial Fishing License Eligibility Pool Office
Summary of Open Files beginning July 1, 2015

File Description Total Number of Files

To be researched/ready for the next board
meeting

New/being processed

Pending responses to letters mailed requesting
more information

Incomplete — no response to letters

Total Open/Pending Applications







N.C. Division of Marine
Fisheries Multi Species Tagging
Program

N.C. Marine Fisheries
Commission

Aug 20, 2015




Why Conduct a Tagging
Program??

* Fulfills high priority research needs for
red drum, southern flounder, spotted
seatrout and striped bass.

* New design improves on prior work to
address tag-return model assumptions
and estimate population rates from tag-
return data.




Why Conduct a Tagging Program?

Tagging addresses issues specific to red
drum, spotted seatrout, southern flounder
and striped bass.

» Stock delineation and migration patterns
* Direct estimates of fishing mortality
« Estimates of natural mortality

 Information on capture ability and size
of harvested and released fish




Historical and Current Species

Red Drum
Southern Flounder
Atlantic Sturgeon
White Perch
Dolphin

Snapper

Striped Bass
Spotted Seatrout
Shortnose Sturgeon
Yellow Perch
Mackerel

Grouper




Striped Bass

* Dr. Hassler began tagging on the Roanoke
River in 1956.

* N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries began
tagging in 1973 and improved methodology
in 1990. ” |
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Striped Bass

« Data used in various ways.

— Since 1995 provide an estimate of total mortality in
the Albemarle/Roanoke stock.

— Providing probability at age of Albemarle/Roanoke
stock leaving Albemarle Sound Management Area

— Providing mortality estimates at age for fish that
left the Albemarle Sound Management Area

« Estimates were uncertain as tag return
rates, tag retention, and tag mortallty
were unknown. )




Striped Bass

Additional data needs identified through
Amendment 1 to the N.C. North Carolina
Estuarine Striped Bass Fishery

Management Pan

* Research need for the Albemarle/Roanoke
stock since 2000, as tagging data are
necessary to separate natural mortality from
fishing mortality.




Southern Flounder

Previous N.C. Division of Marine
Fisheries tagging studies were from 1980
-1982 and from 1988-1995.




Southern Flounder

N.C. State University and the University of
North Carolina at Wilmington projects in
New and Neuse rivers from 2005-2007.

— Included auxiliary studies to address model
assumptions (reporting rates, retention
rates, and mortality).

— Limited in area and seasonal coverage.




Southern Flounder

Additional data needs identified through
Amendment 1 to the N.C. Southern
Flounder Fishery Management Plan and
the 2009 N.C. Division of Marine
Fisheries Southern Flounder Stock
Assessment

— Tagging of southern flounder to gain a

better understanding of the unit stock and
migration patterns.




Red Drum

Tagging began in 1983.




Red Drum

« Bacheler estimated age specific F and selectivity
patterns for harvested and released red drum.

* Tagging results were incorporated in stock assessment.

— Input of age-specific F estimates from tagging into
traditional statistical catch-at-age model greatly
Improved precision.

— Provided information on size of caught and released
fish.

— Tagging provided direct estimates of
selectivity at age.




Red Drum

Additional data needs

— Bacheler Research - Auxiliary studies to
address tag reporting rate and tag retention.

— Southeast Data Assessment and Review —

need for a better statistical design.

— Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Commission —
(1) continue to determine stock identity,
inshore/offshore migration patterns,
abundance, and mortality (2) explore use of
direct estimates of fishing mortality from
tagging data.




Spotted Seatrout

Two prior studies both completed by Tim
Ellis at N.C. State University, 2008-2014.




Spotted Seatrout

Data use

— Ellis data provided fishing and natural
mortality rates for each year of the study.

— Data were incorporated into a new stock
assessment.




Spotted Seatrout

Additional data needs.

— 2009 N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries stock
assessment identified (1) the need for a
tagging program to determine if North Carolina
and Virginia were one unit stock (2) to quantify
migration between northern and southern N.C.
populations (3) to verify indirect, catch-at-age
estimates of F and M.

— Estimates are valid only for year of studies. ..,

A
OQ- ot ,




Where does our tagging program
stand today?

* Needs identified through the southern
flounder, striped bass, red drum, and spotted
seatrout fishery management plans for

tagging program to estimate migration and
mortality rates.

Summer 2013 staff developed a Coastal
Recreational Fishing License proposal for a
multi species tagging program to address
tagging needs.




Where does our tagging program
stand today?

July 1, 2014 N.C. Division of Marine
Fisheries received three years of Coastal
Recreational Fishing License funds for a

multi species tagging program.




Where does our tagging program
stand today?

Multi-species study will maximize
tagging opportunities and minimize cost.

Follow consistent, valid study protocol.

Assure all elements are included for
each species where tagging methods
are employed.




Where does our tagging program
stand today?

Four main components for each species

— Tag a minimum 1,000 — 1,500 individuals
per year with standard reward tags (low

reward).

— Double tag a calculated percentage to
assess tag loss.

— Conduct high reward ($100) tagging to
assess reporting rates.

— Conduct field experiments to estimate (&%)
mortality related to tagging and capture. &%




Current Return Rate

« 215,000 striped bass tagged

— 11,500 tag returns for a tag return rate of 5
percent.

* 62,000 red drum tagged

— 7,200 tag returns for a tag return rate of 12
percent.




Who will be tagging fish

Red Drum — Division employees
Striped Bass —State employees

Southern Flounder — Division
employees with the aid of commercial
pound net fishermen

Spotted Seatrout — Division employees
and recreational fishing guides




Where will fish be tagged
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Recapture Locations
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When will fish be tagged

Red Drum — throughout the fishing year
Striped Bass — April through May
Flounder — March through December

Spotted Seatrout — January through
May and October through December




Tag Information

Standardized tag colors for all species

— Yellow = Standard Reward ($5, hat or
towel)

= High Reward ($100)

* To receive a high reward payment the tag must
be cut off and mailed or delivered to the N. C.
Division of Marine Fisheries for confirmation of
tag and tag number.




Tag Information

Tag labels

— All printed with “REWARD,” “NCDMF,”
“CUT OFF TAG,” phone number (1-800-
682-2632) and unique tag number that has
alpha and numeric characters.

high rewards tags will also be printed
with “$100 reward.”
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Tag Protocol

« Each year, approximately 8,600 fish will
be tagged (1,500-2,600 depending on
species).

* High reward tags will be placed in 4 to
25 percent of fish.

* Double tags will be placed in 10 to 25
percent of fish with one tag on each
side of the fish.




Information

Information we wish to receive from a tag
return

— Date of capture

— Location of capture

— Gear used for capture

— Length of fish

— Tag number

— Fate of fish (released or harvested)




How to report a tag

* Tag returns can be called into the
divisions 1-800-682-2632 number or
any division office number.

* Tag returns can be brought into any

division office.

* Tag returns can now be reported online
at the enhanced division tagging pages
through the new reporting tool.

— http://portal.ncdenr.org/web/mf/report- tag-ém%
online o )b




Online Reporting Tool

feedback




Online Reporting Tool

Division of Marine Fisheries

Search DENR ...

Back; d .
e Report a Tag Online
How to Report a Tag
Regort Tag Onlipe

Report a tagged fish, apply for reward

feedback

Thank you for responding to our tagged fish que: naire. If you have a red tag, please call 800-682-2632 to report
| Contact Us your recapture and d ur 5100 rev or online report of Marine

Other Tagging Programs
Lemmonly Acker] (uastiony
Call the division at

800-682-2632 or

click here to report tag.

Tag number (ex: 012345) : *

If 50, tag number

Species:
dolphin
red drum

southern flounder

striped bas
yellow perch

te perch

Date caught (Month/Day /Y




Website and Contact Information

* http://portal.ncdenr.org/web/mf/tagged-
fish

 tagrecap@ncdenr.gov




Reward

 After a return is processed each tag
reporter will receive a letter, certificate
and reward.
— Date of tagging

_ocation of tagging and recapture

_ength of fish at tagging

Days at large

— Growth of fish since tagging e\

— Distance from tagging to recapture site %\




State of North Carolina
Department of Environment and Natural R
Division of Marine Fisheries

gsources

Certificate of Recognition and Appreciation

Awa

rded to

JOHN Q. PUBLIC

il 4

|\

For vour assistance in recapturing and reporting data
in the Striped Bass Tageing Program.

Tagged

Recaptured

Date:

5122014

12/14/2014

Location:

Hwy 258 Bridge,
Roanoke Rapids Dam

Pungo Creek at the Route

264 Bridge

Length:

19.5 inches

22 3 inches

Distance:

Approximately 115 miles

Days at Large:

216 days

Tog sad Release Location

Recaptuse Location

Kil emeters

\#rea/, 1 l.lli"lrl
A P
NCDENR o




Updates

* Division staff have developed a new
program documentation to expedite
data entry and subsequent returns.

» Goal of tagging data entry of 10
business days.

» Goal of recapture processing of 10
business days.




2100 REWA

Striped Bass Spotted Seatrout

s Al

ANGLERS, LOK FOR TAGS IN YOUR CATCH!

The N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries will give
rewards for tag and recapture information.

CHECK BOTH SIDES OF THE FISH! REWARDS FOR REPORTING TAGS
Some fish may have more than one Red tag: $100 Reward - Tag must be
unique tag. To receive a reward cut and returned to the Division of
you must report the tag number Marine Fisheries.

(or numbers), the fish species, Yellow tag: hat, S5 or other reward,
length, date and location of catch. and one entry into the Division of
Mail Cut Tags to: Marine Fisheries end-of-year drawing.

Division of Marine Fisheries Report Tagged Fish To:
P.O. Box 769 800-682-2632
Morehead City, N.C. 28557
For more information:
http://portal.ncdenr.org/web/mf/tagged-fish
Have Questions?
tagrecap@ncdenr.gov




Atagged spotted sea trout

N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries
Tagging Program

Division researchers are tagging more than
gEIng

15,000 striped bass, red drum, southern

flounder and spotted seatrout per year to

iI“PrOVC l'l“]f]ﬂgc[“cl]t 0{: fhf.’bﬁ.' Spt'l;ic:i.

Fish tagging programs are a vital part of a fishery

manager’s tools for assessing fish populations.

Tagging programs can yield a wealth of

information about fish movement patterns,
habitat utilization, population structure and
mortality rates.

It is only through returned tag and species
information that the division collects the data
necessary for this tagging program to succeed.

All fishermen who encounter tagged fish should
return the tag and fish dara to help improve
management of these fisheries.

Anchor tags (top) and cinch-up tags (bottom) used in the study

How to Measure a Fish:

When you measure your fish, measure to fork length

o\‘@h Carolina
at0iMe Program

or total length.

Lay the fish down on top of a ruler or tape measure.
Measure the fish even if you're planning to release it.
Handle it gently, with wet hands or wet gloves, and
return it to the water as quickly as possible.

+«——  Total Length ——

Fork Length

First Second

_ , Pinch Tail
Dorsal Fin e Together

!
!
i
| When Taking
| Total Length
& )
| Pelvic Fin > :

:
' —_— <

' A i |
i %/ Anal Pore |
:

'

i« Head -):4— Trunk —b:q— Tail ——»,

Report a tagged fish:
800-682-2632

Report a tagged fish online:
hrep://portal.nedenr.org/web/mi/tagged-fish

Have questions?
tagrecap@ncdenr.gov

To submit photos with your tagged fish, email

tagrecap@ncdenr.gov (All photos submitted to

the division are public record and, thus, may be

disclosed to third parties without your approval.)

N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries
PO. Box 769
Morehead City, N.C. 28557

You may receive a

f this .
%00 copies of this brochure were printed at a cost of xx each $100 reward




How Can You Help?

Get involved If you catch a tagged fish, please
curt off the tag and record the tag number, date,
capture location, capture method, total length,
and the fate (harvested or released). Then report
the information to B00-682-2632,

Reward for Reporting

If a red tag is retumed to the MN.C. Division of
Marine Fisheres with required information,
individuals are eligible for a $100 Reward. The tag
must be cut and returned to receive a reward.

If a yellow tag and required information is re-
ported, individuals can pick from a hat, $5, or
other rewards.

In addition to rewards, reported tags will be entered
inte the division's end-of-year cash drawing. For
each reported tag, fishermen will also receive a
letter and personalized certificate, stating where
and when the fish was released, days at large,
distance from tagging location and more.

Preparing to &g a striped bass

Tagging a red drum

Information We Need:
Required information

+

+

+

+

Species

Tag number

Drate

Location captured (water body and nearest
landmark or latitude/longitude)

Length {total or forl length)

Fate of the fish (kept, released alive, etc)
Gear used for capture

What You Need to Know:

+

Cut the tag off; don't pull it out. If releasing the
fish, cut the tag as close to the body of the fish as
possible.

Record the tag information (just in case you
misplace the tag before reporting).
If the tag has algae growth, do not scrape the

alzae off. Let the tag soak in scapy warm water
until the algae comes off.

Red tags must be cut off and returned to the M.C.
Division of Marine Fisheries, PO, Box 769, Morehead
City, M.C. 28557 to receive the $100 reward.

Things to Remember:

Be alert! Tags are designed to be as unobtrusive as
possible, so they dont change the fisk's behaviorn
That means that you might not see one if you're
not looking.

Some fish may have more than one unique mg
and tag number. Please report all tag and species
information to the M.C. Division of Mardne
Fisheries.

— .

Double-gged flounder ready forreease

Be careful when handling fish you intend to release.
Handle it as little as possible, using wet hands or
wet gloves. Do not pull the tag out of the fish —
cutitoffasclose to the body as possible. Returmn the
fish to the water quickly. This will give the fish the

greatest chance of post-release survival.

Releasng a tagged fish
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* Questions, comments, or suggestions
for improving this tagging program




Ay
NCDENR

North Carolina Department of Environment and Natural Resources

Pat McCrory Donald R. van der Vaart
Governor Secretary

MEMORANDUM

TO: N.C. Marine Fisheries Commission

FROM: Lee Paramore

Division of Marine Fisheries, NCDENR
DATE: Aug. 20, 2015
SUBJECT: 2015 Stock Status Report

Attached is the N.C. Division of Marine Fisheries 2015 Stock Status Report. This annual report is
intended to serve as a barometer of the overall health of North Carolina’s fisheries resources. The
information contained in the stock status report is used to prioritize development of state fishery
management plans and subsequent plan reviews. Three species with state fishery management plans had
stock status changes in 2015, southern flounder, spotted seatrout and kingfishes. The remaining changes
were related to species under the Interjurisdictional Fishery Management Plan. Classifications are based
on updated information through 2014.

State Fishery Management Plan Species

Southern flounder was moved from depleted to concern, due to the lack of a peer reviewed stock
assessment to determine stock status. This change is not considered an upgrade and concerns remain
over the sustainability of current harvest levels because of a coast-wide decline in juvenile and adult
abundance.

Spotted seatrout moved from depleted to viable in 2014 based on a 2014 N.C. Spotted Seatrout Stock
Assessment that indicates the North Carolina and Virginia stock is not overfished and overfishing is not
occurring.

Kingfishes moved from unknown to viable based on positive trends in biological data, as a regional
stock assessment is not currently available.

Interjurisdictional Fishery Management Plan Species

Atlantic menhaden moved from concern to viable based on a Southeast Data, Assessment and Review
2015 benchmark stock assessment that indicates that the stock is not overfished or experiencing
overfishing.

1601 Mail Service Center, Raleigh, North Carolina 27699-1601
Phone: 919-707-8600 \ Internet: www.ncdenr.gov

An Equal Opportunity \ Affirmative Action Employer — Made in part by recycled paper



Black drum moved from unknown to viable based on a 2015 Atlantic States Marine Fisheries
Commission Black Drum Stock Assessment that determined the stock is not overfished and is not
experiencing overfishing.

King mackerel moved from concern to viable based on the 2014 South Atlantic Fishery Management
Council stock assessment that indicated the Atlantic king mackerel stock is not overfished and
overfishing is not occurring.

Black sea bass north of Hatteras moved from recovering to concern due to the lack of a recent peer
reviewed stock assessment and recent low landings in North Carolina waters.

Gag moved from concern to recovering based on a 2014 South Atlantic Fishery Management Council
regional stock assessment that found the stock from North Carolina to Florida was experiencing
overfishing, but was not overfished. Later in 2014, the National Marine Fisheries Service removed the
stock from the overfishing list after determining that the harvest levels in 2012 and 2013 indicated
overfishing was no longer occurring.

Monkfish was removed from the N.C. Stock Status Report due to the limited fishery in North Carolina.
In 2014, commercial landings were low and no recreational landings were reported.









Stock Status Report 2015

Species
and Stock

Status

Viable

Recovering

Concern

Depleted

Unknown

Comments

Bass, Black Sea

North of Hatteras

<<

The stock was declared rebuilt in 2009 based

on the 2008 stock assessment for U.S. waters
north of Cape Hatteras. Due to unique life history
characteristics (e.g., the species changes sex
from female to male) and other data concerns, the
2011 and 2012 assessments were not accepted
for determining stock status. Currently, the 2012
assessment is being used to manage the stock
under a constant catch strategy. Aithough the
Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Commission
considers the stock to be rebuilt, concerns remain
due to uncertainty in recent stock assessments and
low landings in North Carolina waters. A new stock
assessment is scheduled for 2016.

South of Hatteras

The stock is recovered after going through a
federally-managed rebuilding plan, which went
into place in 2006. The 2013 stock assessment
indicated the stock is not overfished and has met
the rebuilding plan’s target.

Bass, Striped

Albemarle Sound
and Roanoke River

The 2014 Albemarle/Roanoke striped bass
benchmark stock assessment (data through
2012) indicates the resource is not overfished

or experiencing overfishing. However, estimates
of fishing mortality and spawning stock biomass
are close to the threshold reference points.

Stock projections from the 2014 benchmark
assessment indicated harvest at the quota
approved in Amendment 1 (550,000 pounds)
was unsustainable at recent levels of recruitment.
Projections suggested a quota of 275,000 pounds
would maintain fishing mortality and spawning
stock biomass at the new reference points. Based
on this information, the N.C. Marine Fisheries
Commission revised Amendment 1 to the N.C.
Estuarine Striped Bass Fishery Management Plan
in November 2014, setting the harvest quota at
275,000 pounds, effective Jan. 1, 2015.

Atlantic Ocean
Migratory Stock

In response to the results of the 2013 benchmark
assessment indicating a steady decline in the
spawning stock biomass, the Atlantic States Marine
Fisheries Commission Striped Bass Management
Board approved Addendum 1V in October 2014.
The Addendum establishes new fishing mortality
reference points. In order to reduce fishing
mortality to a level at or below the new target,

the coastal states are required fo implement a 25
percent harvest reduction from 2013 levels, while
Chesapeake Bay states/jurisdictions are required to
implement a 20.5 percent harvest reduction from
2012 levels.

Central/Southern

The lack of adequate data causes the Central
Southern Management Area stocks to be
quantitatively assessed as unknown and to be listed
as “concern.” The need for continued conservation
management efforts are supported by the fruncated
size and age distributions, low overall abundance,
and the absence of older fish in the spawning
ground surveys. Amendment | to the N.C. Estuarine
Striped Bass Fishery Management Plan was
approved by the Marine Fisheries Commission in
February 2013.
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Bluefish

ok

The Atlantic stock of bluefish is not overfished and
is not experiencing overfishing. The Atlantic States
Marine Fisheries Commission Bluefish Technical
Committee continues to work on improving and
refining bluefish age data and the bluefish stock
assessment. A new benchmark stock assessment
is scheduled for completion at the beginning of July
2015.

Groaker, Atlantic

Aflantic croaker is not experiencing overfishing.
Estimates of spawning stock biomass were too
uncertain to precisely determine overfished stock
status. However, given that biomass has been
increasing and the age structure of the population
has been expanding since the late 1980s, itis
unlikely the stock is in trouble.

Dolphin

The status of dolphin is viable based on frends

in landings data. The South Atlantic Fishery
Management Council’s Doiphin Wahoo Fishery
Management Plan is currently managed under
Amendment 5 (2014), which revises annual catch
limits, sector allocations, accountability measures
and annual catch targets implemented through the
Comprehensive Annual Catch Limit Amendment.

Drum, Black

The 2015 Atlantic States Marine Fisheries
Commission Black Drum Stock Assessment
determined that the stock is not overfished and not
experiencing overfishing. Based on the results of
the stock assessment, the median biomass was
estimated to be well above the median biomass
that produces maximum sustainable yield, thus
no additional management measures are needed
beyond those established in the 2013 Atlantic
States Marine Fisheries Commission fishery
management plan.

Drum, Red

Overfishing is not occurring. A stock assessment
completed in 2009 by the Atlantic States Marine
Fisheries Commission indicates that the population
is above the overfishing threshold and likely above
or very near the management target. A new stock
assessment will be completed in 2015.

Eel, American

The stock was declared depleted by the 2012
Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Commission
benchmark stock assessment. Stock status is
poorly understood due to non- standard sampling
protocols across the species’ range. Reliable
indexes of abundance of this species are scarce.
The Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Commission
approved Addendum IV to the American Eel
Interjurisdictional Fishery Management Plan to
address issues with the glass eel fishery and glass
eel aquaculture and establish a coast-wide cap

for yellow eels. In 2010, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service was petitioned to add American Eel to

the Federal List of Endangered and Threatened
Wildlife. The Service began an extensive status
review for the American Eel to assess the health of
the population and the magnitude of threats facing
the species. A decision on the proposed rule is
expected by Sept. 30, 2015.
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Flounder,
Southern

L

The 2014 stock assessment of southern flounder
in North Carolina waters could not be used to
determine stock status because the North Carolina
stock of southern flounder mixes with stocks in
the U.S. South Atlantic. There are concerns about
the sustainability of current harvest because of a
coastwide decline in juvenile and adult abundance.
Supplement A to Amendment 1 is in development
to address these concerns. A regional stock
assessment should be considered to determine
stock status.

Flounder,
Summer

The 2013 National Marine Fisheries Service’s
Northeast Fisheries Science Center stock
assessment for U.S. waters north of Cape
Hatteras indicated the stock was not overfished
and overfishing was not occuring. The stock was
rebuittin 2010 and is considered to be viable.

A comprehensive amendment is underway and
scheduled to be completed in 2017.

Grouper, Gag

According to the last regional (North Carolina to
Florida) stock assessment (April 2014) from the
South Atlantic Fishery Management Council, the
gag stock was experiencing overfishing, but was
not overfished. However, the National Marine
Fisheries Service removed the stock from the
overfishing listin December 2014. This decision
was because in 2012 (the terminal year of the
assessment) the fishing mortality rate was below
the threshold, and the projected fishing mortality
rate in 2013 was also below the threshold. In
addition, there was a steady and consistent decline
in the fishing mortality rate for the last 5-6 years of
the assessment. A federal management plan is in
place restricting harvest to prevent overfishing from
occuring.

Herring, River (A)

Albemarle Sound

Amendment 2 to the N.C. River Herring Fishery
Management Plan was approved and became
effective in 2015. The N.C. Marine Fisheries
Commission implemented a no harvest provision
for commercial and recreational fisheries in joint
and coastal waters of the state beginning with the
2007 season.

Other Areas

No current sampling program.

Kingfishes (A)

Trends in relative fishing mortality and fishery
independent data are used to track the stock
condition because a regional stock assessment is
not currently available. Commercial landings and
recreational landings were above their 10-year
average. In 2014 all management triggers were at
acceptable levels for sustainability.

Mackerel, King

Based on the 2014 South Atlantic Fishery
Management Gouncil stock assessment, the South
Atlantic king mackerel stock is not overfished

and overfishing is not occurring. The 2014 stock
assessment is an improvement from the 2008
stock assessment where overfishing could not be
determined.
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Mackerel,
Spanish

Based on the 2012 South Atlantic Fishery
Management Council stock assessment, the Spanish
mackerel stock in the South Atlantic is not overfished
and is not undergoing overfishing.

Menhaden,
Atlantic

«ab(
<

Commercial landings increased in 2014; however the
landings still remain below the ten-year average due
to changes in management. The 2015 benchmark
stock assessment indicates that Alantic menhaden
are neither overfished nor experiencing overfishing.
Aflantic menhaden are currently managed under
the Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Commission’s
Amendment 2, approved in 2012.

Mullet, Striped

The stock is not experiencing overfishing. Overfished
status could not be determined due to a poor
stock-recruitment relationship resulting in unreliable
biomass based reference points. Landings for 2014
were within management threshold limits established
in the 2006 fishery management plan. Historically,
the commercial fishery has had sustained landings
similar to current levels. Amendment 1 will be
completed in 2015.

Seatrout,
Spotted

The 2014 N.C. Spotted Seatrout Stock Assessment
indicated that the North Carolina and Virginia stock

is not overfished and overfishing is not occurring.
However, there is uncertainty about the current stock
status because two cold stun events occurred during
the assessment process, and were not included in the
analysis.

Scup

The 2012 stock assessment update completed by
the National Marine Fisheries Service's Northeast
Fisheries Science Center for U.S. waters north of
Cape Hatteras indicated the stock was not overfished
and overfishing was not occurring. A new stock
assessment is underway in 2015.

Shad, American

Commercial landings decreased in 2014 and were
below the ten-year average due to changes in
managment. The 2007 Atlantic States Marine Fisheries
Commission coastwide stock assessment concluded
that the Albemarle Sound area stocks were stable, but
well below historical levels, and the stock status of

the other systems in North Carolina were unknown.

In 2013, North Carolina adopted an American Shad
Sustainabie Fishery Plan to meet Atlantic States Marine
Fisheries Commission requirements.

Shad, Hickory

Commercial landings increased in 2014 and value
continued to be above the 10-year average. Two
amendments to the Shad and River Herring Fishery
Management Plan recently approved by the Atlantic
States Marine Fisheries Commission do not directly
address hickory shad. The N.C. Division of Marine
Fisheries has not conducted any directed sampling
since 1993.

Sharks

In No