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Scallop AP and Committee Meetings
November 2013

Framework 25
Unused CA1 Trips and WP Accountability Measures

1. Unused CA1 Trips
 Initially only considered unused 2013 trips

 In September - Council expanded to potentially include unused 
2012 trips as well 

 About 1.5 – 2.0 million pounds unused (preliminary estimate)
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Alternatives under consideration
ALTERNATIVE DESCRIPTION

No Action (Alt 1) No rollover of 2012 or 2013 trips

Alternative 2

Allow rollover in CA1 access area                        
(or a revised CA1 access area if modified by the EFH 
omnibus action)

Option 1 2013 trips only
Sub-Option A Through FY2014
Sub-Option B Through FY2015
Sub-Option C When CA1 reopens

Option 2 2012 trips only
Sub-Option A Through FY2014
Sub-Option B Through FY2015
Sub-Option C When CA1 reopens

Alternative 3

Allow rollover in open areas 
(2012 and/or 2013 – would need to be specified in 
final action)

Option 1 Unused trips could be fished through FY2014
Sub-Option A Allocation in pounds
Sub-Option B Allocation in DAS conversion

Option 2
Unused allocation divided by FY                         
(40% in FY2014 and 60% in FY2015) by lottery

Sub-Option A Allocation in pounds
Sub-Option B Allocation in DAS conversion

PDT recommends Alternative 4 for consideration

 Allow unused CA1 
allocations to be fished 
in deeper waters of ET

 PDT still developing 
appropriate boundary
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How will rollover catch be accounted for?

 The specification scenarios right now do not account for this 
rollover.  The sub-ACT for the LA fishery does not take it into 
account.

 This catch could be accounted for three ways:
1. Catch added to the LA ACT for 2014 and 2015 - reducing the 

management uncertainty buffer; 
2. DAS could be reduced by this amount to keep the difference 

between sub-ACT and sub-ACL the same as specification 
alternatives. Reduction would be about 2DAS per FT vessel (2.0 
million lb = 907 mt) Estimate of open area LPUE is 1.21 
mt/DAS – so total of 748 DAS – about 2 DAS per FT vessel.

3. Trips could be sent to deeper waters of ETA in 2014 (F from 
that area added to specification scenario)

2. WP Accountability Measures
 FY2013 – first year with sub-ACL – 183 mt (about 400K lbs)
 FY2014-2015 – same allocation – 183 mt
 Estimate for FY2014 is 7.4 mt

 2013 Estimate – LA about 80% of total so far, LAGC trawl about 3% 
and LAGC dredge about 17%

Source: NERO Website - http://www.nero.noaa.gov/ro/fso/Reports/ScallopProgram/FLDSNEMA_sub_acl_2013.pdf
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2. WP Accountability Measures
 No Action – No AMs

 Alt 2 – Reactive AM – Seasonal closure

 Alt 3 – Reactive AM – Seasonal gear restricted area

- shorter apron and reduced twine top hanging ratio

- several options for how trawl vessels addressed

 Alt 4 – Proactive AM – Max of 7 rows of rings in apron

 Document #5 – summary of WP analyses to date

Seasonal area closure

 PDT developed a 
model to identify 
potential hotspots

 Details still under 
development 
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Gear Restrictions (2)

9

Summary of gear tests – Section 1.2
 Primary source of info is 2012 RSA project

 4 separate cruises tested experimental gear compared to 
control – about 300 paired tows

 Catch separated by species – counted, measured, weighed

 Catch weights and bycatch rates compared and tested for 
significance



11/12/2013

6

Summary of Results
 Overall substantial reductions of flatfish bycatch

 Sig diff in catch weight for YT (33% reduction), winter 
(40%) and WP (46%) 

 Summer flounder and scallop not significant (19% and 10%)

 Sig diff in catch numbers – similar reductions

 Experimental gear less efficient at catching smaller scallops –
caught fewer scallops but larger scallops. So difference in 
number of scallops found, but not meat weight

Number of 
scallops
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AP input
 Does season and depth seem about right for higher WP 

bycatch rates? Figure 7 in Doc.#5

 Are the preliminary hotspots where you would expect them? 
Figure 8 in Doc.#5

 Responses for 5 questions about gear elements – Doc. # 4

 Are the data on hanging ratios from the observer database 
reflective of the fleet overall? Page 6-7 of Doc.#4


