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SUPPORTING STATEMENT 
PROGRESS REPORT: COOPERATIVE MINIMIZATION OF THE INCIDENTAL 

CATCH OF PACIFIC HALIBUT 
OMB CONTROL NO. 0648-XXXX 

 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
This is a request for a new collection of information. 
 
The North Pacific Fishery Management Council (Council) prepared the Fishery Management 
Plan for Groundfish of the Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands (BSAI) Management Area (FMP) 
under the authority of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act, 16 
U.S.C. 1801 et seq. (Magnuson-Stevens Act).  The FMP is implemented under regulations at 50 
CFR part 679. 
 
The Council manages the BSAI groundfish fisheries in which Pacific halibut are caught 
incidentally (bycatch).  At its February 2014 meeting, the Council reviewed a report on halibut 
bycatch in the BSAI groundfish fisheries.  The Council also received testimony from directed 
halibut fishery participants expressing concern about the impact of halibut bycatch on the halibut 
stock as well as the economic impacts of reduced directed fishery catch limits on halibut 
fishermen and on coastal communities in Alaska.  After reviewing the report and hearing this 
testimony, the Council expressed its intent to identify, as soon as possible, regulatory and non-
regulatory methods to reduce halibut bycatch in the groundfish fisheries to the extent practicable, 
in order to mitigate the negative economic impacts on directed halibut fishery participants and 
coastal communities. 
 
These progress reports will provide valuable, time-sensitive information for the Council's 
consideration of management program revisions to reduce bycatch of halibut in the BSAI 
groundfish fisheries to the extent practicable, consistent with the Magnuson-Stevens Act, and 
National Standards 1 and 9 in particular: “(1) Conservation and management measures shall prevent 
overfishing while achieving, on a continuing basis, the optimum yield from each fishery for the United 
States (U.S.) fishing industry”, and “(9) Conservation and management measures shall, to the extent 
practicable, (A) minimize bycatch and (B) to the extent bycatch cannot be avoided, minimize the 
mortality of such bycatch”.  The Council identified this item as an extremely high priority. 
 
The Pacific halibut stock has been continuously declining over the past decade due to decreasing 
size at age (fish aren't growing as large) and decreasing survival rate of juvenile halibut.  As a 
result of this stock decline and lower spawning biomass, halibut directed fishery catch limits 
have been reduced significantly in recent years.  In the International Pacific Halibut Commission 
(IPHC) halibut management areas, the halibut catch limits established by the IPHC were reduced 
by approximately 30 percent from 2013 to 2014, with additional declines expected next year.  
These additional declines may result in insufficient allocations for the directed halibut fishery to 
occur, which would have significant negative economic impacts on directed halibut fishermen 
and coastal communities in Alaska. 
 
At its February meeting, the Council also heard testimony from a number of BSAI groundfish 
sector participants.  A majority of these participants have developed cooperative structures for 
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their fishing operations, in which harvesters coordinate fishing activities to improve efficiency, 
increase economic value from the fishery, and reduce bycatch and discards.  In recognition that 
fishery participants may be able to use their cooperative structures to further reduce halibut 
bycatch, the Council requested that the BSAI groundfish sectors (American Fisheries Act (AFA) 
catcher/processors, AFA catcher vessels, Amendment 80, Freezer Longline, Western Alaska 
Community Development Quota) move forward with measures in their cooperative and/or inter-
cooperative agreements to minimize halibut bycatch, including: 
 
 ♦ Development of effective and verifiable measures for halibut avoidance 
 
 ♦ Individual accountability and use of incentives to reduce halibut bycatch 
 
Current regulations do not require BSAI sector participants to report measures in their 
cooperative and/or inter-cooperative agreements to minimize halibut bycatch to the Council or 
the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS).  Therefore, the Council requested that sector 
participants provide the Council with this information voluntarily.  Receiving this information 
from groundfish sector participants will enable to the Council to make informed decisions about 
the most effective regulatory management measures that might be used in conjunction with non-
regulatory measures to meet the Council's objective to reduce bycatch to the extent practicable. 
 
Several BSAI groundfish sector participants indicated their willingness to provide this 
information to the Council by the requested deadline.  These fishery participants specifically 
requested that the Council consider and recognize non-regulatory measures as an important 
component of reducing halibut bycatch, because the measures are likely to provide the fleet with 
more flexibility to adapt fishing operations to changing environmental and market conditions 
than regulatory measures. 
 
A. JUSTIFICATION 
 
1.  Explain the circumstances that make the collection of information necessary. 
 
The Council passed a motion in February 2014 requesting that each sector in the BSAI 
groundfish fisheries voluntarily provide a report to the Council on progress for implementing 
measures in their cooperative and inter-cooperative agreements to minimize the incidental catch 
of halibut.  These progress reports are to be provided to the Council at its June 2014 meeting. 
 
2.  Explain how, by whom, how frequently, and for what purpose the information will be 
used.  If the information collected will be disseminated to the public or used to support 
information that will be disseminated to the public, then explain how the collection 
complies with all applicable Information Quality Guidelines.  
 
a.  Progress report from BSAI cooperatives 
 
The purpose of the report is for each sector in the BSAI groundfish fisheries inform the Council 
of their progress on voluntary, non-regulatory methods they are using within their fishery 
cooperatives to avoid halibut bycatch in the BSAI groundfish fisheries.  The Council is currently 
considering regulatory revisions to provide additional incentives for the fleet to reduce halibut 
bycatch in these fisheries.   
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In February 2014, the Council received testimony from a number of BSAI groundfish industry 
participants describing measures their fleets or cooperatives are currently developing or have 
already undertaken to reduce halibut bycatch.  The Council would like to gather more 
information on these measures as it considers how it may best meet its objective to reduce 
halibut bycatch to the extent practicable. 
 
The report should describe the development of effective and verifiable measures for halibut 
avoidance, and individual accountability and use of incentives to reduce incidental catch of 
halibut in the groundfish fisheries.  There is no minimum length specified for the report. 
 
Participants are: 
 

AFA Catcher/Processor sector - 1 report 
 

AFA Catcher Vessel sector - from 1 to 7 reports (probably likely to do one, combined 
sector report, but there are 7 cooperatives within the sector) 

 
AFA Mothership sector - 1 report 

 
Amendment 80 sector - 2 reports 

 
Freezer longline sector - 1 report 

 
Western Alaska Community Development Quota (CDQ) sector - 1 report 

 
The report would be provided by electronic or paper submittal, perhaps with an additional oral 
presentation.  This report will be submitted only to the Council.  
 

Cooperative PSC Progress Report, Respondent 
Number of respondents 
Total annual responses  
   Frequency of response = 1 
Total burden hours  
   Time per response = 5 hr 
Total personnel cost ($37/hr) 
Total miscellaneous cost  (8.45) 
   Postage cost (.45 x 1 = .45) 
   Fax ($6 x 1 = 6) 
   Email 0.05 x 4 = 0.20) 
   Photocopy cost  (6 x 6 pp x 0.05 = 1.80) 

6 
6 

 
30 hrs 

 
$1,100 

$8 

 
Cooperative PSC Progress Report, Federal Government 
Total annual responses 
Total burden hours  
Total personnel cost  
Total miscellaneous cost 

0 
0 
0 
0 

 
It is anticipated that the information collected will be disseminated to the public or used to 
support publicly disseminated information.  The Council will retain control over the information 
and safeguard it from improper access, modification, and destruction, consistent with National 
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Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration (NOAA) standards for confidentiality, privacy, and 
electronic information.  See response to Question 10 of this Supporting Statement for more 
information on confidentiality and privacy. The information collection is designed to yield data 
that meet all applicable information quality guidelines. Prior to dissemination, the information 
will be subjected to quality control measures and a pre-dissemination review pursuant to Section 
515 of Public Law 106-554. 
 
3.  Describe whether, and to what extent, the collection of information involves the use of 
automated, electronic, mechanical, or other technological techniques or other forms of 
information technology. 
 
Instructions will be posted on the region’s Web site. The Cooperative Progress Report may be 
submitted to the Council electronically as an attachment to an email; it also could be submitted 
by courier, mail, or fax. 
 
4.  Describe efforts to identify duplication. 
 
This information collection is part of a specialized and technical program that is not like any 
other. 
 
5.  If the collection of information involves small businesses or other small entities, describe 
the methods used to minimize burden. 
 
Cooperatives are not small businesses or small entities; thus this information collection does not 
impose a significant impact on small entities. 
 
6.  Describe the consequences to the Federal program or policy activities if the collection is 
not conducted or is conducted less frequently. 
 
If the collection were not conducted or conducted less frequently, the information needed by the 
Council regarding progress on minimizing incidental catch of halibut detailing measures would 
not be available and the problems of incidental halibut catch would not be solved. 
 
7.  Explain any special circumstances that require the collection to be conducted in a 
manner inconsistent with OMB guidelines. 
 
No special circumstances exist. 
 
8.  Provide information on the PRA Federal Register Notice that solicited public comments 
on the information collection prior to this submission.  Summarize the public comments 
received in response to that notice and describe the actions taken by the agency in response 
to those comments.  Describe the efforts to consult with persons outside the agency to 
obtain their views on the availability of data, frequency of collection, the clarity of 
instructions and recordkeeping, disclosure, or reporting format (if any), and on the data 
elements to be recorded, disclosed, or reported. 
 
A Federal Register Notice was published (79 FR 12469, March 5, 2014) to solicit public 
comments. No comments were received. 
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9.  Explain any decisions to provide payments or gifts to respondents, other than 
remuneration of contractors or grantees. 
 
No payment or gift is provided under this program. 
 
10.  Describe any assurance of confidentiality provided to respondents and the basis for 
assurance in statute, regulation, or agency policy. 
 
This information is voluntary and is required to manage commercial fishing efforts under 50 
CFR part 680, under section 402(a) of the Magnuson-Stevens Act (16 U.S.C. 1801, et seq.) and 
under 16 U.S.C. 1862(j), North Pacific Fisheries Conservation.  The Council is not requesting 
that any confidential information be included in the report.  The reports will be posted on the 
Council's Web site.  
 
11.  Provide additional justification for any questions of a sensitive nature, such as sexual 
behavior and attitudes, religious beliefs, and other matters that are commonly considered 
private. 
 
This information collection does not involve information of a sensitive nature. 
 
12.  Provide an estimate in hours of the burden of the collection of information. 
 
Estimated total respondents: 6.  Estimated total responses: 6.  Estimated total burden: 30 hrs.  
Estimated total personnel costs: $1,100. 
 
13.  Provide an estimate of the total annual cost burden to the respondents or record-
keepers resulting from the collection (excluding the value of the burden hours in Question 
12 above). 
 
Estimated total miscellaneous costs:  $8. 
 
14.  Provide estimates of annualized cost to the Federal government. 
 
The Federal government will not incur any costs or burden. 
 
15.  Explain the reasons for any program changes or adjustments. 
 
This is a new program. 
 
16.  For collections whose results will be published, outline the plans for tabulation and 
publication. 
 
NMFS will not publish any results from this program. 
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17.  If seeking approval to not display the expiration date for OMB approval of the 
information collection, explain the reasons why display would be inappropriate. 
 
Not Applicable. 
18.  Explain each exception to the certification statement. 
 
Not Applicable. 
 
 
B.  COLLECTIONS OF INFORMATION EMPLOYING STATISTICAL METHODS 
 
This collection does not employ statistical methods.   
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 OMB Control No. 0648-xxxx 
Expiration Date: xx/xx/20xx 

 
 

BSAI Groundfish Sector Progress Report 
for voluntarily implementing measures to minimize halibut PSC 

 
Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 5 hours per response, including the 
time for reviewing instructions, searching existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and 
completing and reviewing the collection of information. No confidential information is requested as part of this 
report.  Notwithstanding any other provisions of the law, no person is required to respond to, nor shall any person 
be subjected to a penalty for failure to comply with, a collection of information subject to the requirements of the 
Paperwork Reduction Act, unless that collection of information displays a currently valid OMB Control Number.  

Applicability.   
BSAI groundfish sectors (American Fisheries Act (AFA) catcher/processors, AFA catcher vessels, 
Amendment 80, Freezer Longline, Western Alaska Community Development Quota) must submit to the 
Council a progress report on voluntarily implementing measures in their cooperative and/or inter-
cooperative agreements to minimize halibut Prohibited Species Catch (PSC).   
 
Time limits and submittal. 
The report must be received during the June 2 - 10, 2014, Council meeting.  The report may be provided 
by electronic or paper submittal, or oral presentation.   
 
Information required.  
BSAI Groundfish Sectors must provide to the Council voluntary measures to be implemented in their 
cooperative and/or inter-cooperative agreements. 
  
 ♦ Development of effective and verifiable measures for halibut avoidance 
 
 ♦ Individual accountability and use of incentives to reduce halibut prohibited species catch (PSC) 
 
Purpose 
The purpose of the report is for each sector in the Bering Sea and Aleutian Islands Management Area 
(BSAI) groundfish fisheries to inform the Council of its progress on voluntary, non-regulatory methods it 
is using within its fishery cooperative to avoid halibut bycatch in the BSAI groundfish fisheries.  The 
Council is currently considering regulatory revisions to provide additional incentives for the fleet to 
reduce halibut bycatch in these fisheries, if voluntary measures are deemed insufficient in managing 
halibut PSC.   
 
In February 2014, the Council received testimony from a number of BSAI groundfish industry 
participants describing measures their fleets or cooperatives are currently developing or have already 
undertaken to reduce halibut PSC.  The Council would like to gather more information on these measures 
as it considers how it may best meet its objective to reduce halibut PSC to the extent practicable. 
 
Participants, BSAI Groundfish Sectors 
 
 ♦ AFA Catcher/Processor sector - 1 report 
 
 ♦ AFA Catcher Vessel sector - from 1 to 7 reports (probably likely to do one, combined sector 

report, but there are 7 cooperatives within the sector) 
 
 ♦ AFA Mothership sector - 1 report 
 
 ♦ Amendment 80 sector - 2 reports 



 
 ♦ Freezer longline sector - 1 report 
 
 ♦ Western Alaska Community Development Quota (CDQ) sector - 1 report 
 
For more information, contact Jane DiCosimo, Council staff, 605 West Fourth Street, Suite 306, 
Anchorage, AK 99501.  Telephone:  (907) 271-2809.  Fax:  (907) 271-2817.  E-mail: www.npfmc.org 
 

http://www.npfmc.org/
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INCOME ELIGIBILITY GUIDELINES—Continued 
[Effective from July 1, 2014 to June 30, 2015] 

Household size 

Federal 
poverty 

guidelines 

Reduced price meals—185% Free meals—130% 

Annual 
Annual Monthly Twice per 

month 
Every two 

weeks Weekly Annual Monthly Twice per 
month 

Every two 
weeks Weekly 

7 ................................... 45,060 83,361 6,947 3,474 3,207 1,604 58,578 4,882 2,441 2,253 1,127 
8 ................................... 50,140 92,759 7,730 3,865 3,568 1,784 65,182 5,432 2,716 2,507 1,254 
For each add’l family 

member, add ............ 5,080 9,398 784 392 362 181 6,604 551 276 254 127 

HAWAII 

1 ................................... 13,420 24,827 2,069 1,035 955 478 17,446 1,454 727 671 336 
2 ................................... 18,090 33,467 2,789 1,395 1,288 644 23,517 1,960 980 905 453 
3 ................................... 22,760 42,106 3,509 1,755 1,620 810 29,588 2,466 1,233 1,138 569 
4 ................................... 27,430 50,746 4,229 2,115 1,952 976 35,659 2,972 1,486 1,372 686 
5 ................................... 32,100 59,385 4,949 2,475 2,285 1,143 41,730 3,478 1,739 1,605 803 
6 ................................... 36,770 68,025 5,669 2,835 2,617 1,309 47,801 3,984 1,992 1,839 920 
7 ................................... 41,440 76,664 6,389 3,195 2,949 1,475 53,872 4,490 2,245 2,072 1,036 
8 ................................... 46,110 85,304 7,109 3,555 3,281 1,641 59,943 4,996 2,498 2,306 1,153 
For each add’l family 

member, add ............ 4,670 8,640 720 360 333 167 6,071 506 253 234 117 

[FR Doc. 2014–04788 Filed 3–4–14; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3410–30–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Economic Development Administration 

Notice of Petitions by Firms for 
Determination of Eligibility To Apply 
for Trade Adjustment Assistance 

AGENCY: Economic Development 
Administration, Department of 
Commerce. 

ACTION: Notice and Opportunity for 
Public Comment. 

Pursuant to Section 251 of the Trade 
Act 1974, as amended (19 U.S.C. 2341 
et seq.), the Economic Development 
Administration (EDA) has received 
petitions for certification of eligibility to 
apply for Trade Adjustment Assistance 
from the firms listed below. 
Accordingly, EDA has initiated 
investigations to determine whether 
increased imports into the United States 
of articles like or directly competitive 

with those produced by each of these 
firms contributed importantly to the 
total or partial separation of the firm’s 
workers, or threat thereof, and to a 
decrease in sales or production of each 
petitioning firm. 

LIST OF PETITIONS RECEIVED BY EDA FOR CERTIFICATION ELIGIBILITY TO APPLY FOR TRADE ADJUSTMENT ASSISTANCE 
[2/4/2014 through 2/27/2014] 

Firm name Firm address 
Date 

accepted for 
investigation 

Product(s) 

Pro-Tech Interconnect Solu-
tions, LLC.

4300 Peavey Road, Chaska, 
MN 55318.

2/25/2014 The firm manufactures printed circuit boards. 

Any party having a substantial 
interest in these proceedings may 
request a public hearing on the matter. 
A written request for a hearing must be 
submitted to the Trade Adjustment 
Assistance for Firms Division, Room 
71030, Economic Development 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, DC 20230, no 
later than ten (10) calendar days 
following publication of this notice. 

Please follow the requirements set 
forth in EDA’s regulations at 13 CFR 
315.9 for procedures to request a public 
hearing. The Catalog of Federal 
Domestic Assistance official number 
and title for the program under which 
these petitions are submitted is 11.313, 
Trade Adjustment Assistance for Firms. 

Dated: February 27, 2014. 
Michael DeVillo, 
Eligibility Examiner. 
[FR Doc. 2014–04816 Filed 3–4–14; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–WH–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

Proposed Information Collection; 
Comment Request; Progress Report 
on Cooperative Halibut Prohibited 
Species Catch Minimization 

AGENCY: National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration, 
Commerce. 

ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: The Department of 
Commerce, as part of its continuing 
effort to reduce paperwork and 
respondent burden, invites the general 
public and other Federal agencies to 
take this opportunity to comment on 
proposed and/or continuing information 
collections, as required by the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. 

DATES: Written comments must be 
submitted on or before May 5, 2014. 

ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments 
to Jennifer Jessup, Departmental 
Paperwork Clearance Officer, 
Department of Commerce, Room 6616, 
14th and Constitution Avenue NW., 
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Washington, DC 20230 (or via the 
Internet at JJessup@doc.gov). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Requests for additional information or 
copies of the information collection 
instrument and instructions should be 
directed to Patsy A. Bearden, (907) 586– 
7008 or Patsy.Bearden@noaa.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Abstract 
This request is for a new information 

collection. 
The North Pacific Fisheries 

Management Council (Council) passed a 
motion in February 2014 requesting that 
each sector in the Bering Sea and 
Aleutian Islands Management Area 
(BSAI) groundfish fisheries voluntarily 
provide a report to the Council on 
progress for implementing measures in 
their cooperative and inter-cooperative 
agreements to minimize the incidental 
catch of halibut. These progress reports 
are to be provided to the Council at its 
June 2014 meeting. 

II. Method of Collection 
Respondents have a choice of either 

electronic or paper forms. Methods of 
submittal include email of electronic 
forms, and mail and facsimile 
transmission of paper forms. 

III. Data 

OMB Control Number: None. 
Form Number: None. 
Type of Review: Regular submission 

(request for a new information 
collection). 

Affected Public: Business or other for- 
profit organizations. 

Estimated Number of Respondents: 6. 
Estimated Time per Response: 5 

hours. 
Estimated Total Annual Burden 

Hours: 30. 
Estimated Total Annual Cost to 

Public: $10 in recordkeeping/reporting 
costs. 

IV. Request for Comments 

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether 
the proposed collection of information 
is necessary for the proper performance 
of the functions of the agency, including 
whether the information shall have 
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the 
agency’s estimate of the burden 
(including hours and cost) of the 
proposed collection of information; 

(c) ways to enhance the quality, 
utility, and clarity of the information to 
be collected; and (d) ways to minimize 
the burden of the collection of 
information on respondents, including 
through the use of automated collection 
techniques or other forms of information 
technology. 

Comments submitted in response to 
this notice will be summarized and/or 
included in the request for OMB 
approval of this information collection; 
they also will become a matter of public 
record. 

Dated: February 28, 2014. 
Gwellnar Banks, 
Management Analyst, Office of the Chief 
Information Officer. 
[FR Doc. 2014–04854 Filed 3–4–14; 8:45 am] 
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AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries 
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), 
Commerce. 
ACTION: Notice of SEDAR 38 Assessment 
Workshop for South Atlantic and Gulf 
of Mexico King Mackerel. 

SUMMARY: The SEDAR 38 assessment of 
the South Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico 
King Mackerel will consist of: a Data 
Workshop; an Assessment Workshop 
and webinars; and a Review Workshop. 
See SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION. 
DATES: The SEDAR 38 Assessment 
Workshop will be held from 1 p.m. on 
March 24, 2014 until 12 p.m. on March 
28, 2014; the Assessment webinars and 
Review Workshop dates and times will 
publish in a subsequent issue in the 
Federal Register. See SUPPLEMENTARY 
INFORMATION. 

ADDRESSES: Meeting Address: The 
SEDAR 38 Assessment Workshop will 
be held at the Courtyard Miami Coconut 
Grove, 2649 South Bayshore Drive, 
Miami, FL 33133; telephone: (800) 321– 
2211. 

SEDAR Address: 4055 Faber Place 
Drive, Suite 201, N. Charleston, SC 
29405. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Julie 
Neer, SEDAR Coordinator; telephone: 
(843) 571–4366 or toll free (866) 
SAFMC–10; fax: (843) 769–4520; email: 
julie.neer@safmc.net. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The Gulf 
of Mexico, South Atlantic, and 
Caribbean Fishery Management 
Councils, in conjunction with NOAA 
Fisheries and the Atlantic and Gulf 
States Marine Fisheries Commissions 

have implemented the Southeast Data, 
Assessment and Review (SEDAR) 
process, a multi-step method for 
determining the status of fish stocks in 
the Southeast Region. SEDAR is a three 
step process including: (1) Data 
Workshop; (2) Assessment Process 
utilizing a workshop and webinars; and 
(3) Review Workshop. The product of 
the Data Workshop is a data report 
which compiles and evaluates potential 
datasets and recommends which 
datasets are appropriate for assessment 
analyses. The product of the Assessment 
Process is a stock assessment report 
which describes the fisheries, evaluates 
the status of the stock, estimates 
biological benchmarks, projects future 
population conditions, and recommends 
research and monitoring needs. The 
assessment is independently peer 
reviewed at the Review Workshop. The 
product of the Review Workshop is a 
Summary documenting panel opinions 
regarding the strengths and weaknesses 
of the stock assessment and input data. 
Participants for SEDAR Workshops are 
appointed by the Gulf of Mexico, South 
Atlantic, and Caribbean Fishery 
Management Councils and NOAA 
Fisheries Southeast Regional Office and 
Southeast Fisheries Science Center. 
Participants include: data collectors and 
database managers; stock assessment 
scientists, biologists, and researchers; 
constituency representatives including 
fishermen, environmentalists, and non- 
governmental organizations (NGOs); 
international experts; and staff of 
Councils, Commissions, and state and 
federal agencies. 

The items of discussion in the 
Assessment Workshop agenda are as 
follows: 

1. Participants will use datasets and 
initial assessment analysis 
recommended from the Data Workshop 
to employ assessment models to 
evaluate stock status, estimate 
population benchmarks and 
management criteria, and project future 
conditions. 

2. Participants will recommend the 
most appropriate methods and 
configurations for determining stock 
status and estimating population 
parameters. 

Although non-emergency issues not 
contained in this agenda may come 
before this group for discussion, those 
issues may not be the subject of formal 
action during these meetings. Action 
will be restricted to those issues 
specifically identified in this notice and 
any issues arising after publication of 
this notice that require emergency 
action under section 305(c) of the 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act, 
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