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PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT SUBMISSION

Please read the instructions before completing this form. For additional forms or assistance in completing this form, contact y

our agency's

Paperwork Clearance Officer. Send two copies of this form, the collection instrument to be reviewed, the supporting statement, and any

additional documentation to: Office of Information and Regulatory Affairs, Office of Management and Budget, Docket Library, Ro om 10102,
725 17th Street NW, Washington, DC 20503.
1. Agency/Subagency originating request 2. OMB control number b.[ ] None
DOC/NOAA/NMFS/ST1 a. 0648 . 0380
3. Type of information collection (check one) 4. Type of review requested (check one)
a. [l 1] Regular submission
a.[ ] New Collection b. Emergency - Approval requested by / /
(o Delegated

b.[ ] Revision of a currently approved collection
c. [l 1] Extension of a currently approved collection

d.[ ] Reinstatement, without change, of a previously approved
collection for which approval has expired

e.[ ] Reinstatement, with change, of a previously approved
collection for which approval has expired

f. [ ] Existing collection in use without an OMB control number

For b-f, note Item A2 of Supporting Statement instructions

5. Small entities ) o o
Will this information collection have a significant economic impact on
a substantial number of small entities? [ ]Yes [ 1] No

6. Requested expiration date
a. [| 1] Three years from approval date b. [ ] Other Specify:

7. Title LargePelagicsFishingSurvey

8. Agency form number(s) (if applicable)

9. Keywords Fish,Fishing,Fisheries

10. Abstract

The LargePelagicFishingSurveyconsistof docksideandtelephonesurveysof recreationaanglersfor largepelagicfish (tunas sharks,

andbillfish) in the Atlantic Ocean. The surveyprovidesthe NationalMarine FisheriesService(NMFS) with informationto monitor
catchof bluefintunaandmarlin. Catchmonitoringin thesefisheriesandcollectionof catchandeffort statisticsfor all pelagicfish is
requiredunderthe Atlantic TunasConventionAct andthe Magnuson-Stever&SisheryConservatiorandManagemen#ct. The
informationcollectedis essentiafor the United StateqU.S.) to meetits reportingobligationsto the InternationalCommissiorfor the

Conservatiorf Atlantic Tuna.

11. Affected public (Mark primary with "P" and all others that apply with "x")

a. _V Individuals or households d. Farms
b. _X_Business or other for-profite. Federal Government
c. Not-for-profit institutions ~ f. State, Local or Tribal Government

12. Obligation to respond (check one)
a.[ ] Voluntary
b.[ ]Required to obtain or retain benefits
c. [1 1] Mandatory

13. Annual recordkeeping and reporting burden
a. Number of respondents 15,024

b. Total annual responses 25,557
1. Percentage of these responses
collected electronically 0 %
c. Total annual hours requested 3,608
d. Current OMB inventory 3,608
e. Difference 0

f. Explanation of difference
1. Program change
2. Adjustment

14. Annual reporting and recordkeeping cost burden (in thousands of
dollars)
a. Total annualized capital/startup costs

b. Total annual costs (O&M)

c. Total annualized cost requested

d. Current OMB inventory

o|o| o o|o

e. Difference

f. Explanation of difference
1. Program change

o|o

2. Adjustment

15. Purpose of information collection (Mark primary with "P" and all
others that apply with "X")

a. ___ Application for benefits e. __Program planning or management
b. __ Program evaluation f._X Research

c. _P General purpose statistics g._X_Regulatory or compliance

d. __ Audit

16. Frequency of recordkeeping or reporting (check all that apply)
a. [ ] Recordkeeping b.[ ] Third party disclosure
c. [ ] Reporting
1.1 1] On occasion 2. [ 1] Weekly
4.[ ]Quarterly 5.[ ] Semi-annually
7.[ ]1Biennially  8.[ ]Other (describe)

3.[ ] Monthly
6. [ 1] Annually

17. Statistical methods
Does this information collection employ statistical methods
[1] Yes [ 1No

18. Agency Contact (person who can best answer questions regarding
the content of this submission)

Name: JOhnFoster
Phone: (301)427-8130

OMB 83-I

10/95




19. Certification for Paperwork Reduction Act Submissions

On behalf of this Federal Agency, | certify that the collection of information encompassed by this request complies with
5 CFR 1320.9

NOTE: The text of 5 CFR 1320.9, and the related provisions of 5 CFR 1320.8(b)(3), appear at the end of the
instructions. The certification is to be made with reference to those regulatory provisions as set forth in
the instructions.

The following is a summary of the topics, regarding the proposed collection of information, that the certification covers:

(a) It is necessary for the proper performance of agency functions;
(b) It avoids unnecessary duplication;
(c) It reduces burden on small entities;
(d) It used plain, coherent, and unambiguous terminology that is understandable to respondents;
(e) Its implementation will be consistent and compatible with current reporting and recordkeeping practices;
(f) It indicates the retention period for recordkeeping requirements;
(9) It informs respondents of the information called for under 5 CFR 1320.8(b)(3):
(i) Why the information is being collected;
(i) Use of information;
(iii) Burden estimate;
(iv) Nature of response (voluntary, required for a benefit, mandatory);
(v) Nature and extent of confidentiality; and
(vi) Need to display currently valid OMB control number;

(h) It was developed by an office that has planned and allocated resources for the efficient and effective manage-
ment and use of the information to be collected (see note in Item 19 of instructions);

(i) It uses effective and efficient statistical survey methodology; and
() It makes appropriate use of information technology.

If you are unable to certify compliance with any of the provisions, identify the item below and explain the reason in
Item 18 of the Supporting Statement.

Signature of Senior Official or designee Date

OMB 83-I
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Agency Certification (signature of Assistant Administrator, Deputy Assistant Administrator, Line Office Chief Information Officer,
head of MB staff for L.O.s, or of the Director of a Program or StaffOffice)

Signature Date
signed by David Detlor, Deputy Director, Science and Technology 4/17/2017
Signature of NOAA Clearance Officer
Date

Slnature BRABSON.SARAH.1
365710488

Digitally signed by BRABSON.SARAH.1365710488
DN: c=US, 0=U.S. Government, ou=DoD, ou=PKI,
ou=0THER, cn=BRABSON.SARAH.1365710488
Date: 2017.06.02 15:37:00 -04'00'
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SUPPORTING STATEMENT
LARGE PELAGICS FISHING SURVEY
OMB CONTROL NO. 0648-0380
A JUSTIFICATION

1. Explain the circumstances that make the collection of information necessary.

This request is for extension of a currently approved collection, to continue the Large Pelagics
Fishing Survey in all states along the Atlantic and Gulf Coasts, as well as Puerto Rico.

The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) is responsible for monitoring and managing
United States (U.S.) marine fisheries resources. Collection of information regarding fishing
for large pelagic species (tunas, billfishes, swordfish, and sharks) is necessary to fulfill the
following statutory requirements: Atlantic Tunas Convention Act (16 U.S.C. 971 et seq.),
the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.),
and to meet administrative requirements of the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS)
Marine Recreational Fishery Policy implemented to comply with Executive Order 12962 on
Recreational Fisheries.

The Atlantic Tunas Convention Act at 16 U.S.C. 971d(c)(3)(l) provides the Secretary of
Commerce the authority to “require any commercial or recreational fisherman to obtain a
permit from the Secretary and report the quantity of catch of a regulated species”. Section
303(a) of the Magnuson-Stevens Act specifies data and analyses to be included in Fishery
Management Plans (FMPs), as well as pertinent data, which shall be submitted to the Secretary
of Commerce under the plan. Recommendation One of the NMFS Marine Recreational
Fishery (MRF) Policy focuses on developing “a comprehensive data acquisition and analysis
system (participation, catch, effort and socio-economic data) on a regular, continuing basis” in
support of the Executive Order 12962 requirement to assess the implementation and evaluate
achievements of the “Recreational Fishery Resources Conservation Plan.”

Because highly migratory species are only sought on a relatively small proportion of the total
marine recreational angler fishing trips made, the fishing effort directed at such species, and
the resulting angler catches are generally not estimated very precisely or accurately by general
(all species) recreational surveys. Therefore, the Large Pelagics Survey (LPS) was designed as
a specialized survey that would focus specifically on the recreational fishery directed at large
pelagic, also called highly migratory, species. This specialization has allowed higher levels of
sampling needed to provide more precise and accurate estimates of pelagic fishing effort and
catches of large pelagic species.

This request is to implement the LPS in all states along the Atlantic and Gulf Coasts, as well as
Puerto Rico. The LPS consists of two complementary surveys: a directory frame telephone
survey of tuna and/or HMS permit holders to obtain fishing effort information (Large Pelagic
Telephone Survey or LPTS), and a dockside survey which collects catch information and also
estimates the proportion of vessels fishing for large pelagics that are not on the telephone
frame (Large Pelagic Intercept Survey or LPIS). Results from the two survey components are


https://www.law.cornell.edu/uscode/text/16/chapter-16A
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/sfa/laws_policies/msa/documents/msa_amended_2007.pdf
https://www.fedcenter.gov/Bookmarks/index.cfm?id=691

combined to estimate total landings of Highly Migratory Species. In addition, we are
requesting approval to continue to implement the Large Pelagic Biological Survey (LPBS) to
collect supplemental weight and length measurements of landed fish through independent
dockside sampling, as well as LPIS Validation telephone calls to validate LPIS data.
Implementation of certain components will depend on fiscal year funding and NMFS priorities.
The proposed annual reporting burden anticipates full funding for all data collection
components.

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 applicable Information Quality Guidelines.

NMFS, regional fishery management councils, interstate marine fisheries commissions, and state
fishery agencies use the data in developing, implementing and monitoring fishery management
programs. Failure to conduct these data collections would prevent the Secretary from meeting
statutory requirements of the Magnuson-Stevens Act. In addition, NMFS would be unable to
implement Recommendation One of its Marine Recreational Fisheries (MRF) Policy with a
resulting loss in service and credibility to the MRF constituency. Catch and effort statistics are
fundamental for assessing the influence of fishing on any stock of fish. The quantities taken, the
fishing effort, and both the seasonal and geographic distributions of the catch and effort are
required for the development of regional management policies and plans. Accurate and timely
catch statistics collected over the range of a species must be used in association with biological
studies to perform the stock assessments necessary for monitoring the effectiveness of fishery
management planning for optimum yield. Several large pelagic species are now being managed
under FMP quota or landings limit systems, which include recreational fishery components. For
example, this collection has been the key source of data used to monitor recreational quotas for
the harvest of bluefin tuna in the Mid-Atlantic and southern New England regions. Catch
distributions, harvested size distributions, and other indices obtained in this data collection have
formed the basis of fishery management plans and used in stock assessments for Atlantic highly
migratory species such as tunas, billfish, swordfish and sharks.

Specific data elements that will be collected from the different LPS components include:

Large Pelagic Telephone Survey

a. Questions about the type of fishing activity are used to confirm that the boat is not a
commercial or for-hire fishing vessel,

b. A question about targeted species is used to confirm that the vessel is eligible for the
survey,

c. Number of total fishing trips and number of fishing trips targeting large pelagic species
are used to estimate the total number of fishing trips,

d. Questions about the launch characteristics (time, location, etc.) are compared to LPIS
samples to determine if samples are representative fishing activity,

e. The targeted species is used to confirm that reported trips were LPS trips,

f. Questions about trip characteristics (number of anglers, number of fishing lines, fishing
method, etc.) are used to produce alternative measures of fishing effort,



g. Catch questions are used to assess coverage of the LPIS (e.g., catch at private access sites
not covered by the LPIS).

Large Pelagic Intercept Survey

a. Questions about permit status, registration numbers, and the name of the boat are used to
determine if vessel is on LPTS sample frame,

b. Targeted species is used to determine if the intercepted trip is eligible for the survey,

c. Number of fishing lines, number of people fishing, time spent fishing, bait and fishing
method are used to estimate different measures of fishing effort,

d. Location of fishing and distance from shore distinguishes federal trips from state trips
and provides more detailed spatial information on catch and effort

e. Number caught by species is used to estimate catch rates,

Large Pelagic Biological Survey

a. Name of the boat and Federal HMS fishing permit number determine if the vessel is
included on the LPTS sample frame,

b. Type of fishing is used to provide biological information by gear type,

c. Questions about tournament fishing are used to distinguish biological information for
tournament and non-tournament fishing and determine if LPBS samples are
representative of all types of fishing activity.

d. Location of fishing is used to provide size distributions for different locations.

LPIS Telephone Validation

a. Questions about the boat name and fishing site name are used to confirm the identity of
the respondent,

b. A questions is asked to confirm that the respondent was interviewed for the LPIS,

c. Questions about targeted species and catch are used to confirm that LPIS responses are
accurate and recorded properly,

d. Questions about the activity of the LPIS interviewer are asked to confirm that the LPIS
interview was conducted properly.

It is anticipated that the information collected will be disseminated to the public or used to
support publicly disseminated information. NMFS will retain control over the information and
safeguard it from improper access, modification, and destruction, consistent with 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 of other forms of
information technoloqy.

LPS Dockside interview forms (both intercept and biological sampling) are scanned using
Optical Character Recognition (OCR) technology for maximum efficiency and data accuracy.


http://www.fws.gov/informationquality/section515.html

The Large Pelagic Telephone Survey utilizes Computer-Assisted Telephone Interviewing
(CATI) technology with built-in error and logic checks and skip patterns that both reduce the
response burden and improve on data quality. In addition, a Web tool Internet reporting option
was added for the Large Pelagic Telephone Survey in an effort to increase response rates.

4. Describe efforts to identify duplication.

NMFS has the lead Federal responsibility for collection of data from marine recreational
fishermen and coordinates informational needs with other agencies. NMFS has also worked
with State fishery agencies each year to coordinate data collection efforts and avoid
duplication. In some cases, NMFS employs State personnel under contract to conduct field
interviewing. A specialized data collection such as the LPS overlaps to a minor extent with
NMFS’” more comprehensive Marine Recreational Information Program (MRIP) surveys
(0648-0652 and 0648-0659). Such overlap is minimal because the MRIP is designed to cover
marine recreational fishing for all finfish species, including many sites on inland bays and
estuaries. Because large pelagic species typically occur further offshore, requiring larger
vessels and specialized gear, the participants tend to use specific ports located at points of
ocean access. Contacts with anglers who fished for large pelagic species are relatively rare in
the MRIP samples and relatively few respondents are surveyed by both the LPS and the
MRIP in a given year. However, anglers who fish for large pelagic species, but also fish for
other species, are not excluded from MRIP sampling because representative sampling of
their fishing trips in relation to other marine recreational angler fishing trips is necessary to
avoid biasing catch estimates for any given species.

NMFS also requires anglers to report their landings of Atlantic bluefin tuna and billfish directly
via a toll-free number, via the internet, or via landings cards in the states of North Carolina and
Maryland for real-time quota monitoring. This requirement is covered under OMB No. 0648-
0328. Although these other data collections overlap to a minor extent with the LPS (i.e., only
trips landing bluefin tuna, billfish, or swordfish are affected), they do not collect information on
all the other finfish species caught on large pelagic fishing trips nor do they collect information
on fish released or discarded, which is needed for Federal fisheries management. The LPS is the
only survey designed to obtain accurate and precise marine recreational fishery catch information
for all large pelagic species. In addition, to the extent overlap occurs (e.g., a person directly
reporting bluefin tuna is also selected for a dockside or telephone interview), the information is
useful to assess compliance with the direct reporting requirement. Therefore, data from these
other programs have been used in a complementary manner along with LPS data.

5. If the collection of information involves small businesses or other small entities, describe
the methods used to minimize burden.

All charterboat respondents to the LPS are considered to be small businesses. Charter boat
businesses are frequent respondents due to the high level of fishing effort relative to private
recreational vessels. The survey instruments have been restricted in length to minimize response
time per interview, and randomized sampling will distribute dockside reporting burdens among
individual charter boat operators.



6. Describe the consequences to the Federal program or policy activities if the collection is
not conducted or is conducted less frequently.

An annual survey of recreational anglers is required to monitor changing conditions in the
fishery and support modifications in fishery regulations for each fishing year. A continuous time
series of data is scientifically essential. Without continued data collections, the U.S. would not be
able to meet essential monitoring and reporting requirements to international treaties that we are
party to and domestic management of highly migratory species would be compromised
significantly. Due to shifting migratory patterns, spatial availability to recreational anglers,
pulse-like nature of these fisheries, and other factors, landings and size distribution of many large
pelagics fluctuate significantly from year to year. Important changes taking place in the fishery
and the stock status may be undetected if the LPS were not conducted every year.

7. Explain any special circumstances that require the collection to be conducted in a
manner inconsistent with OMB guidelines.

Not Applicable.

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 (Vol. 81, No. 221) published on November 16, 2016 solicited
public comment on this collection. There were no substantive comments.

MRIP is a collaborative effort among government agencies, independent scientists, recreational
fishing groups and conservation organizations to ensure scientifically rigorous collection of
appropriate information that meets manager and stakeholder needs. Subsequently, MRIP staff
members maintain regular communication with customers, through workshops, workgroup
meetings and one-on-one consultations. For example, The MRIP Executive Steering Committee
(ESC), which includes senior managers from NOAA Fisheries, the Executive Directors of the
Interstate Marine Fisheries Commissions, and a representative from the Marine Fisheries
Advisory Committee, provides general oversight of MRIP and ensures that the program satisfies
Federal, state and stakeholder needs for recreational fishing statistics. The ESC meets annually
to review program activities, strategically allocate funds to addresses data needs and approve
research priorities. The ESC most recently met in February, 2016. Similarly, the MRIP
Operations Team (OT), which is responsible for developing and testing improved data collection
designs, includes representatives from NOAA Fisheries headquarters, regional offices and
science centers, the Interstate Marine Fisheries Commissions and state natural resource agencies.
The OT meets 1-2 times each year to identify regional and state needs for recreational fishing
statistics and develop research priorities. The most recent OT meeting was in November 2016.
In addition, NOAA staff participate in biannual meetings with the Atlantic Highly Migratory



Species Advisory Panel (HMS AP), which represents commercial and recreational fishing
interests, the scientific community, and the environmental community who are knowledgeable
about Atlantic HMS and/or Atlantic HMS fisheries. Recent feedback and questions resulting
from these forums include the following:
e Optimize sampling to improve standard errors for rare event species. Response: We
regularly evaluate sampling allocations to maximize the efficiency of data collections.
e Expand HMS data collections to additional regions. Response: Expansion of data
collections to additional regions is contingent upon the availability of additional funding.
e Consolidate different reporting requirements into single data collection. Response: Over
the past several years, we have integrated the LPS with mandatory reporting requirements
in North Carolina in Maryland. In addition, MRIP is collaborating with state and Federal
partners to design and test logbook data collections for federally permitted vessels.

9. Explain any decisions to provide payments of gifts to respondents, other than
remuneration of contractors of grantees.

Neither payments nor gifts will be provided to respondents.

10. Describe any assurance of confidentiality provided to respondents and the basis for
assurance in stature, requlation, or agency policy.

Responses to LPS questions by federally permitted fishing vessels are mandatory. Consequently,
responses are kept confidential as required by section 402(b) of the Magnuson-Stevens

and NOAA Administrative Order 216-100, Confidentiality of Fisheries Statistics, and will not be
released for public use except in aggregate statistical form without identification as to its source.
Section 402(b) stipulates that data required to be submitted under an FMP shall be confidential
and shall not be released except to Federal employees and Council staff responsible for FMP
monitoring and development or when required under court order. Data such as personal
addresses and phone numbers will remain confidential.

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.

No questions of a sensitive nature are requested in this collection of information.

12. Provide an estimate in hours of the burden of the collection of information.

The total annual burden for the LPS is estimated at 3,608 hours, for an estimated 25,557
responses by 15,024 unduplicated respondents. An hourly labor rate of $23.23 is based on the
average for all civilian workers from the National Compensation Survey
(http://www.bls.gov/oes/current/oes_nat.htm#00-0000). There are no other costs to
respondents. There are also no recordkeeping requirements associated with the Large Pelagic
Survey. A total of 3,608 burden hours is anticipated, resulting in a labor cost to respondents of
approximately $83,814.


http://www.corporateservices.noaa.gov/ames/administrative_orders/chapter_216/216-100.html

Calculations for specific components are as follows:
(a) Large Pelagics Telephone Survey

Based on the HMS permit list size (i.e., sample frame) and previous year’s sampling effort, the
estimated target interview sample size for future years is 15,900 for the Northeast and Southeast
Regions combined. Due to the random selection process, some will be contacted more than
once and some not at all. Estimates of the number of respondents contacted given this sample
size of interviews were determined from 2016 results. Because calls are made on a bi-weekly
basis to collect information about a two-week period of fishing activity, it is important that a
representative sample be obtained. This requires that prior respondents be eligible for
resampling in future weeks.

The LPTS target sample size is 15,900 interviews. Since some respondents will be selected
more than once per year, based on prior years’ data this sample size will result in an estimated
12,020 unduplicated respondents to the LPTS. The average time per completed interview is
estimated to be 11 minutes. The estimated LPTS burden for 15,900 interviews is 2,915
hours.

(b) Large Pelagics Intercept Survey

At full funding, a total of 7,870 dockside interviews will be targeted annually at LPS sites. This
includes interviewing in the Northeast and Southeast Regions. Since some respondents will be
selected for LPIS more than once per year, this sample size will result in an estimated 3,803
unduplicated respondents to the LPIS. Based on prior years, it is estimated that 21% (799) of
these respondents will also have been interviewed for the LPTS, reducing the 3,803 figure to
3,004). The average response burden for the 7,870 interviews is estimated at 5 minutes per
intercept for a total of 656 total hours. In addition, field interviewer performance would be
evaluated by validating 10 percent of dockside intercepts via a follow-up telephone call. The 787
calls (1.5 minutes each) would add 20 hours to the annual burden estimate. Total burden for the
dockside survey would be 676 hours annually.

(c) Large Pelagics Biological Survey

Supplemental biological sampling interviews are estimated at 1 minute per intercept because few
questions are asked of anglers and length/weight data and samples are obtained directly from the
fish. At a sampling level of 1,000 interviews per year of intercept respondents in (b) (including
biological sampling in the Northeast, Southeast and Gulf), the total annual burden for the
supplemental biological sampling is estimated at 17 hours.

13. Provide an estimate of the total annual cost burden to the respondents of record
keepers resulting from the collection (excluding the value of the burden hours in Question

12 above).

These data collections will incur no cost burden on respondents beyond the costs of response
time.




14. Provide estimates of annualized cost to the Federal government.

At a fully funded level, the average annual cost to the Federal government is approximately
$2,042,754, divided as follows: $1,792,754 in contract award money and $250,000 in
professional staff, overhead and computing costs.

15. Explain the reasons for any program changes or adjustments.

There are no program changes or adjustments.

16. For collections whose results will be published, outline the plans for tabulation and
publication.

LPS data and estimates will be included in annual catch reports to the International Commission
for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas (ICCAT) and several documents frequently produced in
support of NMFS rulemakings (e.g., Environmental Assessments, Regulatory Impact Reviews,
Stock Assessment and Fishery Evaluation Reports). LPS data can also be accessed online

at: www.st.nmfs.noaa.gov/recreational-fisheries/access-data/run-a-data-query/queries/index
Additional summaries of data may be included in the annual NMFS publication "Fisheries of the
United States".

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.


http://www.st.nmfs.noaa.gov/recreational-fisheries/access-data/run-a-data-query/queries/index

SUPPORTING STATEMENT
LARGE PELAGICS FISHING SURVEY
OMB CONTROL NO. 0648-0380

B. COLLECTIONS OF INFORMATION EMPLOYING STATISTICAL METHODS

1. Describe (including a numerical estimate) the potential respondent universe and any
sampling or other respondent selection method to be used. Data on the number of entities
(e.g., establishments, State and local governmental units, households, or persons) in the
universe and the corresponding sample are to be provided in tabular form. The
tabulation must also include expected response rates for the collection as a whole. If the
collection has been conducted before, provide the actual response rate achieved.

The LPS utilizes a "complemented surveys" approach, which includes both a telephone survey of
permit holders to estimate fishing effort and an intercept survey of anglers and captains at fishing
sites to obtain catch data and biological data. This approach was developed and tested over a
period of several years to minimize response and sampling errors for the different data elements.
The survey is administered each year from June-October.

Large Pelagic Telephone Survey (LPTS)

The LPTS is a bi-weekly, cross-sectional telephone survey designed to estimate the total number
of fishing trips that target large pelagic species, such as tunas, billfish and sharks. The sample
universe for the survey includes all vessels (with associated vessel owners/permit holders)
federally permitted to fish for highly migratory species (HMS). Sampling is stratified by state or
geographic region (group of states). For each bi-weekly reference period, a representative
sample is selected for each stratum from the permit frame. Table 1 provides the sample universe
and the weekly and annual target sample size for each stratum. In the most recent year (2016),
the LPTS achieved a response rate of 66%.

Table 1. LPTS estimated sample universe, total sample and estimated number of completed
interviews.

swe | Egmaed | sty | Al G
Interviews
NH/ME 1,578 129 1,160 759
MA 4,167 300 3,305 2,199
CT/RI 1,549 165 1,810 1,213
NY 2,371 180 1,980 1,301
NJ 3,560 254 2,799 1,787
DE/ME 2,288 167 1,836 1,254
VA 1,211 127 1,214 846
NC 1,967 200 2,195 1427
SCIGA 640 65 714 464
FL 4,259 432 4754 3090




AL/MS 706 72 788 512
LA 718 73 802 521
> 726 74 811 527

Total 25,740 24,168 15,900

Large Pelagic Intercept Survey (LPIS)

The LPIS is a monthly survey of completed fishing trips designed to estimate catch rates (catch
per trip) by species for fishing trips that target large pelagic species. As with the LPTS, monthly
sampling is stratified by state or region. Within state, sampling is further stratified by kind of
day (weekend or weekday). The sample universe for the LPIS is the estimated 575,000 fishing
trips targeting large pelagic species. From this universe, we sample approximately 7,870
completed fishing trips each year. Table 2 provides the estimated sample universe and annual
target sample size for each state. In 2016, the LPIS achieved a response rate of nearly 96%
(approximately 1% of intercepted anglers refused to participate in the survey 3% were missed
due to ongoing interviews).

As in previous years, sampling for the LPIS will be conducted using a three-stage cluster
sampling design where a specific day and geographic area for returning boats will be randomly
selected in the first stage, a cluster of fishing trips returning to that area on that day will be
selected in the second stage, and a subset of those trips will be sampled in the third stage. Each
interviewing site, or site cluster, shall be categorized according to its total expectation of eligible
interviews and assigned a weight based on that categorization. The relative weight of each site or
site cluster will determine its probability of selection in the random draw conducted as the first
stage of LPIS sampling. This probability-proportional-to-size (PPS) approach assures a relatively
high level of interviewing productivity because the “high expectation” sites, or site clusters, will
be selected for interviewing more frequently than the “low expectation” sites.

Table 2. LPIS estimated sample universe and the targeted number of completed interviews.

State Estimated Annual

Trips Sample
NH/ME 5,338 235
MA 15,965 615
CT/RI 3,955 220
NY 8,527 510
NJ 10,690 610
DE/ME 7,112 855
VA 3,021 435
NC 52,249 650
SC/GA 15,332 440

FL 400,379 1,820

AL/MS 29,798 480
LA 10,542 480




X 12,500 520
Total 575,408 7,870

Large Pelagic Biological Survey (LPBS)

The LPBS collects additional length, weight and other biological information for key
management species. The design of the survey is very similar to the LPIS and consists of
intercepting captains/mates/owners who have just completed a fishing trip and recording
various lengths and weights by species. Additional information such as date, site and vessel
name, vessel type, and if possible, gender of each fish will also be recorded during biological
assignments. The annual target sample size for the LPBS is 1,000 interviews, selected from
among the 575,408 fishing trips targeting large pelagic species. We anticipate that the
response rate for LPBS will be similar to the LPIS, 90-95%.

As in previous years, the LPBS sampling effort will attempt to maximize the number of landed
bluefin tuna available for sampling, and possibly target other high priority species for biological
sampling as specified by NMFS. The sampling could include any combination of four different
LPBS assignment types as follows: Fixed Date / Fixed Site(s), Fixed Date / Roving Site(s),
Tournament, and Opportunistic.

2. Describe the procedures for the collection, including: the statistical methodology for
stratification and sample selection; the estimation procedure; the degree of accuracy
needed for the purpose described in the justification; any unusual problems requiring
specialized sampling procedures; and any use of periodic (less frequent than annual) data
collection cycles to reduce burden.

The LPS is used by NMFS to monitor recreational fisheries for large pelagics including tunas,
billfish, sharks, dolphinfish, amberjack and wahoo. The LPS is used to collect the data needed
for generating estimates of both the recreational fishing effort directed at large pelagic fishes and
the recreational landings of these species. Accurate landings estimates are needed for effective
quota monitoring of the recreational fishery for bluefin tuna (BFT) to meet U.S. obligation under
international treaty (ICCAT). The LPS is also used to collect landings data for seasonal catch
estimates for billfishes, sharks, and tunas other than BFT (e.qg., yellowfin, albacore), and to
collect biological data on BFT and other large pelagic species.

The LPS estimates landings by multiplying the estimated catch rate (average number of fish
landed per trip) by the total number of vessel trips (landings = landings per trip * number of
trips). The LPS consists of two complementary components: a directory frame telephone survey
of tuna and/or HMS permit holders to obtain fishing trip information, and a dockside survey that
collects landings information from anglers as they complete each trip and that also estimates the
proportion of vessels fishing for large pelagics that are not in the telephone frame (non-permitted
vessels and vessels fishing out of state).

Landings data are collected by interviewing boat captains or boat owners at the completion of a
fishing trip for large pelagics and recording data on permit status of the vessel and the size,



number, and species composition of the catch by all anglers on the vessel from that trip.
Dockside sampling is conducted throughout the fishing season on a monthly basis, generally
from June through October. Sampling for each monthly reference period is stratified by state or
region and kind of day (weekend vs. weekday). Sampling is conducted in stages; the primary
sampling unit (PSU) is a site-day that comprises a combination of a selected fishing site (or
cluster of sites) with a selected day, and the secondary sampling unit (SSU) is a completed
fishing trip. Within strata, a sample of site-days is selected from a frame consisting of all
possible combinations of site-days by a probability proportional to size without replacement
sampling scheme, where the size measure for a given PSU is the expected number of large
pelagic fishing trips that an interviewer would encounter. Within each PSU interviewers
attempt to intercept and interview all eligible fishing trips that are completed during the
interviewing assignment. Estimated catch rates for each state and month are calculated as
weighted means of counts of fish reported per intercepted trip.

LPS fishing effort data are collected through a bi-weekly telephone survey of vessel owners
about trips taken during the previous two-week period. The telephone survey sample frame
consists of a list of vessels with associated vessel owners/permit holders compiled from tuna
and/or HMS permit files, stratified by state or groups of states. Data collected on the telephone
survey include participation status and, if verified as a participant in the fishery, the number of
large pelagic fishing trips taken during the two weeks prior to the call. For each reference period,
the estimate of total trips is calculated as the product of the mean number of trips per respondent
and the total number of vessels on the sample frame. Bi-weekly estimates are then summed to
produce monthly estimates for each stratum. An adjustment, derived from the LPIS, is applied to
monthly effort estimates to account for fishing activity by vessels not included in the LPTS
sample frame.

Total landings for each state and month are estimated by multiplying the adjusted total trips for
each state by the estimated catch rate for each species. Variances, standard errors and
coefficients of variation are estimated for each estimate of effort and catch.

3. Describe the methods used to maximize response rates and to deal with nonresponse. The
accuracy and reliability of the information collected must be shown to be adequate for the
intended uses. For collections based on sampling, a special justification must be provided if
they will not vield ""reliable™ data that can be generalized to the universe studied.

Participation in the LPS is mandatory for federally permitted fishing vessels. Consequently,
response rates for both the LPTS and LPIS are typically high. Intensive interviewer training
and tested methodological approaches are employed to maximize response rates. Interviewers
are tested for skills in fish identification, effective communication with potential respondents,
and/or accurate coding of responses before they are hired for training. Training familiarizes
interviewers with procedures and develops their interviewing skills through role playing
exercises. Supervision and additional training of interviewers occurs during the conduct of
both the telephone and intercept surveys. Field supervisors visit intercept survey interviewers
periodically to observe their performance and provide additional training as needed. To
ensure consistency in survey administration, contractor staff and NMFS staff monitor live
telephone interviewers.



Other data quality assurance and quality control measures include phone validation of dockside
interviews, unannounced field visits by interviewer supervisors, data review meetings (local
and coast-wide), and automated error-checking programs. Procedures for maintaining the
integrity of the various sampling designs are closely tracked by NMFS to ensure proper
execution.

4. Describe any tests of procedures or methods to be undertaken. Tests are encouraged as
effective means to refine collections, but if ten or more test respondents are involved OMB
must give prior approval.

More than 15 years of testing, methodological research and professional experience in survey
work were used in formulating the present methodology. In addition, NMFS is currently
investigating approaches for improving the Large Pelagics Survey design and estimation
procedures as part of the Marine Recreational Information Program (MRIP). Itis likely that
pilot tests will be implemented as part of this process.

5. Provide the name and telephone number of individuals consulted on the statistical
aspects of the design, and the name of the agency unit, contractor(s), grantee(s), or other
person(s) who will actually collect and/or analyze the information for the agency.

John Foster (301-427-8130) is the current NMFS contact for the Large Pelagics Survey. The
current contractor for the dockside (LPIS) intercept survey is QuanTech, Inc. of Arlington,
Virginia. The incumbent contractor for the telephone interview survey is also QuanTech. Data
collections are performed under contract; NMFS staff performs analyses.



OMB No. 0648-0380 (Exp. Xx/XX/XXXX)

1. Interviewer Code 2. Date (MMDD) 3. Document 4. Time 5. State Code 6. County 7. Site 8. Control

INTERVIEWER: If vessel is listed in

HMS permit list, then record 8 digit
HMS permit # in boxes below:

9. What is the name of your boat?

HMS PERMIT #

2 > (MARK HERE IF THE BOAT DOES NOT HAVE A NAME)
10. What type of fishing gear was primarily used?
1 > RodandReel 3 <> Other

bIWhat was the name of the tournament? < Tournament Code

11 a. Were you paticipatig in a@urnamet today?
1 T Yes

2 > Handline (Specify) 2 > No <GOTO12.

12. Where were you fishing for large pelagic species?

< Latitude
(DDMM)

< Longitude
(DDMM)

13. FISH LENGTHS IN MILLIMETERS, WEIGHT, PREPARATION, AND GENDER

FORK LENGTH (mm) HALF GIRTH GONAD DORSAL MUSCLE GONAD
SPECIES CODE STRAIGHT/UBFL CURVED/LJFL (mm) WEIGHT (kg) PREP GEN WEIGHT (kg) OTOLITHS SPINE TISSUE SAMPLES
1 O ) ) )
. o | P
2 O ) ) )
' F - F -
3. O ) ) )
F - F -
4, O ) ) (>
o | F -
S O O - -
F - F -
6. O D D -
e | * |
Comments: BFT-Young School (1-685mm)..........4673 | Bigeye.................. 4691 | White
HIGHEST | 1. TOP PRIORITY* BFT-School (686-1193mm).............. 4677 Marlin..........2161
PRIORITY Bluefin tuna BFT-Large School (1194-1498mm).....4678 | Albacore............. 4701 "
2. Marlins BFT-Small Medium (1499-1854mm)...4676 : ue
(White Marlin, Blue Marlin) B FT BFT-Large Medium (1855-2057mm)...4679 | \cowWfin Tuna.. 4711 | Marlin........2171
3. Swordfish SIZE BFT-Giant (2085mm+).................... 4671 Skipjack............... 4661 Swordfish....4328
4. Bigeye / Yellowfin tuna CATEGORY PREP: 0 — whole; 2 — gutted; 3 — head only; 4 — rack; 6 — pectoral
5. Skipjack / Albacore BY CURVED GENDER: 1 - male; 2 — female; 8 - undetermined
6. Sharks FORK FOR BILLFISH / SWORDFISH
LOWEST | 7. Dolphin LENGTH UBFL: upper bill straight fork length
PRIORITY | 8 Wahoo (CFL) LJFL: lower jaw straight fork length
P H H FOR ALL
9. Little Tunny / Atlantic Bonito Record weight to nearest 0.1kg if possible, or 0.5kg




+

SITE DESCRIPTION FORM - LARGE PELAGICS BIOLOGICAL SURVEY +

B I S INTERVIEWER CODE INTERVIEW DATE (MM / DD)
STATE CODE CONTROL NUMBER
SITE # 1 NAME
COUNTY CALIBRATED HANDHELD SCALE > YES
SITE #1 CODE CODE #1 USED TO OBTAIN WEIGHTS? > o

SITE REPRESENTATIVE NAME (IF PRESENT)

SITE REPRESENTATIVE TELEPHONE NUMBER

CERTIFIED SCALE ON D yes
PREMISES USED TO OBTAIN
NO
WEIGHTS? S

SCALE CERTIFICATION DATE (MM / DD/ YYYY)

SCALE
CERTIFIYING
AGENCY
SITE SITE
REPRESENTATIVE TIME OF SIGN -IN INITIALS ~ REPRESENTATIVE TIME OF SIGN -OUT INITIALS
SIGN-IN SIGN-OUT
INITIALS INITIALS
SITE # 2 NAME
COUNTY CALIBRATED HANDHELD SCALE (> YES
SITE # 2 CODE
CODE #2 USED TO OBTAIN WEIGHTS?  ——

SITE REPRESENTATIVE NAME (IF PRESENT)

SITE REPRESENTATIVE TELEPHONE NUMBER

CERTIFIED SCALE ON D ves
PREMISES USED TO OBTAIN
NO
WEIGHTS? —

SCALE CERTIFICATION DATE (MM / DD/ YYYY)

SCALE
CERTIFIYING
AGENCY
SITE SITE
REPRESENTATIVE TIME OF SIGN -IN INITIALS REPRESENTATIVE TIME OF SIGN -OUT INITIALS
SIGN-IN SIGN-OUT
INITIALS INITIALS
SITE # 3 NAME
SITE # 3 CODE COUNTY CALIBRATED HANDHELD SCALE < YES
CODE #3 USED TO OBTAIN WEIGHTS? > No
SITE REPRESENTATIVE NAME (IF PRESENT)
CERTIFIED SCALE ON D vES
PREMISES USED TO OBTAIN
NO
WEIGHTS? R
SITE REPRESENTATIVE TELEPHONE NUMBER SCALE CERTIFICATION DATE (MM / DD/ YYYY)
SCALE
CERTIFIYING
AGENCY
SITE SITE
REPRESENTATIVE TIME OF SIGN -IN INITIALS REPRESENTATIVE TIME OF SIGN -OUT INITIALS
SIGN-IN SIGN-OUT
INITIALS INITIALS
COMMENTS:




2015 LPBS
ASSIGNMENT SUMMARY FORM

NAME INTERVIEWER CODE
DATE (MO/DAY) STATE CODE
CONTROL # B S F BEGIN TIME*

END TIME*

BEGIN TIME = WHEN YOU ARRIVE AT FIRST SITE
END TIME = WHEN YOU LEAVE THE LAST SITE VISTED AND TERMINATE THE ASSIGNMENT
*USE 24 HR CLOCK

Is this a tournament assignment? <— Yes < ENTER TOURNAMENT NAME BELOW
() No

< TOURNAMENT CODE

PAY

BSF

PREAUTHORIZED EXPENSES (RECIEPTS MUST BE SUBMITTED, SPECIFY OTHER BELOW)

$

ASSIGNMENT PAY

TOTAL $

Comments:

NUMBER OF PAGES, INCLUDING THIS PAGE:

+ +




Date Date Date Date
Control # Control # Control # Control #
Document # Document # Document # Document #
Fish # Fish # Fish # Fish #
Species Species Species Species
SFL SFL SFL SFL

CFL CFL CFL CFL

TYPE TYPE TYPE TYPE

Date Date Date Date
Control # Control # Control # Control #
Document # Document # Document # Document #
Fish # Fish # Fish # Fish #
Species Species Species Species
SFL SFL SFL SFL

CFL CFL CFL CFL

TYPE TYPE TYPE TYPE

Date Date Date Date
Control # Control # Control # Control #
Document # Document # Document # Document #
Fish # Fish # Fish # Fish #
Species Species Species Species
SFL SFL SFL SFL

CFL CFL CFL CFL

TYPE TYPE TYPE TYPE




2013 LPIS Screener and Introduction

Hello, my name is and | represent the Fisheries Research Group
of QuanTech, Inc. We are interviewing boat captains and owners for a study sponsored
by the National Marine Fisheries Service of the U.S. Department of Commerce. I'd like
to ask you a few questions about your fishing.

a. On this vessel, are you the captain, owner, or mate or passenger (proxy
designated by the captain to participate in this survey)?

> Yes CONTINUE > No TERMINATE AND TALLY
b. Did your boat just return from an offshore rod and reel or handline fishing trip
in which you targeted large fish such as tunas, billfish, sharks, swordfish,

dolphinfish, wahoo, amberjack, or other large pelagic fish?

> Yes CONTINUE > No TERMINATE AND TALLY

PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT AND PRIVACY ACT NOTICE:

Collection of information through the Large Pelagics Fishing Survey provides
essential information for the conservation and management of Atlantic highly
migratory species. Information on fish distribution and catch rates will be used for
stock assessment and in developing management programs to enhance fishing
opportunities. Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to
average 5 minutes 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. Send comments regarding
this burden estimate or any other aspect of this collection of information, including
suggestions for reducing this burden to: NMFS, Highly Migratory Species (F/SF1),
1315 East-West Highway, Silver Spring, MD 20910. Reporting of fishing effort and
catch of highly migratory species is required under the authority of the Atlantic Tunas
Convention Act. Consistent with the Privacy Act, it is NOAA policy to preserve the
confidentiality of information submitted under this reporting requirement, except that
NMFS may release such information in aggregate or summary form, such that
individual identifiers are not disclosed (NOAA 216-100). Notwithstanding any other
provision of the law, no person is required to respond to, nor shall any person be
subject 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.

OMB Control # 0648-0380 Expires XX/XX/XXXX




+ +

2013 Large Pelagics Intercept Survey Questionnaire OMB No. 0648-0380 (EXp. Xxx/XX/XXXX)

1. INTERVIEWER CODE 2. INTERVIEW DATE (MO / DAY) 3. INTERVIEW TIME

(USE 24 HOUR CLOCK)

4. STATE CODE 5. CONTROL NUMBER 6. DOCUMENT NUMBER

7a SITE 7b. CLUSTER 8. SITE TYPE 1 = Marina; 2 = Private Dock; 3 = Public Ramp; 4 = Other

9. What is the name of your boat?

2 > (MARK HERE IF THE BOAT DOES NOT HAVE A NAME) 17a. Were you participating in a tournament today?

10a. Is your boat primarily operated as a... 1 O Yes 8 > Don’tKnow < GO TO Q.18
1 > Private Boat 8 > Don't Know + 2 > No<GOTOQ.18 9 < Refused < GO TO Q.18
2 > Charter Boat 9 > Refused 17b. What was the name of the tournament?

3 > Party/Head Boat

10b. Was the trip today a charter trip or private trip?

1 > Charter 8 C_> Don’tKnow < Tournament Code
2 >  Private 9 > Refused
11a. Does the boat have a NMFS HMS permit, and if so, what category is it? 18. Wr(]stEEISeL(I);Th'OEII(EIYVIT\Ir;ﬁ_ﬁ?H AT APPLY)
1 T  General 4 > No HMS Permit < GO TO Q.12 1 D 'Circle 3 <>  Other (Specify Below)
2 T Angling 8 <" Don’t Know < GO TO Q.12

2 > Non-Circle/J-Hook  other

19. How many fishing lines were used?

3 <>  Charter/Head Boat 9 < Refused <GOTO Q.12
11b. What is your boat’s NMFS HMS permit number?
1 > Verified with Respondent 8 <> Don’t Know < Number of Lines

2 > Obtained from Respondent 9 <> Refused 20. How many hours were spent fishing for large pelagic species?
That is, how many hours were the lines in the water?

3 > Corrected by Respondent |V\ SPECIFY SOURCE |

< Number of Hours Spent Fishing
| <= PERMIT NUMBER |

21. Which type of bait was used?

12. Can you tell me/verify your boat’s Coast Guard document number? (READ LIST; FILL IN ALL THAT APPLY)
<GOTO Q.14 1 O Live 1 > Attificial
1 > Dead
2 > Vessel has no Coast Guard Documentation number + 22. W?FiQCEhAEeIEng;VI!?EETeNdZLL THAT APPLY)
8 < Don'tKnow 1 > Trolling 1 > Chumming
9 T Refused

1 > Chunking 1 > Other (SPECIFY BELOW)
13. Can you tell me/verify your boat’s state registration number?

23. How many people on the boat were actively fishing with rod and reel or

i i ies?
2 > Vessel has no State Registration number handline for large pelagic species’

8 Don’t Know L P I S < Number of People Fishing

9 T  Refused o ] )
14. What State is the principal port of your vessel 24. Where were you fishing for large pelagic species?

[on your HMS permit application]?
< State Postal Code < State FIPS Code
(Letters) (Numbers)
15. At about what time did your boat return to this site? < lLat. <Long.
(USE 24 HOUR CLOCK) 25. How many miles were you offshore—that is, how many miles was it to
the nearest land?

16. For what large pelagic species were you primarily fishing today?
(Probe for at least one species. If Bluefin Tuna, probe for size < Number of Miles
category. Choose appropriate code from Coding List.) +

26. How many feet deep was the water (depth to the bottom)?

1% LPS Target <Water Depth in Feet

27. What was the surface water temperature in degrees Fahrenheit?

2" LPS Target < Water Temperature

28. In the event that my supervisor wishes to verify that | have been conducting interviews here today, may | have your name and telephone number?
RESPONDENT’S NAME AREA CODE AND TELEPHONE NUMBER

PROXY? > <YES T <NO > < RESPONDENT WOULD NOT PROVIDE A NAME OR TELEPHONE NUMBER

29. Did you or anglers on your boat catch any fish today? <> Yes » GOTO Q.30 <> No » TERMINATE <> Refused » TERMINATE

+ +



+ RECORD VESSEL NAME IN NOTES SECTION AND ITEMS 4-6 FROM THE FIRST PAGE OF THIS INTERVIEW: +

4. STATE CODE 5. CONTROL NUMBER 6. DOCUMENT NUMBER

30. What species were caught? SEE LIST BELOW; FOR EACH SPECIES, ASK: How many of those did you keep? INTERVIEWER: OF THOSE THAT WERE
KEPT, HOW MANY DID YOU OBSERVE AND IDENTIFY? How many of those were released alive? How many of those were released dead? How many of those
that were kept were sold or will be sold? IF Q.17a=YES, How many of those that were kept were weighed-in or will be weighed-in at the tournament weigh station?

Number Number Number Number to Number
Fish Species ) Number Identified Released Released Sell or Tournament
) o ) Species Code Kent by . Already Weigh-In or
(including size category if BFT) P Interviewer Alive Dead Sold Weighed-In
1.
2.
3.
4,
5.
6.
7.
8.
9.
10.
BFT - Young School (1 - 685 mm)............ 0330
B FT BFT - School (686 -1193 mm).................... 1050
SIZE BFT - Large School (1194 - 1498 mm)...... 0030
CATEGORY | BFT - Small Medium (1499 - 1854 mm)... 4676 4720
EgRCKURVED BFT - Large Medium (1855 - 2057 mm)... 4679 | Unidentified Hammerhead Shark... 4950 Non-Large Pelagic Species
LENGTH (CFL)| BFT - Giant (2058+ Mm)........cccocvvvivvivnnnn, 4671 | Blue Shark.....ccooeevreriinerierinninnens 4931 | Atlantic Mackerel....... 2120
Bigeye TUNA.........oveeverereeeeseeeseesee e 4691 | Common Thresher Shark............... 3531 | Spiny Dogfish............. 3521
+ AlDACOTE. ...t 4701 | Dusky SharK.......ccccocevererereiennn, 4841 | Striped Bass................ 4180
Yellowfin Tuna......c.ccceevecceeceeeeeas 4711 | Sandbar Shark........c.cccvverierrerennn. 4821 |Bluefish
SKipjack TUN&.......coeueveeereree e, 4661 | Little Tunny
Notes:

31. May I measure the fish? (INTERVIEWER: If fish were kept, but not observed/identified or measured, you must provide reason why in the notes section above.)

1 > Yes » RECORD SPECIES CODE, LENGTH, GENDER, AND PREPARATION OF SPECIMEN 2 > No » THANK RESPONDENT
GENDER CODES: 1=MALE; 2=FEMALE PREP CODES: 0=WHOLE; 2=GUTTED; 6=PECTORAL LENGTH: VALID ONLY FOR SPECIES 4671 & 4679
SPECIES CODE SFL (mm) CFL(mm)  GEN PREP SPECIES CODE SFL (mm) CFL(mm)  GEN PREP
1 6
2. 7
3 8
4, 9
5. 10
BILLFISH&  SPECIES UPPER BILL LOWER JAW PREP
SWORDFISH CODE LENGTH (mm) LENGTH (mm)

+ +



OMB No. 0648-0380 (Exp. Xx/XX/XXXX)
LPIS Telephone Validation Questionnaire
Q1. Hello, may I please speak with {name}?

My name is . I'm calling from QuanTech in Arlington, VA. We are doing some
data quality checking for the Large Pelagics Survey sponsored by NOAA Fisheries. May
I speak with {respondent name}?

[] Res. available [] Res. not available/status codes — go to Q9

Q2. Our records indicate that on {date} you spoke with one of our
field staff members at {site name}.
Can you confirm that you were interviewed?
[] Yes/interviewed - go to Q3 [] No/never interviewed [] Don't know
[] Refused — go to Q9

Q2a. Are you the captain, owner, or mate of the {boat name}?
[] Yes [] No—go to Q2b [] Don’t know — go to Q2b [] Refused — go to Q2b

Q2al. Is the {boat name} ever operated out of {site name}?
[] Yes [] No [] Don’t know [] Refused

Q2a2. Was the {boat name} being used for fishing on {date}?
[] Yes [] No—go to Q9 [] Don’t know — go to Q9 [] Refused — go to Q9

Q2b. Did you take the {boat name} on a fishing trip on {date}?
[] Yes [] No — if Q2a=Yes then go to Q2b2 else go to Q9

[] Don’t know — if Q2a=Yes then go to Q2b2 else go to Q9

[] Refused — go to Q9

Q2b1. Was another person on the {boat name} interviewed on {date}?
[] Yes —go to Q2c [] No —go to Q9 [] Don’t know — go to Q9 [] Refused — go to Q9

Q2b2. Do you know the name of the person who was operating the {boat name} on
{date}?
[] Yes [] No—go to Q9 [] Don’t know — go to Q9 [] Refused — go to Q9

Q2c. Can we have this person’s name and telephone number so that we can conduct a
short validation questionnaire?

[coiinnnnn ] Phone number

[] Don’t know name

[] Don’t know phone number
[] Refused

go to Q9

Q3. What species did you primarily target on that trip?



[...] 1% Target [....] 2" Target [] Don’t know [] Refused

Q4. Did you or anglers on your boat catch any fish?
[] Yes[] No—-goto Q8 [] Don’t Know — go to Q8 [] Refused — go to Q8

Q5a. What species were kept?
...] Species 1

...] Species 2

...] Species 3

...] Species 4

...] Species 5

...] Species 6

...] Species 7

...] Species 8

...] Species 9

...] Species 10

...] No fish were kept

...] Cannot remember which species were kept on that trip

o e R N Ko W W W W W W Wy |

Q5b. What species were released?
...] Species 1
...] Species 2
...] Species 3
...] Species 4
...] Species 5
...] Species 6
...] Species 7
...] Species 8
...] Species 9
...] Species 10
...] No fish were released
....] Cannot remember which species were released on that trip
- If no species were kept Skip to Q8

Lo s Ko R s Mo R e M B e M

Q6. Did the interviewer look at all of your fish, some of your
fish, or none of your fish?

[] All fish looked at — go to Q7 [] Some fish looked at

[]1 No fish looked at

[] No fish available to look out — go to Q7

[] Don't know — go to Q7 [] Refused — go to Q7

Q6a. Why didn't the interviewer look at all of your fish?
[] Didn't have time/Didn't want to unpack — go to Q7
[] There were too many/More than 15 of one species — go to Q7
[] No fish available to look out — go to Q7
[] The interviewer didn't ask to see them — go to Q7 [] Other [] Don't know —go to Q7



[] Refused — go to Q7

Q6b. What was the other reason the interviewer didn't look at your
fish?

[ ]
- If Q6= No fish looked at Skip to Q8

Q7. Did the interviewer measure the length of your fish?
[] All fish measured — go to Q8 [] Some fish measured [] No fish measured
[] Don't know — go to Q8 [] Refused — go to Q8

Q7a. Why didn't the interviewer measure the length of all of your
fish?

[] Didn't have time/Didn't want to unpack — go to Q8

[] There were too many/More than 15 of one species — go to Q8

[] The interviewer didn't ask to measure them — go to Q8 [] Other [] Don't know — go to
Q8

[] Refused — go to Q8

Q7b. What was the reason the interviewer didn't measure all of
your fish?

[ ]

Q8. Approximately what time of the day were you interviewed by our
staff member? (Probe for time range if necessary)

[ ]

Q9. Enter the status code for your attempt
[1 NO ANSWER [] BUSY SIGNAL [] ANSWERING MACHINE
[] STATUS NOT FINAL [] NEW NUMBER [] WRONG NUMBER [] BAD
NUMBER
[] LANGUAGE PROBLEM [] REFUSAL [] COMPLETE
[] OTHER REASONS 'SPECIFY" [ NEVER INTERVIEWED IN THE FIELD
[] CALL BACK RULE EXHAUSTED

Q9a. Specify other reasons
[] Respondent seriously ill/injured/deceased
[] Extended travel, etc.
[] Didn't volunteer for validation interview
[] Other 'Specify' on exceptions form

Q9b. Enter the reason for the refusal.
[] No reason given/hangup [] Not enough time/too long/busy
[] Not interested/Don't do surveys [] Because of client
[] Confidentiality [] They don't want to talk to you
[] Very rude or irate [] Other 'Specify' on exceptions form
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January 13, 2017

«RNAME»

«ADDRESS»

«CITY», «<STATE» «ZIP»

Dear «First_name,

Every year, the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) sponsors the Large Pelagics Survey (LPS)
which is designed to collect information about offshore recreational fishing for large pelagic species such
as tunas, billfishes, sharks, dolphin, wahoo, and amberjack. The LPS consists of both a dockside
component and a telephone survey. Information collected from the LPS is critical to managing and
enhancing the recreational opportunities available in the fishery. Information on catch and effort of many
important migratory species are reported to the International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic
Tunas (ICCAT) and are used by NMFS for domestic fisheries management.

You have been selected to participate in the LPS telephone survey. QuanTech, Inc., of Arlington,
Virginia is contracted to select random samples of boats from the Highly Migratory Species (HMS)
permit list and contact the operators of those boats to collect information on fishing activity for large
pelagic species. Your participation in this survey is greatly appreciated and is an important step toward
fulfilling your mandatory reporting requirement as an HMS permit holder. Even if you did not fish
during the reporting period indicated below it is still important that you participate in the survey.

You have been selected to report fishing activity of the «bname» for :
«begin_date» through «end_date»
Beginning on Monday, «call_date»

a QuanTech representative will attempt to contact you by telephone at
«phonel»
«phone2»

If you are not planning to renew your permit, need to schedule a time for our interviewers to speak with
you, or if there are any errors in your telephone number(s), please contact QuanTech at 1-800-229-
5220 or Ips@quantech.com. Thank you in advance for your cooperation.

Sincerely, Vessel Name:  «<BNAME»

Permit Category: «Permit_Cat»
Vessel Permit:  «HMSPN»
Vessel Operator: «\RNAME»
Principal Port State: «PSTAT»

NOAA Fisheries
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OMB No. 0648-0380 (Exp. XX/XX/XXXX)

Private LPTS Questionnaire

Q1. Introduction

Hello, my name is [INTERVIEWER NAME] and I’m calling from [CONTRACTOR NAME
AND LOCATION]. We are interviewing marine fishermen for a study sponsored by the
National Marine Fisheries Service of the U.S. Department of Commerce. Our records show that
the [VESSEL NAME] has an HMS permit and is owned or operated by [RESPONDENT
NAME]. May I please speak with [RESPONDENT NAME]?

[1] Respondent is available Continue to Q2
[2] Proxy is available (after Wed. only) Go to Q4

[3] Respondent/Proxy NOT available Goto Q3

[4] Respondent deceased/disabled Go to Screener Q2

Q2. Survey description

We are calling people with HMS permits to ask them a few questions about fishing trips. This
study is being conducted under the authority of the Atlantic Tunas Convention Act. Your
answers will be kept confidential, and data from this survey may only be released in
accordance with the Privacy Act of 1974,

Q3. Callback

What day would be the best to call back? [Record day]
Who should I ask for when | call back? [Record respondent]
Go to END

Q4. Proxy introduction (Not available on Mondays and Tuesdays)

Perhaps you can help me. We are surveying all people with HMS permits to ask a few questions
about their fishing tips targeting large fish such as tunas, sharks, billfish, dolphin, amberjack or
wahoo. This study is being conducted under the authority of the Atlantic Tunas Convention
Act. Your answers will be kept confidential, and data from this survey may only be released in
accordance with the Privacy Act of 1974. Do you know if the boat was used in the last two
weeks to fish for any of these species?

[1] Yes (Proxy says boat took no trips) Continue to screener
question 1

[2] No (Proxy says boat took no trips) Go to END

[3] Proxy does not know; call back for captain Return to Q3

[4] Boat is Inactive Go to Inactive vessel

Q5. Confirm proxy status: This question will determine if the proxy respondent is qualified to answer the
1



guestionnaire.

Can you answer questions about fishing trips taken last week, that is Mon.-Sun., [RECALL
DATES], by the [VESSEL NAME]?

[1] Yes - Go to Screener Q1
[2] No - Returnto Q3

Screener question 1. Confirm the captain’s name and ownership status

IF RESPONDENT: Are you the captain or owner of the [VESSEL NAME]?
IF PROXY: Is [RESPONDENT] still the captain or owner of the [VESSEL NAME]?

[1] Yes Go to Screener Q4 (see “Note” below)
[2] No Continue to Screener Q2
[3] Boat sold Continue to Screener Q2

Screener question 2. New owner name
Do you know the name of the owner or captain of the [VESSEL NAME]?

[1] YesRecord new owner/captain’s name - Continue.
[2] No Thank respondent and Terminate.

Screener question 3. New owner phone number

Do you know the telephone number of the owner or captain?

[1] Yes Record new owner/captain’s telephone number.
[2] No Thank respondent and Terminate.

Screener question 4. Permit category

Our records show that the [VESSEL NAME] has an Angling category HMS permit. Is that
correct?

Alternatively:
Our records show that the [VESSEL NAME] has a General category Atlantic Tunas
permit. Is that correct?

[1] Yes Continue
[2] No Go to Screener question 4A
[9] DK/RF

Screener question 4A. Permit category
What category HMS permit does the vessel have?

2



[1] General [3] Charter/headboat
[2] Angling [9] DK/RF

Screener question 5. Do you/the captain ever sell fish like tunas or sharks caught from [VESSEL NAME]?

[1] Yes
[2] No

Screener question 6. State of principle port

Do you/the captain usually dock or launch this vessel in [STATE PORT]?
[1] Yes - Go to SQ7 [2] No — Continue

Screener question 6b. Other state of principal port

In what state do you usually dock or launch this vessel?

If the respondent state of principal port is included in LPS-2013 then Continue.
If the respondent state of principal port is not one of the survey states for the LPS-2013,
terminate the Interview.

Screener question 7. LPS fishing

Is [VESSEL NAME] ever used to fish with rod and reel or handlines for tunas, sharks, billfish,
dolphin, amberjack or wahoo?

[1] Yes Continue to Survey Questions Q6
[2] No Terminate interview

Q6. Trips - recreational fishing total

During the weeks of [RECALL DATES] how many saltwater fishing trips targeting finfish did
the [VESSEL NAME] take?

[0] None Go to END
[1-25] Record Number Go to Q7
[99] Refused

Q7. Target species

For one trip: Did you target a large pelagic species such as tunas, sharks, billfish, dolphin,
wahoo, amberjack, or similar offshore species on this trip? ENTER 0 IF “no”. ENTER 1 IF

13 2

yes”.

For more than one trip: On how many of these trips did you target a large pelagic species, such
as tunas, sharks, billfish, dolphin, wahoo, amberjack, or similar offshore species?
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[0] NO Go to END
[125] YES Continue
Check Box

We would like to obtain specific information about each of these trips. We will begin with the
most recent recreational fishing trip and work backwards to the last Monday.

TRIP PROFILE LOOP - Begin with most recent trip and work backwards

Q8: Trip Date, beginning with the most recent trip taken.

BACKWARD THROUGH THE RECALL PERIOD [RECALL DATES].
Did your boat take any saltwater fishing trips that ended on [MOST RECENT RECALL
DATE]?

[1] Yes - Go to Q9 (start of trip profile)

[2] No - Continue backward through week(s) to Monday {date} by day.

[9] Don’t Know / Refused - Continue backward through week(s) to Monday {date} by day;
if respondent doesn’t know or refuses the days of all trips reported in Q Go To Q, code [2] -
NO, #Reported LPS trips does not match # LPS trips in trip records! Do you want to go back
and correct the # LPTS trips? 1 Yes go back to Q7 2. No — Make Sure you report the reason for
this discrepancy on the Exceptions Spreadsheet code CM

Q9: Did this trip target offshore large pelagic fishes such as tuna, sharks, billfish, dolphin, amberjack or
wahoo?

[1] Yes - Continue to Q9 (LPS trip profile)
[2] No - Return to Q8 and continue backward through week by day.

Q10: How many people were actively fishing?
[Record the number of people actively fishing, or record DK/RF if they don’t know, or refused
the question]

Q11: Did this trip return to a [STATE PORT] marina, dock, or launch ramp?

[1] Yes Go to Q12
[2] No Continue to Q11b

Q11b: To what state did your boat return from this trip?

[Record State <pull down list>] If NOT ON LIST code NON-ATLANTIC CC AND go to
Next Trip

Q12. To what county did this trip return?

[Record County <pull down list>] Or specify other Or Refused

Q13. To what marina, dock or launch ramp did this trip return?



[Record dock <pull down list>] Continue to Q14
or choose “Private Access Site” Continue to Q13b

or “Other Public Access Site”, then record location name in the Other Specify box or Refused.
Q13a. Inwhat city or town is this public access site located?

Q13b. After this fishing trip, did you stop at any other site, (either for fuel, ice, bait, to clean or weigh-in
your catch or some other purpose) before returning to the [PRIVATE ACCESS SITE / PUBLIC ACCESS
SITE LOCATIO NAME]?

[1] Yes [Record dock <pull down list>] or choose “Other Public Access Site”
[2] No

Q14. Did this trip cover more than one day of fishing?

[1] Yes Continue to Ql4a
[2] No Go to Q15

Q14a. How many days of fishing occurred on this trip?
[Record number of days]

Q15. At what time, to the nearest half-hour, did your boat leave the dock for that trip?

[Record time in military format]

Q16. At what time, to the nearest half-hour, did your boat return from that trip?

[Record time in military format]

Q17. To the nearest half-hour, how much time was spent actively fishing with gear in the water?
[Record time]

Q18. What fishing method or methods were used on that trip?

[Check all that apply: Trolling, Bottom Fishing, Casting, Fly-Fishing, Drifting, Chunking,
Chumming, Other, DK, RF]

Q19. What species were targeted on that trip? That is, when you left the dock, what species were you
planning on fishing for?

[Select species from drop down list — if any of the following are selected...]
Sharks, unidentified Go to Q19a
Tuna Genus Go to Q19b
Billfish Family Go to Q19c
Other large pelagic  Go to Q19d



Q19a. Which type of shark were you fishing for?
[Shortfin Mako, Blue shark, No specific shark, Other shark, DK, RF]
Q19b. Which type of tuna were you fishing for?

[No specific type, Yellowfin Tuna, Bluefin Tuna, Bigeye Tuna, DK, RF] If Bluefin go to Q19c,
otherwise go to Q20.

Q19c. What species or size class of tuna?

[0] No specific size class
[1] School

[2] Medium

[3] Large

[8] Don’t know

[9] Refused

Q19d. Which type of Billfish were you fishing for?
[Sailfish, Blue Marlin, White Marlin, Swordfish, No specific Billfish, DK, RF]
Q19e. Please specify which “other” large pelagic species.

[Record first reported fish or group of fish]

Q20. Were you participating in a tournament on that day?

[1] Yes Continue to Q21
[2] No Go to Q22
[8] Don’t know/Don’t remember Go to Q22
[9] Refused Go to Q22

Q21. What was the name of the tournament?

[Record tournament name <drop down list>] if Other Name? [Record Name]
DK/RF

Q22. Were you primarily using a rod and reel on this trip?

[1] YesGo to Q23
[2] No Continue to Q22a

Q22a. What type of gear was primarily used on that trip?

[Rod and Reel] — Go to Q23
[Handline] — Go to Q23
[Harpoon] - Go to next trip



[Other] — Specify, Go to Q22b
Q22b. Is that a "rod and reel™ type of fishing?

[1] Yes
[2] No — Go to next trip

Q23. How many lines were used on that trip?

[Record number]
Or Check DK/RF

Q23. What type of bait was used during that trip?

[1] Live [3] Artificial
[2] Dead

Q24. Did you use any other type of bait on that trip?

[1] Yes Specify other bait used
[2] No Continue to Q25

Q25. What was the name of the fishing grounds on which you did most of your fishing?

[Record response <drop down list>]
Or Specify Other Fishing Grounds OR DK/RF

Q26. How many miles was the fishing grounds from the nearest shoreline?

[Record response]
Or record check box for DK/RF

Q27. What was the average ocean depth, in feet, where you were fishing?
[Record depth either in [feet] or [fathoms] box] or record DK/RF
Q28. What was the surface water temperature in degrees Fahrenheit?
[Record temp] or record DK/RF

Q29. NOW I’D LIKE TO ASK YOU A FEW QUESTIONS ABOUT THE FISH YOU CAUGHT ON THIS
TRIP; DID YOU CATCH ANY FISH?

[1] Yes Continue to Q30

[2] No Go to Next Trip
DK

RF

Q30. What type of fish did you catch?
[Record response <drop down list>] use up to 10 dropdown lists.
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Or what other type of fish did you catch? [specify]

If “Tuna Genus” is selected:
30a. What type of Tuna did you catch?

[1] Bluefin tuna (then go to 30b.)
[2] Bigeye

[3] Yellowfin

[4] Other Tuna

Q30b. What size class of Bluefin tuna?

[1] Young School (<27” CFL)

[2] School (277 — <47 “ CFL)

[3] Large School (47” - <59” CFL)
[4] Small Medium (59 - <73” CFL)
[5] Large Medium (73” - <81” CFL)
[6] Giant (81" or > CFL)

[8] Don’t know

[9] Refused

30c. If “Billfish Family” is selected, Did you Catch White Marlin?
[1] Yes

[2] No

[3] DK/ RF

30d. If “Sharks, Unidentified” is selected, Were any of the following species of shark
caught?

[1] Shortfin Mako Shark

[2] Blue Shark

[3] Sandbar Shark

[4] Dusky Shark

[5] Don’t Know/Don’t Remember

[6] Refused

If DK/ RF go to next trip.

If no Bigeye tuna, Bluefin tuna, White Marlin, Blue Shark, Dusky Shark, Sandbar Shark,
Shortfin Mako Shark , Yellowfin tuna, Albacore tuna, Skipjack tuna, Thresher shark, or
Dolphin caught then GO to END

31. For Bigeye tuna, Bluefin tuna (with size class specified), White Marlin, Blue Shark,
Dusky Shark, Sandbar Shark, and Shortfin Mako Shark, Interviewer will be prompted to
ask...

[1] How many __ did you keep?

[2] How many __ did you release alive?

[3] How many __ did you release dead?



32. For Yellowfin tuna, Albacore tuna, Skipjack tuna, Thresher shark, and Dolphin,
Interviewer will be prompted to ask...

[1] How many __ did you keep?

[2] How many __ did you release alive?

[3] How many __ did you release dead?

Inactive Vessel

When will the boat be active again?
[Record month and year when vessel will resume activity] — Go to End

END

“Those are all of the question that I have for you, thank you for your time and cooperation.
Have a good day/evening, goodbye.” -To be read whenever the question sequence takes the
interviewer out to end.
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This revised estimate of take
constitutes 0.14 percent of the
population of California sea lions,
which is 0.09 percent greater than the
estimated take in the rule, and is the
same kind of take anticipated in the
regulations. Accordingly, the
anticipated taking remains consistent
with the basis for our final rule
determinations of negligible impact
based on the total taking and of small
numbers, and our subsistence findings
for the specified activity.

Technical Guidance for Assessing the
Effects of Anthropogenic Sound on
Marine Mammal Hearing

In August 2016, NMF'S released its
Technical Guidance for Assessing the
Effects of Anthropogenic Sound on
Marine Mammal Hearing (Guidance),
which established new thresholds for
predicting auditory injury, which
equates to Level A harassment under the
MMPA. In the August 4, 2016, Federal
Register notice announcing the
Guidance (81 FR 51694), NMFS
explained the approach it would take
during a transition period, wherein we
balance the need to consider this new
best available science with the fact that
some applicants have already
committed time and resources to the
development of acoustic analyses based
on our previous thresholds and have
constraints that preclude the
recalculation of take estimates, as well
as consideration of where the agency is
in the decision-making pipeline. In that
notice, we included a non-exhaustive
list of factors that would inform the
most appropriate approach for
considering the new Guidance,
including: How far in the MMPA
process the applicant has progressed;
the scope of the effects; when the
authorization is needed; the cost and
complexity of the analysis; and the
degree to which the Guidance is
expected to affect our analysis.

In this case, SDOT submitted a timely
request for an LOA that was determined
to be adequate and complete prior to
availability of the Guidance and
indicated that they would need to
receive their fourth (final) LOA (if
issued) by fall 2016. The incidental take
rule for SDOT’s activities considered the
potential for auditory injury to marine
mammals, and concluded that injury
would be unlikely to occur due to
SDOT’s mitigation measures and
SDOT’s observed success of those
measures as implemented previously.
As described in the preamble of the
regulations (78 FR 63396), the SDOT
calculated Level A harassment and the
Level A harassment mitigation zones on
the basis of NMFS’ then-current

thresholds for onset of P (i.e., 180/190
dB rms) (PTS).

Following release of the Guidance, we
considered the updated thresholds and
found that the distances at which
animals might be exposed to injury fall
mostly within the mitigation zones, and
therefore the likelihood of auditory
injury of marine mammals is still low.
However, to further reduce the
likelihood in light of the Guidance, the
SDOT will now implement a 61meter
(m) exclusion zone for high frequency
cetaceans and a 25 m exclusion zone for
pinnipeds (inclusive of both phocids
and otariids) during vibratory pile
driving, which is larger than the PTS
isopleth indicated by the Guidance for
otariids. As an addition to their
monitoring plan, the SDOT will use
Internet sites that track whale activity in
Puget Sound prior to and during
monitoring shifts in anticipation of any
cetacean that may enter the Level A/B
harassment zones. In summary, we have
considered the new Guidance and
believe that the likelihood of injury is
adequately addressed in the analysis
and appropriate protective measures are
in place in the LOA.

Authorization

NMEFS has issued an LOA to SDOT
authorizing the Level B harassment of
marine mammals incidental to pile
driving activities associated with the
EBSP at Seattle, WA. Take of marine
mammals will be minimized through
implementation of the following
mitigation measures: (1) Limited impact
pile driving; (2) containment of impact
pile driving; (3) additional sound
attenuation measures; (4) ramp-up of
pile-related activities; (5) marine
mammal exclusion zones; and (6)
shutdown and delay procedures. SDOT
will also conduct visual monitoring and
underwater acoustic monitoring for
mitigation and research purposes.
Reports will be submitted to NMFS at
the time of request for a renewal of the
LOA, and a final comprehensive report,
which will summarize all previous
reports and assess cumulative impacts,
will be submitted before the rule
expires.

Issuance of this LOA takes into
consideration the results of the
monitoring reports as well as NMFS’
Guidance on hearing impacts from
anthropogenic acoustic sources. Based
on that information and the information
discussed in the rule making for the
five-year regulations, the activities
described under the LOA and the level
of anticipated taking is consistent with
the findings made for the total taking
allowable under the regulations, the
project activities will have a negligible

impact on the affected marine mammal
species or stocks and will not have an
unmitigable adverse impact on their
availability for subsistence uses.

Dated: November 9, 2016.
Donna S. Wieting,

Director, Office of Protected Resources,
National Marine Fisheries Service.

[FR Doc. 2016-27464 Filed 11-15-16; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

Proposed Information Collection;
Comment Request; Large Pelagic
Fishing Survey

AGENCY: National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
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 January 17, 2017.

ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments
to Jennifer Jessup, Departmental
Paperwork Clearance Officer,
Department of Commerce, Room 6616,
14th and Constitution Avenue NW.,
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 John Foster, (301) 427-8130
or john.foster@noaa.gov.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
1. Abstract

This request is for extension of a
currently approved information
collection. The Large Pelagic Fishing
Survey consists of dockside and
telephone surveys of recreational
anglers for large pelagic fish (tunas,
sharks, and billfish) in the Atlantic
Ocean. The survey provides the
National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMFS) with information to monitor
catch of bluefin tuna, marlin and other
federally managed species. Catch
monitoring in these fisheries and
collection of catch and effort statistics
for all pelagic fish is required under the
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Atlantic Tunas Convention Act and the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act. The
information collected is essential for the
United States (U.S.) to meet its reporting
obligations to the International
Commission for the Conservation of
Atlantic Tuna.

II. Method of Collection

Dockside and telephone interviews
are used. In lieu of telephone
interviews, respondents may also
provide information online via a Web
tool.

III. Data

OMB Control Number: 0648—-0380.

Form Number: None.

Type of Review: Regular submission
(extension of a current information
collection).

Affected Public: Individuals or
households; business or other for-profit
organizations.

Estimated Number of Unduplicated
Respondents: 15,024.

Estimated Time per Response: 11
minutes for a telephone interview; 5
minutes for a dockside interview; 1%
minutes to respond to a follow-up
validation call for dockside interviews;
1 minute for a biological sampling of
catch.

Estimated Total Annual Burden
Hours: 3,608.

Estimated Total Annual Cost to
Public: $0 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: November 9, 2016.
Sarah Brabson,
NOAA PRA Clearance Officer.
[FR Doc. 2016-27465 Filed 11-15—16; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3510-22-P

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration

RIN 0648-XE943

Atlantic Highly Migratory Species;
Exempted Fishing, Scientific Research,
Display, Shark Research Fishery, and
Chartering Permits; Letters of
Acknowledgment

AGENCY: National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS), National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA),
Commerce.

ACTION: Notice of intent; request for
comments.

SUMMARY: NMFS announces its intent to
issue exempted fishing permits (EFPs),
scientific research permits (SRPs),
display permits, letters of
acknowledgment (LOAs), shark research
fishery permits, and chartering permits
for Atlantic highly migratory species
(HMS) in 2017. EFPs and related
permits would authorize collection of a
limited number of tunas, swordfish,
billfishes, and sharks (collectively
known as HMS) from Federal waters in
the Atlantic Ocean, Caribbean Sea, and
Gulf of Mexico for the purposes of
scientific data collection, bycatch
research, public display, and to evaluate
the efficacy of environmental clean-up
efforts, among other things. LOAs
acknowledge that scientific research
activity aboard a scientific research
vessel is being conducted. Chartering
permits allow the owner of a U.S.
fishing vessel to fish under a chartering
arrangement, which is a contract or
agreement between a U.S. vessel owner
and a foreign entity by which the
control, use, or services of a vessel are
secured for a period of time for fishing
for Atlantic HMS on the high seas or in
the Exclusive Economic Zone of other
nations. Generally, EFPs and related
permits would be valid from the date of
issuance through December 31, 2017,
unless otherwise specified, subject to
the terms and conditions of individual
permits.

DATES: Written comments on these
activities received in response to this
notice will be considered by NMFS
when issuing EFPs and related permits
and must be received on or before
December 16, 2016.

ADDRESSES: Comments may be
submitted by any of the following
methods:

e Email: nmfs.hms.efp2017@
noaa.gov. Include in the subject line the
following identifier: 0648—XE943.

e Mail: Craig Cockrell, Highly
Migratory Species Management Division

(F/SF1), NMFS, 1315 East-West
Highway, Silver Spring, MD 20910.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Craig Cockrell, phone: (301) 427-8503.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Issuance
of EFPs and related permits are
necessary because HMS regulations
(e.g., fishing seasons, prohibited species,
authorized gear, closed areas, and
minimum sizes) may otherwise prohibit
the collection of live animals and/or
biological samples for data collection
and public display purposes or may
otherwise prohibit certain fishing
activity. Pursuant to 50 CFR parts 600
and 635, a NMFS Regional
Administrator or Director may
authorize, for limited testing, public
display, data collection, exploratory
fishing, compensation fishing,
conservation engineering, health and
safety surveys, environmental cleanup,
and/or hazard removal purposes, the
target or incidental harvest of species
managed under an FMP or fishery
regulations that would otherwise be
prohibited. These permits exempt
permit holders from the specific
portions of the regulations (e.g., fishing
seasons, prohibited species, authorized
gear, closed areas, and minimum sizes)
that may otherwise prohibit the
collection of HMS for public education,
public display, or scientific research.
Permit holders are not exempted from
the regulations in entirety. Collection of
HMS under EFPs, SRPs, LOAs, display,
shark research fishery, and chartering
permits represents a small portion of the
overall fishing mortality for HMS, and
this mortality is counted against the
quota of the species harvested, as
appropriate and applicable. The terms
and conditions of individual permits are
unique; however, all permits will
include reporting requirements, limit
the number and/or species of HMS to be
collected, and only authorize collection
in Federal waters of the Atlantic Ocean,
Gulf of Mexico, and Caribbean Sea.
EFPs and related permits are issued
under the authority of the Magnuson-
Stevens Fishery Conservation and
Management Reauthorization Act
(Magnuson-Stevens Act) (16 U.S.C. 1801
et seq.) and/or the Atlantic Tunas
Convention Act (ATCA) (16 U.S.C. 971
et seq.). Regulations at 50 CFR 600.745
and 635.32 govern scientific research
activity, exempted fishing, chartering
arrangements, and exempted public
display and educational activities with
respect to Atlantic HMS. Before issuing
LOAs, EFPs, or SRPs, NMFS requests,
among other things, copies of scientific
research plans. Because the Magnuson-
Stevens Act states that scientific
research activity which is conducted on
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