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TABLE 28—2010 AND 2011 NON-EXEMPT AFA CV SIDEBOARD DIRECTED FISHING CLOSURES FOR ALL GEAR TYPES IN 
THE GOA 

[Amounts for incidental catch in other directed fisheries are in metric tons] 

Species Regulatory area/district Incidental catch amount 

Pacific cod .......................................................... Eastern ............................................................. 16 (inshore) and 2 (offshore) in 2010. 
18 (inshore) and 2 (offshore) in 2011. 

Deep-water flatfish ............................................. Western ............................................................ 0. 
Rex sole ............................................................. Eastern and Western ....................................... 5 and 1. 
Flathead sole ...................................................... Eastern and Western ....................................... 3 and 7. 
Arrowtooth flounder ............................................ Eastern and Western ....................................... 1 and 17. 
Pacific ocean perch ............................................ Western ............................................................ 7 in 2010. 

6 in 2011. 
Northern rockfish ................................................ Western ............................................................ 1. 
Pelagic shelf rockfish ......................................... Entire GOA ....................................................... 0 (W), 0 (C), 8 (E) in 2010. 

0 (W), 0 (C), 7 (E) in 2011. 
Demersal shelf rockfish ...................................... SEO District ..................................................... 1 

Section 680.22 provides for the 
management of non-AFA crab vessel 
GHLs using directed fishing closures in 
accordance with § 680.22(e)(2) and (3). 
The Regional Administrator has 
determined that the non-AFA crab 
vessel sideboards listed in Tables 19 
and 20 are insufficient to support a 
directed fishery and set the sideboard 
DFA at zero, with the exception of 
Pacific cod in the Western and Central 
Regulatory Areas. Therefore, NMFS is 
prohibiting directed fishing by non-AFA 
crab vessels in the GOA for all species 
and species groups listed in Tables 19 
and 20, with the exception of Pacific 
cod in the Western and Central 
Regulatory Areas. 

Section 679.82 provides for the 
management of Rockfish Program 
sideboard limits using directed fishing 
closures in accordance with 
§ 679.82(d)(7)(i) and (ii). The Regional 
Administrator has determined that the 
CV sideboards listed in Tables 21 and 
22 are insufficient to support a directed 
fishery and set the sideboard DFA at 
zero. Therefore, NMFS is closing 
directed fishing for pelagic shelf 
rockfish and Pacific ocean perch in the 
WYK District and the Western 
Regulatory Area and for northern 
rockfish in the Western Regulatory Area 
by CVs participating in the Central GOA 
Rockfish Program during the month of 
July in 2010 and 2011. These closures 
will remain in effect through 2400 hrs, 
A.l.t., December 31, 2011. 

Closures implemented under the 2009 
and 2010 Gulf of Alaska harvest 
specifications for groundfish (74 FR 
7333, February 17, 2009) remain 
effective under authority of these final 
2010 and 2011 harvest specifications, 
and are posted at the following Web 
sites: http://alaskafisheries.noaa.gov/ 
index/infobulletins/ 
infobulletins.asp?Yr=2010, and http:// 
alaskafisheries.noaa.gov/2010/ 

status.htm. While these closures are in 
effect, the maximum retainable amounts 
at § 679.20(e) and (f) apply at any time 
during a fishing trip. These closures to 
directed fishing are in addition to 
closures and prohibitions found in 
regulations at 50 CFR part 679. NMFS 
may implement other closures during 
the 2010 and 2011 fishing years as 
necessary for effective conservation and 
management. 

Response to Comments 

NMFS received three letters of 
comment, which included six distinct 
comments, in response to the proposed 
2010 and 2011 harvest specifications (74 
FR 62533, November 30, 2009). These 
letters were from an individual, an 
environmental organization, and a 
company involved in the guided Pacific 
halibut sport fishery in Alaska, 
respectively. These comments are 
summarized and responded to below. 

Comment 1: The commenter raises 
general concerns about NMFS’s 
management of fisheries, asserting that 
fishery policies have not benefited 
American citizens. The commenter also 
asserts that NMFS does not enforce 
fisheries regulations and should not be 
allowed to manage commercial 
fisheries. 

Response: This comment is not 
specifically related to the proposed rule. 
The comment recommends broad 
changes to fisheries management and 
provides opinions of the Federal 
Government’s general management of 
marine resources that are outside the 
scope of this action. The comment did 
not raise new relevant issues or 
concerns that have not been explained 
in the preamble to the proposed rule or 
addressed in the SAFE reports and other 
analyses prepared to support the GOA 
groundfish harvest specifications. 

Comment 2: The comment asserts that 
the groundfish quotas are too high. 

Response: The harvest specifications 
process is intended to foster 
conservation and management of marine 
resources. This process incorporates the 
best available scientific information 
from the most recent stock assessment 
and fisheries evaluation reports 
prepared by multi-disciplinary teams of 
scientists. Such reports contain the most 
recent scientific information on the 
condition of various groundfish stocks, 
as well as the condition of other 
ecosystem components and economic 
data about Alaska groundfish fisheries. 
This suite of information allows the 
Council to make scientifically-based 
recommendations for annual catch 
limits that do not exceed, on a species- 
by-species basis, the OFLs and ABCs 
established for each GOA target species 
managed under the FMP. 

Comment 3: Overfishing is having a 
detrimental effect on the health of 
oceans and coastal communities. 

Response: This comment does not 
specially address the proposed 2010 and 
2011 harvest specifications for the GOA. 
None of the species encompassed by 
these harvest specifications are 
overfished or subject to overfishing. 

Comment 4: The decline of pollock 
stocks is having a detrimental impact on 
marine mammals. 

Response: The most recent GOA 
pollock stock surveys indicate that 
pollock stocks in this management area 
are increasing. Furthermore, the EIS (see 
ADDRESSES) prepared for the Alaska 
groundfish fisheries specifications 
process identified a preferred harvest 
strategy for groundfish and concluded 
that the preferred harvest strategy, 
under existing regulations, would have 
no lasting adverse impacts on marine 
mammals and other marine life. 
Additionally, pursuant to the 
Endangered Species Act, NMFS 
consults to ensure that Federal actions, 
including this one, do not jeopardize the 
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