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AFTERNOON SESSION
(2:42 p.m.)
Welcome and Announcements
by Billy Rice, TFAC Chairman,

and Michael Luisi, MD DNR Fishing and Boating Services

MR. RICE: All right, it looks like we have almost
everybody in attendance so we would like to get started and
get moving forward.

All right, welcome everybody. Mike Luisi is our
Dave Blazer today. So Mike, if you would, if you have any
announcements.

MR. LUISI: Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I do have one
quick announcement. I think the reason I am sitting in for
Dave is I missed Dave’s last staff meeting and that was the
assignment. It must have put me here sitting in for Dave
today but I do want to bring you up to speed on something that
you may hear about.

So you guys have all heard about the Marine
Stewardship Council’s certification for sustainability. It is
something that we have discussed before with our striped bass
fishery. And there has even been some work done regarding the
blue crab fishery.

Well, that process that happened years ago about
certifying sustainable Maryland striped bass was put to rest.

You know, there was preassessment work that was done to gather
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information but it didn’t go anywhere.

Well, we were contacted recently along with other
states, including Virginia and Potomac River and other
mid-Atlantic states to participate in, I guess -- we were
asked to participate in a mid-Atlantic project where the
Marine Stewardship Council is taking a proactive approach to
try to gather information on some of the more important
commercial species in the mid-Atlantic, including striped
bass, oysters, blue crabs, summer flounder and scup.

And so they have started -- they have initiated a
process where they are working with the agencies from New York
down through North Carolina on gathering the type of
information that they would use to do a Marine Stewardship
Council certification for sustainability. So we have been
participating with them. We have supplied them the
information that they need for this pre-assessment.

And you might hear about this as the work continues,
because it might get out there that the MSC or this group is
looking to go forward and kind of seal our fisheries as
sustainable but I just wanted you all to know that it
typically doesn’t work this way.

It typically comes -- the MSC certification comes
from an industry-driven process, where industry will reach out
and ask that their product be certified as sustainable but
like I said, they are taking kind of a proactive approach at
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getting some of the information to determine whether or not
these fisheries in the mid-Atlantic would be good —-- they
would be good candidates, let’s say, for this certification.

And so a number of people throughout the
mid-Atlantic, including state fisheries biologists and
scientists and industry folks are going to be participating on
an advisory body to help advise as to how we might move
forward under this project.

I personally have signed up to participate for our
state, and I think there are some folks from industry, I
haven’t received a list yet of who those individuals would be,
but I just wanted to make sure that you were aware that this
work was being done.

But there is nothing that needs to come from you at
this point. It is just a project to try to help inform the
Marine Stewardship Council about the -- whether or not these
species would be good candidates for sustainability for the
future. I wanted to just take a moment, and if you have any
questions, I can try to answer them.

We just started this process. The first meeting of
this advisory body is next month, I believe, and we will know
more information as it continues over the next year. And that
was it, Mr. Chairman.

MR. RICE: All right, thank you, Mike. Does anybody
have a question for Mike on that subject?
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(No response)

MR. RICE: The only announcement that I have is that
I have another commitment this evening, and I will be turning
the meeting over to Moochie about probably 4:30 p.m., quarter
to 5 p.m. at the latest, and you need to know up front he is
not nearly as soft to touch as I am.

MR. GILMER: So let’s get it over with.

MR. RICE: Exactly. We need to approve our meeting
dates and times for the next coming year. Has everybody
reviewed that, and does anybody have any problem with the way
it is set up?

MS. DEAN: Are we going back to the 2:00 p.m. start

time?

MR. RICE: Looks like we got three two’s and one
three. Do you have an issue?

MR. GENOVESE: That is what it was this year, I
believe.

MS. DEAN: Okay.

MR. RICE: Now is the time to discuss it if we would
like to try to do that. That is up to the group. Keep in
mind if we start at 3:00 p.m., we need to always keep moving
forward and not linger on. Would it be safe to say we will go
with that then right now, and if we need to make changes, we
might have to?

MR. GILMER: Yes, that is what I would say.
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MR. RICE: Then I take it that as a group, we
approve. All right. Next up will be the NRP Report from

Sergeant Troy.
NRP Activity Report and Priorities

by Sgt. Troy Brimer, MD NRP

SGT. BRIMER: How are you all doing? This is only
my second meeting. If anybody wasn’t here the first time, I
am Sergeant Brimer. I am assigned to Somerset County.

We are filling in for Lieutenant Rafter today. When
we come to these meetings, we have required training, so you
get me today. Did everybody get a copy of the charges and the
noteworthy case printout that I typed up from the last
quarter?

(Pause)

SGT. BRIMER: Well, if everybody has had a chance to
look over them, I don’t know if anybody has any questions on
either one of those two handouts. I can try to get you an
answer today if I know it and get back in touch with you.

This is from the past three months, July, August and
September.

Now starting this next quarter, October, November
and December, all of our focus has shifted. We have the
crabbing season winding down. We are still keeping our eye on
the sook limits. Oyster season is kicking up. I haven’t

confirmed but I heard -- somebody here might know -- but I
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heard that the Texas fishery may be currently shut down. I
don’t know if that is true or not. I heard the runoff from
the hurricane may have shut the fishery down.

So we know we are going to have a lot more demand
for our oysters and that the pressure is going to be put on
them so we are doing some manpower shifts. I just yesterday
got two additional officers to assist me in Somerset County
and other areas. They are shifting manpower to make sure that
we are ready for the additional pressures that the oysters
will face this year.

Also, like I said, we are continuing to focus on
striped bass, both commercial and recreational. Had a lot of
recreational fishing activity just this past weekend. It was
beautiful out there. If there are no gquestions --

Questions and Answers

MR. JEFFRIES: Really quick, the 92 undersized
striped bass, was that down at the bridge again?

SGT. BRIMER: The bay area, I think.

MR. JEFFRIES: 9/247

SGT. BRIMER: 9/24, Dorchester, probably a safe
assumption. I don’t know for sure but I know they hit the
bridges down there.

MR. JEFFRIES: I kept my mouth closed at the last
Hispanic speech we had here but I am telling you, every time

we come in here, it is 92, 200, and it seems to be the same

Audio Associates
301/577-5882




1cj

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

11

people.

SGT. BRIMER: I know that you can see on here, I
know that Queen Anne’s has upped its enforcement of the late
hours fishing on the bridge. It seems to be working there but
as far as that -- I was here for that meeting.

MR. JEFFRIES: 92 doesn’t seem like a mistake to me.
I don’t know what the proper speech is or whose feelings get
hurt but every meeting we come to, 200, 92, 150.

MR. WILKINS: Officer Bowman, when he was here, said
that the court was putting big bonds on them and they were
paying the money.

MR. JEFFRIES: I know it is a legislative thing but
I don’t know. There has got to be a number where it is not a
mistake anymore. I know if I came in with 92 illegal fish, I
wouldn’t be in this meeting right now.

MR. RICE: Any further gquestions?

(No response)

MR. RICE: All right. We accept your report. Thank
you very much. Mike, did you have any comments before we head
into the work group committee reports?

MR. LUISI: Before we get started, I just wanted to
mention and put everyone on notice that the section we are
about to jump into, which is the work group and committee
reports, we are going to try to make this more of a standard
for your meetings.
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There are often a lot of meetings between meetings
of smaller committees of folks who are -- based on the
operating guidelines are working groups of this commission or
of the Sport Fish Commission. And we want to make it more of
a standard that if a workgroup or a committee gets together in
between meetings of the commissions, that we report to you
what happened during those meetings.

Now sometimes it will be a simple update. Other
times there will be actual action items that were taken. You
will see tonight there were actions based on the Striped Bass
Work Group and the Blue Crab Committee that this commission
needs to hear and make further decisions based on that.

But in the future we would like to continue to do
this to make sure that you are seeing or at least hearing the
other working groups that are going on, the work that they are
doing so it doesn’t -- when a final product is delivered, that
you have heard all along how we have gotten to that point.

So just leave it at that. I think Lynn is going to
start off.

Work Group and Committee Reporting

Michael Luisi and Lynn Fegley, MD DNR Fishing and Boating Services

Commercial Striped Bass Industry Advisory Work Group
MS. FEGLEY: Hello, everybody. So we are going to
start with the Striped Bass Work Group, which met on September

13 here in this room, and we had a quorum and several folks on
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the work group are here. So i1f anybody would like to comment
when I am done, please feel free.

The primary agenda item for the Striped Bass Work
Group was to go over business rules for partial in-season
transfers of striped bass quota. As you are all aware, that
was previously not allowed but we are getting ready to make
that happen, and so we had to develop some business rules for
that.

So the group had several -- a group of
recommendations on how to handle that, and I am just going to
say, before I go through them very briefly: One of the things
that we did not discuss with the work group but it occurred to
us that we should make clear is that partial, in-season
transfers of striped bass quota will need to happen between
ITQ to ITQ and common pool to common pool.

They can’t be transferring between the two sectors
or it would be a huge administrative problem. So just to get
that out of the way. That is on your handout. So the
business rules briefly that the work group recommended for
your review are a 350-pound minimum transfer, both for
temporary and permanent transfers.

If you choose to transfer less than 350 pounds, then
all of your remaining gquota has to go. The group elected to
maintain the current 3,000-pound annual purchase cap. That
was the only thing that actually came to a vote, and that was
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9 to 1.

In terms of timing, we talked about windows, and for
temporary transfers it was decided that a good window would be
January 1 through December 15. Permanent partial in-season
transfers, the group requested that the window be extended to
as far possible past September 15 but DNR -- that is an
administrative issue for us so we are going to have to figure
out what that -- how we can extend that date if we can.

Also the transferer is going to be responsible if
the recipient of a temporary transfer exceeds the gquota and
can’t cover that amount with additional temporary transfers.
The recommendation is that it be the person who transferred
the quota to be responsible, which means that they will be the
ones who get it deducted from their quota the following year.

So in short, those are the business rules that were
recommended by the group, and they would go forward. They
have to be implemented by regulation. So maybe I will just go
through the rest of the meeting and if anybody has any
comments or questions we can go back to that.

There was also discussion about the performance of
the ITQ fishery in the Chesapeake Bay, and there was a motion
to proceed with a 4 percent overallocation of the 2018
Chesapeake Bay quota. And I will just say that is not a
high-risk move, and the department has already implemented
that because we had to order tags.
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So that is just for your FYI. It is done because we
had to get those tag orders in, I don’t know, a week ago,
Carrie? To make sure that we don’t have our usual New Year’s
Eve kerfuffle.

Other things discussed by the committee: There was a
very sprightly discussion about extending the pound net and
hook-and-1line season, beginning those fisheries on May 15. So
two votes were held whether or not to bring that forward to
both sport fish and tidal fish for review.

Neither of those votes carried, but we just wanted
to put that up there for your FYI that this discussion is
ongoing.

There was also a request that the department explore
the possibility of extending that time that pound net poles
can be in the water before an exemption letter has to be sent
to the department. There was a request to extend it from the
current 30 days to either 60 or 90 days, and after looking
into that, that is a law. We have to change that in
legislation.

And then finally, the group had a discussion and we
will just -- this is on the agenda for later so I am not going
to get into details but the department is working on this plan
to address dead discards in the recreational summer/fall
striped bass recreational fishery. And the group did vote to
support that proposal, and I will actually read you what the
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motion was.

The Striped Bass Work Group moved to support the
conservation equivalency proposal to the ASMFC for the
recreational fishery to help reduce dead discards as long as
it does not impact the commercial quota.

That vote passed six in favor, two opposed and one
abstention. So that is it. That is the very quick overview
of the Striped Bass Work Group. So the immediate task now is
for this body to decide whether or not you want to accept
those recommendations for regulations that will be for the
partial season transfers.

Questions and Answers

MR. RICE: Well, I think we need to take at least a
couple of them one at a time rather than adopt the whole
package, correct?

MR. LUISI: Well, it is up to the commission. The
commission could adopt all recommendations of the work group
all at once. So what we have done is -- to simplify that,
there is a motion on the board. If somebody wants to make
that motion to adopt all of those recommendations at once.

If not, then certain recommendations could be pulled
out and could be discussed and moved. There are four or five
of them so we thought --

MS. FEGLEY: Do you want to back it up so they can --

MR. LUISI: Yes, so here are the recommendations.
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(Slide)

MR. LUISI: And like Lynn mentioned, the last one on
the motion for the 4 percent overallocation, that has already
been done. We couldn’t wait until this meeting.

So if the commission is okay with the different
provisions set forth there as far as the business rules on
partial in-season transfers, then we could take it up as one
motion, and we would move forward in doing what we need to do
on the regulation side to address all those different --

MR. RICE: Okay, well, I think we probably need to
discuss the transfer because I know Buddy has got an option
that he would like to present. 1Is that correct, Buddy?

MR. CARSON: Well, I don’t agree with the 350 pounds
for several reasons. I proposed this at the February meeting,
and I left a flier in front of each person’s desk about how I
feel about it.

The main reason was, and I see the department --
when I first started with the Striped Bass Work Group, Mike
Luisi said one of his concerns was fishing to quota. 1In
looking at your motion for 4 percent overallocation, which I
have already got my cards and I have looked at, it is saying
the same thing.

But the 350 pounds, I feel -- and I talked to Chris
about it this evening. He doesn’t totally agree with me but
it is going to work Chris to death. I suggested 1,000 pounds.
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I am in the Virginia fishery. Theirs is 500. It works very
smoothly. I just feel that the 350 pounds is not enough. You
can always lower it but it is going to be very difficult to
raise it up if you start with 350 and you find out it is too
much going on.

Because what it also does, that lets the person to
come in at, let’s say, 276. I think that is minimum or 278.
I am not in favor or -- if there is anything up there that I
don’t like personally, it is the 350 pounds.

MR. RICE: Okay, you mentioned a Virginia 500 pound,
was that a compromise that you had or you still are firm on a
1,0007

MR. CARSON: I would rather see 500 before I saw 350
so I would go from the 1,000, yes, and I would be willing to
accept that but the 350 -- I don’t like that. I don’t agree
with it.

MR. RICE: Lynn?

MS. FEGLEY: So I just want to add some information.
One of the issues we talked about was the administrative
piece, where unbroken bags of tags, so basically it is going
to be important if we can to do this without having a box of,
you know, loose tags.

And so the 350 number was based on the 3 1/2 pound
fish and 100 tags per bag. So just a little background.

MR. CARSON: Well, I was to the meeting, and Chucky
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White on the telephone was the one who threw the figure out
there and I doubt seriously if he was putting it as you do but
anyway, like I said, that is my concern. The way I feel about
it.

MR. RICE: Stevie, you have comment?

MR. LAY: My question is, why did the majority favor
the 3507

MR. CARSON: The way that I saw it, and Rachel and
Billy were there and Lynn was there, when Chucky threw that
out, Dave Kirkendall*, I mean, he jumped on it and was very
vocal.

And he, I think, and I am not sure, I think he
threw the motion on it and it just --

MR. LAY: So the motion was carried because there
are 350 tags in a box or 100 tags in a box?

MR. CARSON: No, there is 100 to the bag.

MR. LUISI: I can add just one other thing that --
so when we were having the discussion. There were a couple
things. We account for fish based on a 3 1/2 pound average,
so a bag of 100 tags equals 350 pounds essentially as we
calculate them.

The other part of this that has to do with overall
poundage has to do with the number of individuals in the
fishery who have less than 1,000 pounds as their quota. As
you know, when we allocated the fishery initially, we gave out
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small amounts of fish to a lot of people.

And then at the end is where the catch history
factored in because we only had 4 of the -- 400 of 1,200
people had relevant catch history. We have a lot of people
who have less than a 1,000 pounds of quota. So the
conversation at the work group was the people who are likely
not catching their fish, who would benefit from a partial
in-season transfer, probably have less than 1,000 pounds.

So if you make 1,000 pounds the minimum amount, then
somebody with 800 pounds couldn’t give half away and keep half
to fish on. That was the basis for where this smaller amount
came from.

Somebody who has less than 350 pounds, it was
discussed, they are not probably going to split that anyway.
They are just going to give it all. This was one of the
issues to help address latent effort that holds quota, that

keeps us from catching the full quota.

And it was -- Carrie and Lynn know better but the
number of people in that group are likely smaller. They have
smaller amounts. They are not the ones carrying large

quantities of quota, and that was what this 350-pound issue
addressed.

MS. FEGLEY: And just one more clarifying factor.
Thanks, Mike. That was a big part of the conversation. One
more clarifying factor is that the 350 is a minimum so you can
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transfer more, so you could transfer your 1,000. But you just
can’t go below 350.

MR. JEFFERIES: What if you only had the 278?

MR. CARSON: That can go. Anything -- 350 and down,
that would be the balance of your fishing quota. That is
allowed, correct?

MS. DEAN: I really haven’t been 100 percent
comfortable with this since we had our initial discussion at
the Striped Bass Work Group. I think that what we were really
looking for was a little bit more flexibility by being able to
do an in-season partial transfer.

And I think that we have complicated it by
absolutely tying the number of tags to the number of pounds
that you transfer to someone. Technically, I have been in the
situation where I did not require tags from the other person.
I have done it. I did it just because that is how you have to
do it but there have been times where I didn’t need any more
tags than the tags I already had.

So I am not really sure why we are absolutely
linking the tags to the amount of pounds. It seems like kind
of a backward way of putting us into a situation where we have
not quite as much flexibility as we were hoping for here.

And I know that we have the argument of 350 pounds,
hoping to get some of those guys with lower quota but that
still means we could have somebody with 450 pounds who leaves
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100 pounds on the table.

MR. GILMER: And I am in that category.

MS. DEAN: Okay. It sounds -- I don’t know, I think
we have complicated this to the point where I would rather
just slow down a little bit because I don’t think that this is
what we were trying to do with our original motion.

And I think that Virginia has a better model. And I
appreciate the department being willing to be flexible with
this but I don’t know that the increments that we have put on
the board are giving us that flexibility that we were looking
for.

MS. FEGLEY: So are you suggesting that you transfer
pounds without transferring tags because that would be --

MS. DEAN: I am not saying you have to do it that
way. I am just saying that we are not technically right now
tracking the number that is on the tag. We are not.

My basement is like, hey, whose tags are you
grabbing today? Well, it doesn’t matter as long as at the end
of the year you turn in the right number because it is not a
tag number that I am handing to that NRP officer when I turn
it in at the end of the year. It is a total number.

So this idea that we need to pigeonhole ourselves so
that we can track, it is not really making sense to me. And I
don’t know, everybody else here who turns in tags at the end
of the year, do they ask you for your number, and do you have
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to get that specific?

I don’t think so, but I do think at the end of the
year we have a certain number. So really you were just
telling how many went with it. I don’t know that we have to
equate pounds to tags.

MR. CARSON: Johnny Moto*, we spent two of the
Striped Bass Work Group meetings primarily talking about too
many tags. You remember that, Billy. And if you were going
to transfer to Johnny Moto, He gill nets and he targets, let’s
say, 8 to 10 pound fish, he doesn’t need the amount of tags
transferred.

I have to agree totally with Rachel on that. The
tags should be between the fishermen and the tranferer. If
they are satisfied. 1If not, the department can make it up.
The department is capable of making it up.

MS. DEAN: Can we sign on the number of tags?

MS. FEGLEY: I would suggest -- this sounds to me
like another work group meeting because this gets pretty -- it
is like complicating things.

It is important. I just want to remind -- we did at
the work group meeting talk at length, and I don’t know if it
was the September meeting or the one before that, we talked at
length about methods to reduce the number of tags that you
get.

I think the recommendation from the work group was
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that you didn’t want us to do -- the work group didn’t want us
to do any of those things to reduce the number of tags
although we are still working on a means to do that so you are
not getting way more tags than you need.

But we do -- we are not tracking each individual
number of tag but we do have some really critical compliance
issues here. So I guess what I would suggest is if you guys
want to put this piece of it on pause, I think it sounds to me
like another work group meeting, and I just guess we would
have to think through the timeline for the regulation because
these are the things that we were going to put forward into
regulation, and it will slow that down.

So you might not have your -- the partial in-season
transfers might not available when we thought they would be.

MS. KENNEDY: That would mean they wouldn’t be
available in 2018. They would probably -- unless you felt
like mid-season, late year, you wanted to have them available,
it probably would mean putting them off another year.

MS. DEAN: Can I just ask the question, Carrie, is
your intention, then, as a department, if I transfer my 350
pounds to Ken with 100 tags, that you are going to track the
number on those tag? You are going to start tracking because
to this point there has been no tracking so I don’t know why
we are Jjumping into that.

When I had five different transfers to me, how do
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you know?

MR. LUISI: Because we haven’t done partial,
in-season transfers, so any transfer that you have received
has been all or nothing. It has been everything that the
person has. So when you do a transfer, even during the
season, of what somebody has remaining, every tag that was
assigned to them now is put in your name because all of those
pounds have moved to you.

When you split that now, that person still needs to
have tags assigned to him or her, and when we split it, and it
is not an all or nothing, we will be tracking what you give to
Ken. You are going to give 100 tags with a serial number, and
those are going to now -- they were your property and now they
are going to go into Ken’s name.

MS. DEAN: I just think it is unrealistic because if
I have had five transfers to me this year, and one guy has
used 100 of his tags, you guys don’t know what number I have.

MR. LUISI: But we know what 100 -- we know the
numbers you have based on the 100s that were given to you.

MS. DEAN: No.

MR. LUISI: We know you have between 1 and 100.

MS. DEAN: If he has used 56 tags, you don’t know
what numbers he has used.

MR. LUISI: We don’t know the numbers he has used
but we know that you are now --
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MS. DEAN: In charge of the hundred tags. It is a
number, it is not the number on the tag.

MR. JEFFRIES: I am really confused now because what
she has said is right.

MR. MANLEY: Absolutely she says right. When we
take tags back at the end of the year, you just carry how many
boxes it is, they count the 100s and the few left --

MS. DEAN: I use mine backward.

MR. MANLEY: They don’t know, they just know they
have got the right amount of tags but the serial numbers on
them, they don’t have a clue.

MS. KENNEDY: It doesn’t matter the order in which
you are using them. That is correct. That we are not
tracking but we are tracking that you were issued 0 through
1000 and Ken was issued 3,000 through 4,000, and if you did a
partial transfer, and he gave you 100 tags, he gave you --

MS. DEAN: A number not a serial number.

MR. LUISI: No, it is a serial number.

MS. KENNEDY: We note in the database the set of tag
numbers --

MR. JEFFRIES: But how do you know which ones have
been sold? If tag number 00001 has been sold on a fish, how
do you know that tag has been used.

MS. KENNEDY: We note the batch that has
transferred.
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SGT. BRIMER: I can see where both sides are here.
What they are saying is, if say he has got tags 0 to 100, just
for example, and 10 of those, let’s say 10, would go to her,
you wouldn’t know if it was 1 through 10, 60 through 70, 50
through 60, and when you see that tag, you won’t know that
fish has come from her.

MS. DEAN: Me or him.

SGT. BRIMER: You won’t know who caught that fish.

MS. DEAN: But you know how many tags I have.

MR. JEFFRIES: Seems to me we are making it more
confusing.

MS. DEAN: Yes.

MR. JEFFRIES: 1If there are 100,000 tags issued,
there should be 100,000 used. Who cares who used them, when
they used them. And there is no way of knowing what number.
There is no way.

MR. LUISI: 1In the example that you are referring
to, right now, you would have to -- if Ken were going to sell
you the rest of his quota and give you 90 tags from the 1 to
100, we would not know which 10 that he used. However, in the
time period between that sale, if a fish were found to be
illegal, let’s say, and an officer tracked those numbers back,
prior to the sale, any number between 1 and 100 would be
accounted to Ken.

Once that sale happens, any future tracking would
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then go to you, Rachel. Now if Ken caught a fish and tagged
it and sold you the tags the next day, there is going to be a
time period for when that fish is going to be on the market
that may --

MS. DEAN: Are we out of compliance right now
because we are not doing that right now.

MS. LUISI: We are doing the behind the scenes
tracking of those numbers.

MS. DEAN: You can’t.

MR. LUISI: We are not allowing for the partial
transfers. Everything that is in Ken’s -- when Ken sells his
quota, he sells everything he has got. It all goes at once,
which means every tag that he has goes too.

MS. DEAN: No, because he has already used some and
he could have used 1, 33, 622 --

MR. JEFFRIES: Or I could have used ones from
someone I leased quota from.

MS. DEAN: And you transferred to me all the
remaining quota and --

MR. JEFFRIES: I could transfer the tags I used from
somebody.

MS. DEAN: It is changing the game by doing partial
quotas.

MR. RICE: 1In listening to all the debate back and
forth, in my mind, and maybe I am not right but just
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listening, I think everybody who has spoken about trying to
track tags, I think, is making a strong case for Buddy’s 1,000
pounds because when you start at 1,000, you have encompassed a
huge number of small fishermen.

The fishermen who have got over 1,000 pounds are the
people who are out here trying to buy the quota. I am not
saying you should make people sell their quota but when you
got somebody rinking-dinking around who has got 600 pound and
they want to sell you 350 and keep 250, what is 250 pounds of
fish? It is kind of, either you are going to fish or you
going to cut bait.

Go ahead and sell your quota if you are going to
sell it. So you can get $2 a pound for your quota. You might
get $4 a pound for your fish. So to me it would be a lot
simpler to have the higher number, and when you get ready to
transfer, you have to make that decision.

Am I going to try to catch these fish or am I going
to go ahead and take my money and keep crabbing or catfishing
or whatever the heck I might be doing. I don’t know if that
makes any sense or not.

MS. DEAN: Buddy, if we would want this to move
forward, then we would have to do it now and I would be
willing to make a motion unless you want to make that motion
because what Carrie is saying is if we kick this back to the
Striped Bass Work Group, we don’t have an option.
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But for now we could move forward with the number
that is higher, at least to get us started on the discussion.

MR. CARSON: Make a motion and up the poundage. 1Is
there any more discussion that people want input on about that
minimum amount of poundage?

MR. JEFFRIES: I am just curious. Why is poundage
even attached to the transfer? Why does it matter if there
are only 900 fishermen? You are not talking about a lot of
work. There are only, according to number, 938, I think, in
the licensed holders right now. Why is there any poundage
attached to it? Who is going to go in and transfer 50 pounds?

MR. RICE: You might be surprised.

MR. CARSON: Yes.

MR. JEFFRIES: At the end of the season, I
understand but that falls under whatever is remaining. Why
does it have to be 350 or 1,000 or why is it 5,000°?

MR. CARSON: Well, my 1,000 pounds over top of
Virginia’s 500 pounds was to -- you can always lower the
poundage with no problem but you have trouble raising it. Can
the department handle it?

In other words, transfers steadily coming in? I
mean, you have got to have an appointment and set it up to do
the transfer.

MR. JEFFRIES: Seems to me it would be easier to do
all or nothing.
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MR. CARSON: We are trying for partials, not all.

MR. JEFFRIES: I know.

MR. CARSON: As well as temporaries, permanents.

MR. JEFFRIES: I would feel better with a higher
number.

MS. DEAN: I think in the end what -- it scares me
because I feel like what we are moving to here is everybody
electronic and obviously this is the direction that it would
need to go for tracking. That is exactly what that is.

So in -- we are in a deadlock because I don’t see
eye to eye on this one.

MR. RICE: Well, Mike just pointed out to me that we
took a consensus at the Striped Bass Work Group. It was not a
vote.

MS. DEAN: Okay.

MR. JEFFRIES: It was what?

MR. RICE: A consensus.

MR. WILKINS: Do it for one year. Can’t you do
that? Re-evaluate --

MS. DEAN: Well, can I throw a motion on the table
and then we will go from there.

MR. RICE: Absolutely.

MOTION
MS. DEAN: I move to allow for partial in-season

transfers not less than 1,000 pounds in the Striped Bass ITQ
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fishery. Does it need to say -- yes, it has to say ITQ.

MR. CARSON: I second it.

MR. LUISI: Say it one more time, Rachel.

MS. DEAN: Move to allow partial in-season transfers
of not less than 1,000 pounds in the striped bass ITQ fishery.
MR. JEFFRIES: So 1,000 pounds or all.

MS. DEAN: Or all, yes.

MR. CARSON: I think that all kind of puts a
roadblock up. Let’s say a party had 4,000 pounds, and he
wants to get rid of it. When you throw the word all in there,
it means he has to --

MS. DEAN: ©No, not less than.

MR. JEFFRIES: -- If he had less than 1,000 pounds.
That way, that gets rid of all the guys who only have the 250,
300 pounds.

MR. CARSON: The problem comes in to -- let’s say,
and I will use the numbers that Chucky White did on the
telephone. I think it was 600. He was talking about one of
his friends or somebody’s 650 pounds.

The guy who -- the transferer wanted the whole 200
but he wanted to get rid of the 350. That is where that
figure came from originally. And I think I am right when I
say this. It didn’t come from the department. It came from
Chucky White. Am I right?

MS. FEGLEY: It came from the discussion.
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MR. CARSON: Yes.

MS. FEGLEY: It was a long discussion and it
involved the idea that not many people have 1,000 pounds, so
that was part of the discussion. That a lot of people won’t
have access to this flexibility. It was a long discussion.

MR. CARSON: Maybe I haven’t explained myself
correctly. A lot of times -- we don’t have fish home right
now. We haven’t had them for the last three or four years.
Chumming in the summertime or whatever.

I have had to transfer tags. I don’t have a problem
if it is stays the way that it is because the people I have
transferred the tags to are willing to take it and got the
money to do it.

But then there are some parties who have let’s say
2,000 pounds and they want to get rid of it but somebody can’t
afford it, a 2,000 pounds. This gave them the option to
keep -- to make sure that the quota is fished. It gave the
option for those pounds to be fished.

MR. RICE: All right, well, thank you for your
input, Buddy. I think we have probably deliberated this
enough. Everybody is comfortable with voting. Paul, as we
vote from Rachel around the table, will you please keep a
tally of the yeses and no’s please. That eliminates a lot of
hand counting.

MR. GILMER: He said an in-season transfer of not
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less than 1,000 pounds or all. It is not --

MR. RICE: Well, that was kind of a given but I
understand you like it up in print.

MR. JEFFRIES: If less than a 1,000, all.

MS. FEGLEY: 1Is this for permanent and temporary?

MR. RICE: I would ask the maker of the motion to
answer that question.

MS. DEAN: I think I said temporary. This is
temporary only. Because permanent is at any time, any amount.
No, it is not. We requested it be permanent too, didn’t we?

MS. FEGLEY: They were both 350. That is what the
work group recommended, that both permanent and temporary,
partial, in-season transfers be a minimum of 350. That is
where the --and they should be the same.

MS. DEAN: We need two separate motions. If it is

permanent -- no, permanent we want it to be allowed at any
times no matter what the pounds. You are selling it. Yes.
Permanent is any time no matter what you are selling. So I

will make a second motion if we need it.

MR. RICE: Well, we need to dispose of this one
first.

MS. FEGLEY: I think that amount, if you are going
to do a permanent partial in-season transfer, or a temporary
partial in-season transfer, I think we just need to clarify
that those minimum amounts are the same.
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MR. CARSON: Why do you say that?

MS. FEGLEY: Well, because that is what the work
group recommended.

MS. DEAN: They didn’t vote on it.

MR. CARSON: I don’t remember that.

MR. JEFFRIES: That doesn’t make sense.

MR. CARSON; Maybe that went over the top of me.

MS. DEAN: I think we were just requesting that we
could do both in season. It wasn’t about matching it.

MR. CARSON: Well, there were not votes taken on it.
It was just --

MR. JEFFRIES: Permanent you should be able to
transfer whenever you want.

MR. CARSON: Yes.

MS. KENNEDY: So just administratively, and again
because we talked from the beginning we were very clear at the
work group that we have to be able to move tags with these
transfers in unbroken, 100-tag bags.

So you can’t show up with a bunch of broken tags and
say, yes, I am doing a transfer. We can’t count out an amount
of tags that are going to equal the poundage that you are
transferring because we do have to track the number that is on
there. This batch goes with this transfer.

So if we are doing some transfers that are 1,000
pounds and we determine some amount of -- some number of tags,
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whether it is 300 tags or 400 tags that goes with a 1,000
pound transfer, you can’t come in and say, I want to transfer
25 pounds and then we have to figure out how many tags are
going to go along with that.

We really need to be transferring, for our
accounting, all transfers have to accompany --some poundage
has to be equivalent to 100 unbroken tags.

MR. CARSON: It just seems to me you complicate
things. I thought we were talking about making the temporary
to permanent. The department wants to keep those the same
poundage. I don’t see why that has to be. I mean, what you
just said had nothing to do with it.

MS. KENNEDY: It does.

MR. CARSON: The full bags --

MR. JEFFRIES: Not on a permanent.

MS. DEAN: Permanent, everything goes.

MR. CARSON: Everything goes.

MS. DEAN: Everything I have got left goes.

MR. LUISI: Not if it is only half of what you have.

MS. KENNEDY: That is different. ©Not if it is a
partial permanent transfer.

MS. DEAN: Yes, we are going to do a second motion
for the permanent.

MS. KENNEDY: Because you already can do a
permanent, in-season transfer that is everything.
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MR. CARSON: Well, she has made the motion on the
temporary. Maybe we should get that out of the way and go to
the permanent.

MS. DEAN: The only question we had about permanent
is why do we have to wait until August. That was our
question.

MR. RICE: Mike, answer her question, please.

MR. LUISI: I have a question for Sarah. Maybe you
can help. Would the amounts that we establish, could we
establish those amounts as we are discussing today through a
different mechanism? Could it be through public notice?

Could we establish in-season temporary and in-season permanent
transfers, the amounts to be determined and approved by the
department through a public notice?

And if that was to be the case, we could continue to
work on this issue through the Striped Bass Work Group but
then also continue on the regulation path to make sure that it
is available for next year. I hate to put you on the spot. I
am trying to think about how to accomplish both.

MS. WIDMAN: As long as we can track it back to,
because right now all the public notice authority we have
under striped bass tracks back to us doing something under
like ASMFC management. So as long as we can show a clear line
to that in needing public notice authority for it, we can
write a public notice authority in there.
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Again, it is something we would have to talk with
legal to see how they feel about it but I think we can make an
argument for it.

MR. CARSON: Well, is there any reason why we don’t
take her motion she has made and I seconded and vote on it
just like Billy said.

MR. LUISI: Absolutely, I think you should have a
vote. My concern from the agency side, my concern on this, is
that by establishing a limit of 1,000 pounds for somebody to
transfer their -- for flexibility, you are segregating out
maybe a sixth of the total population of striped bass permit
holder who will have that flexibility.

The rest of the people who have less than the 1,000
pounds will not have the same flexibility. You are
eliminating a large portion of the fishery by creating a
minimum that is this high. That is my only concern.

MR. CARSON: Well, you are not because you can -- if
you have got 800 pounds, you can get rid of that.

MR. LUISI: But you can’t of 400 of it.

MR. CARSON: You can’t split it up between 2 people
or 3 people. That is the only thing you can’t do but you can
get rid of it.

MR. LUISI: You can rid of all of it.

MS. FEGLEY: You can get rid of all 800. You cannot
keep 400.
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MR. CARSON: Yes, yes. I mean, that is understood.
Like I said, you start off with the 1,000. Like the motion
says, and then next year you have a lot of complaints, a lot
of input that comes through the Striped Bass Work Group, then
we take a vote on it and throw it back.

And as far as the amount of tags, let’s say somebody
wanted 1,000 pounds, that is the way I look at it. And we are
spending a lot of time on this, and we spent a lot of time at
the work group on it, and it just keeps going up against the
wall. But whoever you are transferring them to, let’s just
say I use Johnny Moto a while ago. He doesn’t want 300 tags
because he doesn’t like to return them. That is history.

I think the amount of tags, to keep it simpler, is
between the transferer and the -- department doesn’t.

MS. KENNEDY: No.

MR. CARSON: Okay, let’s vote on it.

MS. DEAN: It doesn’t fit into the electronic
reporting.

MS. KENNEDY: No, it really is about a bag of
unbroken tags.

MS. DEAN: My tags weren’t even in a bag this year.

MR. LUISI: They will be next year.

MS. KENNEDY: They are required to be in the
contract, and if they are not we need to know that as soon as
possible.
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MR. CARSON: Well, I have no problem with the broken
bags. That I what I threw on the table to begin with, which
is in this piece of paper I put on the desk.

I mean, a 100, 200, 300 -- if somebody is
transferring it all, it makes no difference, they get what is
left. 1If they are transferring -- what you are saying, if
somebody wants 1,000-pound transfer, you are saying it is
mandatory they get 3 bags of tags.

MS. KENNEDY: Yes, it would be something like that.

MR. CARSON: I mean, I have no problem with that but
I don’'t know why —--

MR. RICE: We have discussed this from beginning to
end so let’s take a vote on the motion at hand. Paul, are you
ready?

MR GENOVESE: Yes.

MR. RICE: Starting with Rachel, yes or no, and come
right on around the table and end up with me.

MS. DEAN: Yes.

MR. SCERBO: Yes.

MR. LAY: Abstain, it is too confusing.

MR. MANLEY: Yes.

MR. BROWN: Yes.

MR. WILKINS: I will abstain too.

MR. JEFFRIES: Yes.

MS. VINCENT: Abstaining.
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MR. CARSON: Yes.

MR. DIZE: Abstain but I would like to explain why.

MR. RICE: Okay.

MR. DIZE: If we have got a commercial Striped Bass
Advisory Work Group, and they put their time in on this, and
they suggested what was on the board, then I feel funny about
us overriding that without going back to them and asking that
group because how would you feel putting all that time in, and
then this group comes in and just -- that is my reason for
abstaining.

MS. DEAN: What was sent out wasn’t what we saw. I
never saw 1,000 -- there was another number thrown in there
that we didn’t discuss.

MR. RICE: Well, several people are on the group who
already voted but I understand where you are coming from.

MR. DIZE: Abstaining.

MR. RICE: Gail?

MS. SINDORF: I am going to say yes.

MR. RICE: Phil.

MR. LANGLEY: I kind of agree with Russell. I am
going to abstain, not hearing the other side.

MR. RICE: Moochie?

MR. GILMER: Yes.

MR. RICE: I am on the Striped Bass Work Group and I
vote yes.
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GENOVESE: We have got nine yes and 5 abstain.

RICE: And the motion passes. Now would it be

possible to add this poundage to the initial report and adopt

the whole report?

MS.

MR.

MS.

MS.

DEAN: Mr. Chairman, sir.

RICE: Yes, ma’am?
DEAN: I would like to make a second motion.
MOTION

DEAN: I would like to make a second motion that

permanent in-season transfers can happen from January 1 until

September 15.
MR.
MR.
MR.
MR.

MS.

JEFFRIES: What is it now?

LUISI: That is what it is currently, right?
JEFFRIES: That is what I thought.

LUISI: And we said we would extend it.

DEAN: So the only way that you can’t do it is

if you are buying a TFL or a hook-and-line license with it.

MS.

MS.

KENNEDY: Can you ask that in a different way?

DEAN: Yes. If I purchase -- if I were to

purchase Ken’s poundage only, I can do that at any time

during the year?

MS.

MS.

year.

MR.

KENNEDY: The all remaining of it.

DEAN: No, I mean for future, not just for this

LUISI: So it is part of the recommendation that
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permanent in-season transfers can be done throughout the year
as late as September 15. DNR, if we could extend that farther
we would but we have dates when we need to do tag orders and
things and we would try to make it longer but September 15 was
the minimum amount of time.

MS. DEAN: So on April 1, I can go and purchase just
an allocation. The only way that I can’t do that is if I am
purchasing the hook-and-line license as well because a
hook-and-1line license can only be purchased in August, right?

MR. LUISTI: No.

MS. DEAN: Thank you. I withdraw.

MR. RICE: You are good?

MS. DEAN: Yes.

MR. RICE: Thank you. All right, now back to my
question. If the group agrees to pursue, to adopt the
recommendations, can we just change that poundage figure and
adopt the whole package?

MR. LUISI: Yes.

(Pause)

MS. DEAN: Mr. Chairman, I am sorry but why is it
that we are accepting all recommendations as a blanket because
some things were voted on, some things weren’t. I am not
comfortable.

MR. RICE: That is fine. That is why we are here.
But they were presented to us as they came out of the
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committee. Right now we decided to tweak one of them. Are
you comfortable with the rest? Then if so, change the figure
we decided to change and move forward.

(Pause)

MS. DEAN: 1Is this a new precedent that we are
setting that we accept everything in its entirety?

MR. RICE: Mike explained that, vyes.

MR. LUISI: Absolutely not. It is just for
simplicity and for ease of -- if this group was willing to
move forward with the wording and the work of the Striped Bass
Work Group, which has been done in the past. It was just
presented that way to give you an option. We can go through
each one of these recommendations and modify them as you see
fit. If there are other things here --

MS. DEAN: I don’t remember voting on all of those
issues at the work group, and it seems unusual to me that we
would just say -- I don’t know what I am agreeing to.

MR. LUISI: At the work group, the question was
asked by either Lynn or Carrie, whoever was presenting, they
said does anyone oppose or -—-

MR. RICE: That is right.

MR. LUISI: And nobody raised their hand or said
anything so by consensus it was agreed upon that the work
group would present to the Tidal Fish Commission these
recommendations as presented to the work group that evening.
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And that is what we brought forth. If you want to
change things, which you have. You have made adjustments and
modifications to those recommendations to the 350-pound
minimum transfer. And if there is anything else -- if you
don’t want to take any of the rest of it up, then that is
fine. It is just we needed feedback from --

MS. DEAN: Okay, so that motion says only on the
issues of temporary transfers. Okay.

MR. LUISI: And so what I have done -- what I am
saying here is that if you wanted to make a motion that the
Tidal Fish --

MS. DEAN: That is not what it says.

MR. LUISI: Support the recommendations of the
Striped Bass Industry Work Group as modified today by TFAC.
We could include this language in the motion.

MS. DEAN: I just think that is asking us to accept
everything that they discussed and I don’t even think that
they came to a vote on everything. Am I wrong?

MR. RICE: We came to a consensus.

MR. LUISI: Came to a consensus agreement that --

MS. FEGLEY: So after every issue, we repeated the
issue and said is this a consensus. We basically -- every
single issue was enumerated. So --

MR. CARSON: 1Is there something in there, that you
don’t want in there, Rachel?
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MS. DEAN: No, maybe it is a clear misunderstanding
on my part of a consensus but for example the pound net poles,
you know, we got 30, 60, 90 days. We are at 30 right now.

The department, were we supposed to recommend that the
department move forward with a law change? I just feel
like --

MR. LUISI: The suggestion from the work group was
that we explore what it would require. That was all that was
asked of us.

MS. FEGLEY: So we responded to that. We didn’t
know at the work group meeting what it would take to do that
so the handout that you have -- you have a handout that
enumerates everything that happened at that meeting, and the
pound net poles, the request from the work group was, hey, can
you guys see what it would take to do this. We went back and
looked. The response is, from us, okay, that is a law change.
We are not presupposing what we want to do next . We are just
telling you what we learned.

The only thing that we were -- this is just about
the business rules, and as I understand it, that motion was
only referring to these business rules.

MS. DEAN: Okay, I see it now. I see it now. We
are not accepting everything it is just the poundage
allowance. Okay, thank you.

MR. BROWN: Mr. Chairman?
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MR. RICE: Yes, Robert T.?
MOTION

MR. BROWN: Can I make a motion that we accept the
report from the committee with the modification?

MR. RICE: Yes.

MR. MANLEY: Second.

MR. RICE: And second, okay.

(Pause)

MS. DEAN: Thank you.

MR. RICE: Thank you, Robert T., for clearing that
up.

MR. LUISI: And who made the second?

MR. RICE: Richard.

MR. LUISI: Does that motion read like you want it
to, Robert T.?

MR. BROWN: Yes.

MR. RICE: Thank you very much. Do we need to go
around the room or will a simple show of hands satisfy
everybody on this one? Show of hands?

(Show of hands)

MR. GENOVESE: 12. You are in?

MR. JEFFRIES: I am going to say one thing and I am
probably going to abstain. The only thing I am opposed to is
the 4 percent overage, and you guys know I always argue that.

So I would abstain from the vote.
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MR. RICE: Thank you. One abstention. Any no’s?

(No response)

MR. RICE: Lynn are you doing the Blue Crab Advisory
Committee?

MR. LUISI: We are going to go to eels next.

MR. JEFFRIES: When you said the extension of the
pound net, and the hook and line, that is still up in the air?
That hasn’t been voted? It is just being discussed, right?

MS. FEGLEY: The extension of the -- back to May?

MR. JEFFRIES: Yes.

MS. FEGLEY: Right. Those votes did not carry at
the work group. So the only reason we put that in this report
from the committee was to make you aware that the conversation
is happening.

MR. JEFFRIES: When that comes on the agenda, Billy,
you are probably going to need an hour just for me.

MR. RICE: Okay.

MR. JEFFRIES: I just want to give everybody fair
warning. When that comes on the agenda, save me an hour.

MR. LUISI: Since Billy needs to leave soon, we are
going to jump ahead to blue crabs because --

MR. RICE: That is next on the list.

MR. LUISI: We were switching it so we wouldn’t have
to go back and forth but -- so I am going to present to you
some of the actions that were taken over the summer by the
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Blue Crab Advisory Committee.

And I am going to look to the commission for --
again, whether you support the actions of the committee or you
would like to modify those actions today.

Blue Crab Advisory Committee Update

MR. LUISI: First item of discussion is the spring
2018 bushel limits. Over the summer we worked with the
committee. We presented an initial phase of 2018 spring
bushel limits for female, mature female hard crabs. And it
was determined back on June 21 that there was a motion to
postpone any such action, and this is what was presented to
the committee regarding the bushel limits for April through
June.

(Slide)

MR. LUISI: And it was asked of us to work
internally to come up with an alternative measure that would
more fairly and evenly distribute the required reductions in
the spring bushel limits for 2018 as they were compared to the
2016 fishery.

So we did that. We went back and we took the
recommendations of the committee and we came forward with a
new recommendation, a staff recommendation to the committee,
about spring 2018 limits.

And what those limits did -- if we go back, you can

look, you can see here the CB9 did not have anything. There
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were no reductions based on the initial -- what we recommended
first because this was what was in place in 2016. And so when
we looked at it again, we took a few of the bushel limit, a
few of the bushel reductions from CB3 and CB6, and we moved
those into the CB9 category.

So these -- it is more of a smoothing effect of
impact. And the impact was needed based on the poor
recruitment last year and the low Jjuveniles, which influenced
the fall limits as well as it is going to influence the spring
limits too.

So this was taken up by the committee. There was a
motion to recommend that the Tidal Fish Commission, these
spring limits. The motion was made by the committee. And
therefore it is being presented to you today.

You can see the vote by the committee on this
recommendation, and I look to the commission today to take up
this action, either vote on it or modify it or whatever they
might want, Mr. Chairman. I think we can take one piece at a
time. That would be the best thing.

So we don’t need an additional motion. This is a
motion by the committee, which doesn’t need a second. It is
now the property of this commission to address, either modify
or move forward with an approval or opposition.

Questions and Answers

MR. RICE: Anyone have comments or suggestions?
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MOTION

MR. GILMER: I make a motion that we approve.

MR. LUISI: So we don’t need one, but if you just
want to call the question and take up a vote, that would be
all we need. You can do a motion to approve if you want.

MR. RICE: Yes, I think you should -- you made the
motion. Do we have a second on Moochie’s motion? You made
it? I am sorry, Gail. I didn’t see you.

MS. SINDORF: That is okay.

MR. RICE: Mike, I think some people may be --
especially like Russell. When we support something, that
means we are moving it forward to the next level.

MR. LUISI: Taking it to us.

MR. RICE: Taking it to you guys. Okay. So all
those in favor of the motion made by Moochie to support the
spring bushel limits, raise your hands.

(Show of hands)

MR. GENOVESE: It is unanimous.

MR. RICE: Those that oppose?

(No response)

MR. RICE: Those that abstain-?

(No response)

MR. RICE: All right, we thank you.

MR. LUISI: Okay. All right, moving on to the next

topic, which is crew limits.
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So we had a discussion about the removal of crew
limits as they apply to the CB6 and CBY9 authorizations. So if
you have a CB6 and a CB9 authorization, in order to fish the
appropriate gear and harvest the number of bushels that are
assigned to those authorizations or those license types, you
have to carry either one or two crew members with you.

So if you have a CB6 license, in order to harvest
the CB6 bushel 1limit, you need to carry someone with you in
order to do so. If you go out by yourself, you fall back to
the CB3 or the TFL license type, and you have different bushel
limits assigned.

So there was a suggestion by members of the group
that we would remove those limitations, and so somebody
individually, if I have a CB6 or a CB9 authorization on my
TFL, that I could go out by myself and fish 900 pots or run my
trotline and be accountable for the bushel limits under a CB9
without taking any additional crew with me.

The crew authorizations were established years ago.
Sarah probably -- she has a little more of the legislative
history about that. It is -- it would require a legislation
change, and the committee debated whether or not this is the
type of issue they want to take to the general assembly and
have them work with.

So you guys can speak to that better than I can
regarding some of the concern that the members of the Crab
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Committee had regarding going forward with this to the
legislators.

So the way that this happened is that we presented
this to the committee and said, okay, you guys have a choice
that you need to make. You can either ask the department to
pursue this action and put it as a list of something that we
might want to accomplish this year during session or you can
ask us to postpone any further action on crew authorizations.

And by postponing it, what that would mean is we
would not bring this before the Crab Committee again unless
directed so by the Tidal Fish Advisory Commission.

So it was kind of putting to rest the issue unless
we get directed by the commission at a future date to bring it
back up and consider it.

And so this went back and forth. There was a motion
that was made. The first motion was to pursue this action and
to take to the legislature the idea of removing the crew
limits for the CB6 and CB9. There was an amendment to the
motion to replace the word pursue with postpone, which would
then ask the department to put it on the shelf indefinitely
until we get directed by the commission.

As you can see, the amendment failed because the
Blue Crab Committee works under a two-thirds majority for
approval. So this was the vote. It was eight in favor of

A\Y

postponement, six “no” votes and two abstentions so the motion
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failed due to a lack of a two-thirds majority.

We then, getting back to the original motion, which
was to pursue the action, and that also failed for a lack of
two-thirds majority.

So we are at the point in time where there is no
recommendation being made by the committee to the commission
as to how we would move forward with this one way or another.
So the point where we are now is whether or not this
commission wants to take up any action or not.

There is nothing needed at this time. If you would
rather not -- just leave it where it is at the Blue Crab
Committee, the fact that we couldn’t get a two-thirds majority
on either side, that would be okay. It may come up in yet a
future date.

If you want us to pursue this action, you need to
take up that action today. Or if you wanted us to postpone
indefinitely until you direct us in the future to take it to
the committee, we would need to take that up today, and it
would be essentially deciding whether or not to pursue or
postpone.

But again there is no necessary action. It just
leaves it in limbo if this commission decides not to do
anything with it.

MR. RICE: That is up to this commission. I don’t
see anybody --
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MR. GILMER: Leave it as it is. Leave it as it was
voted.
MS. SINDORF: Limbo is good.
MR. RICE: The consensus of this committee is as
presented. Is that a safe way to put it? Okay, we can move
forward.

MR. LUISI: Okay. We are going to move on. Again,
in the same manner we presented an issue that came before us
over this last year about workday flexibility.

Workday flexibility was suggested to us -- think of
it like this. You may have a 10- or 12-hour window of time
that you could work for either 8 or 10 hours or whatever your
required time would be to work. You would have a longer
window to work within.

And that was something that was suggested to us. It
was brought to the committee. It was debated and discussed,
the pros and cons, and the committee took the action and voted
on this action, and the motion carried to postpone any further
discussion by the committee or the agency on workday
flexibility in this forum until further directed by the Tidal
Fish Commission.

So that was motion. It was motioned to postpone the
topic of workday hours flexibility for regulatory change.
Motion carried 12 to 0 to 2.

MS. SINDORF: So they were extending the amount of
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hours you could work and you --

MR. RICE: They were giving you a window.

MS. SINDORF: So you were given a window and you
could pick the hours you --

MR. LUISI: You could pick your eight hours in a
window of time.

MS. SINDORF: Eight hours either earlier or late.
What was the --

MR. LUISI: There were concerns over enforcement of
that time and when that would be. There were concerns about
do you extend the window in the early part of the day or the
later part of the day.

If you went later in the day, people who weren’t
necessarily full-time crabbers may be able to take advantage
of getting off work earlier to fact-fold into the fishery. So
there were pros and cons. The pros would be just to offer
flexibility. Some of the cons were those concerns over
enforcement and other things.

So this is where we came to as a committee and it is
being presented here today so you guys would —-- you could take
an action either to approve or modify this action,

Mr. Chairman.

MR. RICE: Yes. We will need either to accept the
recommendation or come up with a new one.

(No response)
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MR. RICE: Everybody’s in favor -- consensus is to
accept the recommendation? I see nod of heads. Okay. We
accept that recommendation, so we will move to the next item,
please.

MR. LUISI: Okay. I will just --

(Pause)

MR. LUISI: Okay, the last issue that came before
the committee had to do with the importation of sponge crabs
and the flexibility question regarding importation of sponge
crabs.

The current status quo for sponge crab importation
in Maryland from jurisdictions that have legal harvest of
sponge crabs is a 71-day season or a 71l-day time period
between April 25 and July 5.

It was asked of us to bring this before the
committee and come up with a series of alternative actions
that could be taken by the committee or be considered by the
committee for adding flexibility to this importation window.

We talked about whether -- those sliding days, if we
kept the days the same. We just had -- again, it would be
like a workday flexibility. You had a bigger window of time
but you would just keep 71 days and move it around within that
time.

We talked about increasing the number of days from
the first of the year, first of the season through July 31,
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which equals about 122 days.

We talked about removing the prohibition altogether,
and what the committee actually came up with and recommended
to the Tidal Fish Commission was that we establish a fixed set
of days but increase those days from 71 to 122 days from April
15 to August 15.

That was the recommendation of the committee. This
would allow for the importation during a longer period of
time, and I won’t speak for the processors but if anyone needs
any justification for all of this, those of you in the room
can speak to this much more eloquently than I could.

However, the motion was to recommend this option,
3B, which is the increased days of 122 days between April 15
and August 15 as the preferred option for recommendation or
importation of sponge crabs.

It was a 12-4, 2 against and 2 abstentions, by the
committee, and it is now the property of the commission.

MR. RICE: Now as part of the report, I know -- I
think there are a couple of the committee members here today.
They asked me to give them an opportunity to speak. Are you
here, and would you like the opportunity? Richard?

MR. LUISI: You want to come up to the mic, Richard,
and just state your name.

MR. YOUNG: Right here on the corner here?

MR. LUISI: Yes, that is great.
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