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Why revisit recreational fisheries management?
(What Is wrong with the status quo?)

In many: recreational fisheries:

— rends;inithe wrong| direction—aecreasing bag limits,
ShErelr Seasens, INcreasing minimun SiZes, ete.

— \Weak control off recreational hanvest, compinedwitn
Incidentalland commencial hanvest, threatens
sustarmanmity

—\Vianagement Giiten eECulsS BVERnoad gEedEphiIcal
[EIeNs; Inerestsioianglersimeay EHEICOEENERLS
WIHINAESENETIGNS:



\Why revisit recreational fisheries management?
(What Is wrong with the status quo?)

In many: recreational fisheries:
— Regulations de not senve allianglers equally well.

— Compliance withi fishenry: regulations can lhe Wweak—
particulary i anglers have little input i managenment.

— Qupetas aiffictlit tertrack: Hanvests may. exceen = soiit
TACs.

— REcreationalisecio UNCEFINCIEZSING Pressuregiven
ICIEasing Hgts=aSed commErcialmancgement:

=SNEWAGEZSHeIRmana0IneEcreaenaliSHERES colia
redicerrecreauonal/commencial coniicts:



Example: Gulf of Mexico Red Snapper
Harvest and Quota
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Example: Gulf of Mexico Red Snapper
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Example: Gulf of Mexico Red Snapper

& Species overfished and subject tor overfishing.

¢ Confiict between recreational sector, commercial
Sector, Incidental harvest.

¢ Recreationalimanagement does not senve Easterm (FLL,
ALD)rand \Westerm GUIREIPXIregiens equaliyawell:

¥ | E@s5 popeSsEaH e ComMmErcial SECIor:

¥ RECEntemphasisie VIRES Siaaic CoRCEHSHTEN,
ESCUIRMBreNuneamental prolens:

9 |Sitierera geeaseluien?



Promising trends elsewhere...

# Rights-hased management highly: successtul 1n many
commerciall fisheries.

¢ Co-management can Increase voluntan/ compliance,
GEcrease enfercement costs, and Increase angler
Salistiaction.

9 CommunIty=hased manacementexpernmentsi(eor, the
PelIeCK CONSENVANCRNCOORERLIVE)IAVEIMEVIA
SUCCESS I COmMErCIal HISHENES;



Angling Management Organizations (AMOs)

& Novel approach to reduce confilicts and Improve
sustaiability andivalue ofi recreationall fisheries.

& Combines three promising trends; ini filshery.
management:

— [Develluiien el manaoement
— Sirenguenediianestrignts
—(COrmanagenient

¥ ISt prepeseoNntSUnER ane Jehnsten; IVI2Ene
Polley 27 (2009).



Angling Management Organizations (AMOs)

& Concelved as a large, locally erganized group: of
iecreational anglers whoe would jointly: manage a
iecreational fiSheny 1 a SPECIfic area.

¢ Established 1 coerdination Witk regienalFEIsheny
Vianagement Counclis.

& Provide anglersitne aniiin e coppERauVEN Mana0e
DT OWRNISHEHEes WIS SEr Dy e g Ul aLo)s:



More Specifically, AMOs Would Be...

& Private sector entities

& Comprisedi ofi recreational fishermeniand 6thers Whe
elect a geverning boeand

& Assignedia fixed sharne of el recreational queta
& GIvenespoensinility temanagerqueia snane
9 REgIoN aneSPECIES SPECITIC

¥ SU9JECI e BVErSIg Iy AISHERAMENEGENS



How Would AMOSs Function?

¢ Most management authority Would e provisionally.
granted to AMOs.

» ANVIOsS given renewanle rght tera pertion of TAC.

¢ GOVerninghoeand CHeeSEs Management MECHaNnISnS
9est sulted terregional anglers,, suiject to: compliance
Wiith TAC.

= OPEN/ Clesed SEasens
— REguIred =EIsiirStamps/aiegs:
= @ERRPU OUIRNRECONUBIS



How Would AMOSs Function?

» AMOs would rdeally be self-financing. Mechanisms
might include:

— Sale ofi required fiishing “tags™ or “stamps:™.
— | Icenseisales.

— Jjourmaments:

— AUCHIERAING G FHSAING G Chalter FHgnts:

— \VIEemershipHiees;

¥ HeWever AVIOs\Wello e required terprevide equel
BCCESS O ISHER/ PariCIPAGHRNTEES G ESIHICHIGNS
cOUIGNMEINE USEHNO CISENIIRACHISEICEAINIGIOURS).



How Would AMOSs Function?

¢ AMOs could be region; specific—to respond to
heterogeneous attributes off anglers in different
iegions, (e.q. Eastern vs. WWestern Gulf Red Snapper)

¢ |nitially, AMOishares would be aistrkuted threugh
anleguitainle; precessitor culment anglers.. ©nee
estanlisiieal any persenicould 9econe:a siiarenolder
Py PUCHESINGISaresHifemiexisinasharenelders.

9 TAC grantedrierant AV OGN EEREWEGICACH
Vear, astlenofastAVIONeleYWed estanliShEdNUles:



How Would AMOSs Function?

& An AMO violating rules (repeatedly exceeding TAC,
failing to provide equal access) could have charter
ievekedior TAC reduced/revoked.

& |fi Stock grows or recovers, AVIOs might e rewarded
Withra greateis TAC,

¥ ProVides ncentVes o) stewarnasni;

9 Anglersaveniarestanlisirtielzewiiiules—
StrenoMENNG Vollunien/ cempliznce:



Expected Outcomes

& Vianagement authority: shared with anglers.
& Strengthen reseurce stewardship.

o Management etter sultedite needs off regional
Stakenoelders.

¢ Reduce enfercement & menitering costs:
o Alleviaie management ceniilicts:
9 Greaterlong-lenmnecenemIC RENENLS;



Coordination Details

& Many details off AMO/Council coerdination and
activities would have te e agreed upon prior to
establishing AMOs.

¢ Cooperative process between Councils; angler
[EpresentatiVves, ether stakenoelders.

& AVI@rconcept provices asimple and compeliing
flaMeWeNK:

¥ Viany challenging questiensiancNssUesremaig:



Questions / Issues

¢ How would scientific research and data collection be
funded and coordinated between AMOSs and
Counclls?

& \What 1 AMOs unable o raise sufificient funads for
[Equiredimanagement activities?

o Potentially igniset=tupranc mmaif@nsaciens Costs:

¥ HeWwAVoeUld eniorceEmeENtacVItIES Ve COREINEIES
IEWEEnPANVI@S and CotnciisZa\Vnak ety nmigit
IENPIEVICEE IENAIVI@SHE 2l GVWEHIOCEMERNY:




Questions / Issues

& Should AMGOs have authority over larger or smaller
geographical regions? (Perhaps; start larger, and allow
AMOs; to sulbdivide If desired?)

& How teraveld simply/adding “ancther layer of
pUrealchacy/ to HSHER/ management?. Councils
Woeulafhave: o giveruppreVvisional authomty:

& Doerecreationalianglersireal N Wani o EXercISe
M2Na0EMENNCORLIGIOVERIENFOWRNISHIEES?



Conclusions

& AMOs offer one 1dea for introducing| rights-based,
iegion| specific, co-management te recreational
fisheries.

¢ Practicaliapplication; ofi SUCh Ideas requires;tne
aNSWERng of many diffiicult questions:

¢ BUL, CUient tiends stiggest: clear Costs/iisks of
malRt2IRNG thenana0EmeEnt stattisiguo;

@ it AlVI@s==\What?



	Angling Management Organizations:  �An Option for Cooperative, Rights-Based Management of Recreational Fisheries�
	Why revisit recreational fisheries management?  �(What is wrong with the status quo?)

