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WPRFMC Regional Fisheries

¢ Pelagic: Fishery Management Unit Species include
Billfish, Tuna, Sharks, Mahi mahi, Wahoo, Opah,
Pomfret & Snake Mackerels

¢ Ihe largest and third largest canneries in the
world operate in Pago Page, American Samoa

¢ Demersal: the Council has developed Fishery
Management Plans for’ Coral Reef Ecosystems,
Bottomifish & Seamount Groundfish), Crustaceans
and Precious) Corals



Culturally Distinct

¢ The Western and
Central Pacific
Region is culturally.
and ecologically
distinct from the
USA.

¢ [slands groups
within the: region
are culturally:ana :
ecolegically: distinct ’ v
[FOM EaChl OthEN:




Communities in the Pac:|f|c
¢ It's about FOOD

¢ Island fishing
communities live with,
and are dependent upon,
their marine resources.

¢ Island communities have
£ pay: more for IMpoerts,
and so) self=sufiilciency: or
PEING able ter supplement
pUrchiased food Withrwhat
they: catch, IS fier seme: a
NECESSItYA




Community Invelvement

¢ Given the relatively low level of federal/state assessment
and monitoring of natural marine resources in the Central
and Western Pacific, an invaluable source of data can be
found at the community level.

¢ In American Samoa, with the support of DMWR, using the
experiences off Samoa, community based MPAs have been
established through a village process.

» Hawaiians have traditionally: based their fishing on natural
nythmsiand cycles. "Kupuna“ éelders are a repository: of
the community: experience and wisdom. Iese traditions
alré; not static, but evelve over time. (refier Current Vol. 20
Ne 5), 2004)



Community Based Science

¢ By identifying the
pPeak spawning
Periods for
IMmportant resource
species, traditional
closures (kapu)
can be applied.




Community Buy-in
Enhances Compliance

¢ Government agencies do not have the resources
to enforce regulations throughout the region.

o Community involvement, with good outreach can
lead to effective peer pressure on offenders to

stop) offending.

o Community: participation and commitment, IS
VITAL — witheut this element MPA IRitiativess are
very likely to fail and will-needl to be revisited! at
SOME point in the future.



COUNCIL PROCESS

PROBLEM

CHARACTERIZED

THE COUNCIL DEBATES IN PUBLIC
THE OPTIONS PRESENTED AND
MAY DIRECT STAFF TO DEVELOP
THE OPTIONS FURTHER AND THE
CONSULTATIVE PROCESS IS
REPEATED, OR THE MAY MAKE
RECOMMENDATIONS (Typically to
NMFS)

IF THE AGENCY (eg NMFS) ACCEPTS THE
RECOMMENDATIONS IT IS RESPONSIBLE
FOR IMPLEMENTATOIN

RANGE OF ALTERNATIVES
DEVELOPED TO ADDRESS
THE ISSUE

THE ISSUES & ALTERNATIVES ARE
PRESENTED TO THE PLAN TEAMS,
ADVISORY PANELS, SCIENTIFIC &
STATISTICAL COMMITTEE AND THE
COUNCIL (These various groups
comprise representatives from
Government, State, academia,
fisheries and communities). INPUT
FROM THESE MEETINGS REFINES
EXISTING OPTIONS AND/OR
IDENTIFIES NEW OPTIONS




Extract from WP Council MPA Policy

The Council believes that:

¢ It is important to work cooperatively and collaboratively
with all relevant agencies;

¢ MPAs are a useful tool for dealing with a number of fishery
management Issues;

¢ [he size, nature and location off MPAS are important: factors
which may: be viewed: differently: by different user groups
and constituents

¢ Fishery management, needs under the Magnusen-Stevens
Act, and the appropriateness and effectiVENess ofi Various
MPAs; may. diffier amoeng fisheries and geographic areas; and

¢ No-take reserves are a subset of MPAs



Coral Reef Ecosystem MPAs - Central & Western Pacific
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Counclil & Other Agencies

¢ [he Humpback Whale Sanctuary:

— The Council has been involved and worked closely with the
designation process from the early 90's.

— Jhe Council is a voting member on the Sanctuary Advisory.
Committee

— Jhe Council and H.W.S. work together on outreach

¢ NWHI Reserve

— TThe NWHI islands are described as pristine — this after
mere than 25/ years off management under the WPREMC,
e.d. the Council established a lobster clesure 0-10 fathems
arounal all the NWHISs toract as a refugia. (Incidentally a
similar' refugia’ to protect lobster stocks Is established for
20 Anmis around Laysan)

— Jihe Council-has attendeal every meeting off the RAE
(except ene)l sincelit's Ineception in 2000, bUt s not a
VOLIRG mERLESR:



Strengths of the Fishery
Management Council Process

¢ [he Council appreach under the Magnuson-
Stevens Act uses the best available science, Is
transparent and inclusive, requiring public
scoping to identify: & define Issues. Scoping Is
also used to disseminate details ofi potential
Council actions and debate those; actions with the
PUBIIC.

o Under the Councili system the, process of marine
FESOURCE Manadement s ongoing, Hexible anad
adaptive



Longline Fishery Area Closures

The Council recommends area closures to address various iSsues

¢ Protected
Species in the
NWHI

0 & waar
- January 31

o Gear conflicts -
trolll and
handline
fisheries near
the MHI

¢ A 50nmi area
closure for
Guam and It’s
offshore banks




50 nm Closure American Samoa

Large vessels, over 50
feet are excluded from
fishing within 50 nmi of
shore, this:

¢ Reduces gear confilict

¢ Encourages smaller boeats to
stay relatively: close to shore
for safety reasons, and,

¢ Colncidentally: supportsi those
mEemMDbers) of the fishing
commuRIty: (typically,
AMERCaN SaMeanNSs) WHo
camnnet affierd a larger Vessel




Work in Progress

¢

To mitigate against
potential transferred
effects of management
measures inf Guam, a 50
nmi closure for
bottomfish boats over 30
feet is proposed for CNMI

The closure would apply
only te the main
Inhabited islands to
ensure a sustainable
bottomiish fishery for
locall small boats

\essels 30 foot and over
would still" be able to fish
in the relativel
Underutilizea the
Rerthern part off NIV
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Take Home Messages

¢ The Council Process is a success story
because it depends upon consensus and
iInvolves alll interested parties

¢ Fishery management must be adaptive
and Include a range of teols such as a

suite of MPA options

¢ [n| the Pacific it’s abeut communities anad
fole)a



IT'S ALL ABOUT COMMUNITIES AND FOOD
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