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. Status of the Fishery Management Plan

Date of FMP approval: November 1999

Addenda: Addendum I (February 2006)
Addendum II (October 2008)
Addendum III (August 2013)
Addendum IV (October 2014)

Management unit: Migratory stocks of American Eel from Maine through Florida

States with a declared interest: Maine through Florida, including the District of Columbia and the
Potomac River Fisheries Commission

Active committees: American Eel Management Board, Plan Review Team, Technical
Committee, Stock Assessment Subcommittee, and Advisory
Panel.

The ASMFC American Eel Management Board first convened in November 1995 and finalized the
Fishery Management Plan (FMP) for American Eel in November 1999 (ASMFC 2000a). The goal of the
FMP is to conserve and protect the American eel resource to ensure ecological stability while providing
for sustainable fisheries. In support of this goal, the following objectives are included:

The FMP requires all states and jurisdictions to implement an annual young-of-year (YOY) abundance
survey to monitor annual recruitment of each year’s cohort. In addition, the FMP requires a minimum
recreational size and possession limit and a state license for recreational fishermen to sell eels. The FMP
requires that states and jurisdictions maintain existing or more conservative American eel commercial
fishery regulations for all life stages, including minimum size limits. Each state is responsible for
implementing management measures within its jurisdiction to ensure the sustainability of its American eel
population.

In August 2005, the American Eel Management Board directed the American Eel Plan Development
Team (PDT) to initiate an addendum to establish a mandatory catch and effort monitoring program for
American eel. The Board approved Addendum I at the February 2006 Board meeting.

In January 2007, the Management Board initiated a draft addendum with the goal of increasing
escapement of silver eels to the spawning grounds. In October 2008, the Management Board approved
Addendum II, which placed increased emphasis on improving the upstream and downstream passage of
American eel. The Management Board chose to delay action on management measures in order to
incorporate the results of the 2012 stock assessment.

In August 2012, the Management Board initiated Draft Addendum III with the goal of reducing mortality
on all life stages of American eel. The addendum was initiated in response to the findings of the 2012
Benchmark stock assessment, which declared American eel stock along the US East Coast as depleted.
The Management Board approved Addendum III in August 2013.

Addendum III requires states to reduce the yellow eel recreational possession limit to 25 eel/person/day,
with the option to allow an exception of 50 eel/person/day for party/charter employees for bait purposes.
The recreational and commercial size limit increased to a minimum of 9”. Eel pots are required to be 2"



by 2” minimum mesh size or have at least a 4” by 4” escape panel of 2" by 2" mesh escape panel. The
glass eel fishery is required to implement a maximum tolerance of 25 pigmented eels per pound of glass
eel catch. The silver eel fishery is prohibited to take eels from September 1st to December 31st from any
gear type other than baited traps/pots or spears. The addendum also set minimum monitoring standards
for states and required dealer and harvester reporting in the commercial fishery. The Board chose to act
on glass eel management measures in Addendum IV, which comes into effect in the 2015 fishing year.

Il. Status of the Stock

In 2009, the Management Board initiated the start of a new assessment. After reviewing over 100 surveys
and studies, the American Eel Stock Assessment Subcommittee selected 19 young-of-year surveys and 15
yellow eel surveys along the East Coast for use as indices of abundance in the assessment. Despite the
large number of surveys and studies available for use, the American eel stock is still considered data-poor
because very few surveys target eels and collect information on length, age, and sex of the animals
caught. Additionally, eels have an extremely complex life history that is difficult to describe using
traditional stock assessment models. Therefore, several data-poor methods were used to assess the
American eel resource.

The first set of analyses (trend analyses) aimed to determine if there was a statistically significant trend in
the fishery-independent survey data and whether or not there was evidence for significant trends on the
regional and coast-wide scales. The second approach involved a Depletion-Based Stock Reduction
Analysis (DB-SRA) model, which uses trends in historical catch to estimate biomass trends and
maximum sustainable yield. Both the trend analyses and DB-SRA results indicate that the American eel
stock has declined in recent decades, and the prevalence of significant downward trends in multiple
surveys across the coast is cause for concern. Therefore, the stock status for American eels is depleted.
The Benchmark Stock Assessment was peer reviewed in March 2012 and was approved for management
use in May 2012.

In 2003, declarations from the International Eel Symposium (AFS 2003, Quebec City, Quebec, Canada)
and the Great Lakes Fisheries Commission (GLFC) highlighted concerns regarding the health of eel
stocks worldwide. In 2010, Canada Department of Fisheries and Oceans (DFO) conducted a stock
assessment on American eels in Canadian waters and found that region-specific status indices show that
abundance is very low in comparison to levels in the 1980s for Lake Ontario and upper St. Lawrence
River stock, and is either unchanged or increasing in the Atlantic Provinces. A joint stock assessment by
both Canada DFO and the Commission was recommended by the American Eel Stock Assessment
Subcommittee as an approach for the next assessment.

I11. Status of the Fishery

American eel currently support commercial fisheries throughout their range in North America, with
significant fisheries occurring in the US Mid-Atlantic region and Canada. These fisheries are executed in
riverine, estuarine, and ocean waters. In the US, commercial fisheries for glass eel/elver exist in Maine
and South Carolina, whereas yellow/silver eel fisheries exist in all states and jurisdictions with the
exception of Pennsylvania and the District of Columbia.

Although eel have been continuously harvested, consistent data on harvest are often not available. Harvest
data from the Atlantic coastal states (Maine to Florida) indicate that the harvest fluctuated widely between
1970 and 1980, but showed an increasing trend that peaked in 1979 at 3,951,936 pounds. Harvest has
declined since then, with the lowest harvest of 641,225 pounds occurring in 2002. Because fishing effort



data are unavailable for the entire time series, finding a correlation between population numbers and
landings data is difficult.

Commercial

Commercial landings have decreased from the high of 3.95 million pounds in 1979 to a low of 641,000
pounds in 2002, and have only recently begun to exceed one million pounds. State reported landings of
yellow/silver eels in 2014 totaled 1,052,514.40 pounds' (Table 1), which represents a 4.4% increase in
landings from 2013 (1,008,003 pounds). Yellow eel landings increased in Maine, Massachusetts, Rhode
Island, Connecticut, New Jersey, Maryland, PRFC, North Carolina, and South Carolina, and declined in
New York, Delaware, and Florida. In 2014, state reported landings from Maryland and Virginia each
totaled over 100,000 pounds of eel, and together accounted for 69% of the coastwide commercial total
landings. Landings of glass eels were reported from Maine, South Carolina, and Florida and totaled
12,515 pounds.

Table 1. 2014 Commercial Landings by state and Life Stage’

State Reported
Glass Yellow
Maine 9,690.19 7,368.4
New Hampshire No Fishery 0
Massachusetts No Fishery 3,903
Rhode Island No Fishery 2,378
Connecticut No Fishery 4,386
New York No Fishery 34,142
New Jersey No Fishery 91,225
Pennsylvania No Fishery No Fishery
Delaware No Fishery 62,388
Maryland No Fishery 610,585
D.C. No Fishery No Fishery
PRFC No Fishery 49,293
Virginia No Fishery 112,199
North Carolina No Fishery 59,458
Glass: 245.43
South Carolina Elver: 1,614.8 Confidential
Georgia No Fishery Confidential
Glass: 311
Florida Elver: 654 15,057
Total G: 10,246.62 E:2,268.8 1,052,514.40

! Harvest data for 2014 comes from the 2015 State Compliance Reports. All landings are preliminary and some are
incomplete.



Table 2.

State commercial regulations for the 2014 fishing year.*

State | Min Size Limit License/Permit Other
Glasg ) Daily dealer reports/swipe card program,;
no min s1ze monthly harvester report of daily Harvester license lottery
landings. Tribal permit system in place system.
ME for some Native American groups.
Yellow Harvester/dealer license and monthly
o . ) . . Seasonal closures. Gear
9 reporting. Tribal permit system in place S
. ; restrictions. Weekly closures.
for some Native American groups.
Commercial saltwater license and
" wholesaler license. No dealer reports. T
NH 9 Monthly harvester reporting includes Gear restrictions in freshwater.
dealer information.
Commercial permit with annual catch
MA gn report requirement. Registration for  |Traps, pots, spears, and angling
dealers with purchase record only. Mesh restrictions.
requirement. Dealer/harvester reporting.
RI gn Commercial fishing llcqnse. Gear restrictions.
Dealer/harvester reporting.
CT on Commercial license (not required fqr Gear restrictions.
personal use). Dealer/harvester reporting.
NY g Gear restrictions. Maximum
Harvester/dealer license and reporting. | limit of 14” in some rivers.
License required. No dealer reports.
NJ 9" Monthly harvester reporting includes Gear restrictions.
dealer information.
PA NO COMMERCIAL FISHERY
" Harvester reporting, no dealer reporting. | Commercial fishing in tidal
DE 6 . . .
License required. waters only. Gear restrictions.
Prohibited in non-tidal waters.
" Dealer/harvester license and monthly | Gear restrictions. Commercial
MD 9 .
reporting. crabbers may fish 50 pots per
day, must submit catch reports.
DC NO COMMERCIAL FISHERY
PRFC on Harvester license and reporting. No Gear restrictions.
dealer reporting.
" Harvester license required. Mesh size restrictions on eel
VA 9 .
Dealer/harvester monthly reporting. pots. Seasonal closures.




Table 2 (cont’d). State commercial regulations for the 2014 fishing year.*

State | Min Size Limit License/Permit Other
Standard Commercial Fishing License
NC on for all commercial fishing. Mesh size restrictions on eel
Dealer/harvester monthly combined pots. Seasonal closures.
reports on trip ticket.
Gl'ass' Fyke and dip net only p ermltte?d. Max 10 individuals. Gear and
no min size Dealer/harvester monthly combined .
. area restrictions.
SC reports on trip ticket.
Ye;}?w Pots only permitted. Dealer/harvester Gear restrictions
monthly combined reports on trip ticket. '
Personal commercial fishing license and
GA gn commercial fishing boat license. Gear restrictions on traps and
Dealer/harvester monthly combined pots. Area restrictions.
reports on trip ticket.
FL 9 Permits and licenses. Harvgster reporting. Gear restrictions.
No dealer reporting.

* For specifics on licenses, gear restrictions, and area restrictions, please contact the individual state.

Recreational

Available information indicates that few recreational anglers directly target eel. For the most part, hook-
and-line fishermen catch eel incidentally when fishing for other species. Eel are often purchased by
recreational fishermen for use as bait for larger gamefish such as striped bass, and some recreational
fishermen may catch their own eels to utilize as bait.

The National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) Marine Recreational Information Program (MRIP,
formerly the Marine Recreational Fisheries Statistics Survey) shows a declining trend in the catch of eel
during the latter part of the 1990s. As of 2009, recreational data are no longer provided for American eel,
due to the unreliable design of MRIP that focuses on active fishing sites along coastal and estuarine areas.



Table 3. State recreational regulations for the 2014 fishing year.*

State | Size Limit | Possession Limit Other
Gear restrictions. License requirement and seasonal
ME 9" 25 eels/person/day | closures (inland waters only). Bait limit of 50 eels/day
for party/charter boat captain and crew.
NH on 25 cels/person/day Coastal harvqst permit need.ed.lf tal'ﬂng eels other than
by angling. Gear restrictions in freshwater.
MA on 25 cels/person/day Nets, Pots, traps, spears, a}nd angling only; mesh
restrictions.
RI 9" 25 eels/person/day
CT 9" 25 eels/person/day
” Maximum limit of 14 in some rivers. Bait limit of 50
NY ? 25/ecls/person/day eels/day for party/charter boat captain and crew.
NJ gn 25 cels/person/day Bait limit of 50 eels/day for party/charter boat captain
and crew.
" Gear restrictions. Bait limit of 50 eels/day for
PA 0 25 cels/person/day party/charter boat captain and crew.
DE 6" 50 eels/person/day Two pot limit/person.
MD 9" 25 eels/person/day Gear restrictions.
DC 9" 10 eels/person/day
PRFC 9" 25 eels/person/day
Recreational license. Two pot limit. Mandatory annual
VA 9" 25 eels/person/day |catch report. Gear restrictions. Bait limit of 50 eels/day
for party/charter boat captain and crew.
Gear restrictions. Non-commercial special device
" license. Two eel pots allowed under Recreational
NC 0 25 eels/person/day Commercial Gear license. Bait limit of 50 eels/day for
party/charter boat captain and crew.
SC 9” 25 eels/person/day | Gear restrictions. Permits and licenses. Two pot limit
GA 9” 25 eels/person/day
FL 9 25 ecls/person/day Gear rgstrlctlor}s. Wholesale./Rete.ul purchasg
exemption applies to possession limit for bait.

* For specifics on licenses, gear restrictions, and area restrictions, please contact the individual state.

IV. Status of Research and Monitoring

The FMP requires states and jurisdictions with a declared interest in the species to conduct an annual
young-of-the-year (YOY) survey to monitor annual recruitment of each year’s cohort. In 2014, the states
of Maine, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Connecticut, Delaware, Maryland, and South Carolina had
above average YOY counts. Maine measured second highest in the time series. New Hampshire, Rhode




Island, and Delaware show above average YOY counts, though counts are lower than those of 2013.
Connecticut counted higher YOY than in 2013, but levels remain below a spike seen in 2012.

In 2014, Massachusetts, New York, New Jersey, PRFC, Virginia, and Florida had below average survey
counts. Massachusetts showed the second lowest survey counts of the time series, and New York and
Florida had the lowest survey counts in the time series. PRFC counted slightly average YOY at one
location, but an all-time low at the other of its two locations. Pennsylvania, D.C., North Carolina, and
Georgia do not have YOY surveys, but instead have yellow eel surveys.

The FMP does not require any other research initiatives in participating states and jurisdictions.
Nonetheless, the American Eel TC has identified several research topics to further understanding of the
species’ life history, behavior, and biology. Research needs for American eel include:

High Priority

e Accurately document the commercial eel fishery to understand participation in the fishery and the
amount of directed effort.

e Investigate, develop, and improve technologies for American eel passage upstream and
downstream at various barriers for each life stage. In particular, investigate low-cost alternatives
to traditional fishway designs for passage of eel.

e A coastwide sampling program for yellow and silver American eels should be formulated using
standardized and statistically robust methodologies.

e Regular periodic stock assessments and the establishment of sustainable reference points for eel
are required to develop a sustainable harvest rate and to determine whether the population is
stable, decreasing, or increasing.

e Research the effects of the swim bladder parasite Anguillacolla crassus on the American eel’s
growth and maturation, migration to the Sargasso Sea, and the spawning potential.

e Evaluate the impact, both upstream and downstream, of barriers to eel movement with respect to
population and distribution effects. Determine relative contribution of historic loss of habitat to
potential eel population and reproductive capacity.

Medium Priority

e Investigate survival and mortality rates of different life stages (leptocephalus, glass eel, yellow
eel, and silver eel) to assist in the assessment of annual recruitment. Continuing and initiating
new tagging programs with individual states could aid such research.

e Tagging Programs: A number of issues could be addressed with a properly designed tagging
program. These include:

- Natural, fishing, and/or discard mortality; survival
- Growth

- Validation of aging method(s)

- Reporting rates

- Tag shedding or tag attrition rate

e Research contaminant effects on eel and the effects of bioaccumulation with respect to impacts on
survival and growth (by age) and effect on maturation and reproductive success.

e Investigate fecundity, length, and weight relationships for females throughout their range; growth
rates for males and females throughout their range; predator-prey relationships; behavior and
movement of eel during their freshwater residency; oceanic-behavior, movement, and spawning
location of adult mature eel; and all information on the leptocephalus stage of eel.

e Assess characteristics and distribution of eel habitat and the value of habitat with respect to
growth and sex determination.



e Identify triggering mechanism for metamorphosis to mature adult, silver eel life stage, with
specific emphasis on the size and age of the onset of maturity, by sex. A maturity schedule
(proportion mature by size or age) would be extremely useful in combination with migration

rates.
Low Priority
e Perform economics studies to determine the value of the fishery and the impact of regulatory
management.

e Review the historic participation level of subsistence fishers in wildlife management planning and
relevant issues brought forth with respect to those subsistence fishers involved with American eel.

e Examine the mechanisms for exit from the Sargasso Sea and transport across the continental
shelf.

e Research mechanisms of recognition of the spawning area by silver eel, mate location in the
Sargasso Sea, spawning behavior, and gonadal development in maturation.

e Examine age at entry of glass eel into estuaries and fresh waters.

e Examine migratory routes and guidance mechanisms for silver eel in the ocean.

e Investigate the degree of dependence on the American eel resource by subsistence harvesters
(e.g., Native American Tribes, Asian and European ethnic groups).

e Examine the mode of nutrition for leptocephalus in the ocean.

e Provide analysis of food habits of glass eel while at sea.

V.  Status of Management Measures and Issues

The FMP requires that all states and jurisdictions implement an annual young-of-the-year (YOY)
abundance survey by 2001 in order to monitor annual recruitment of each year’s cohort. Addendum I11
requires a 9 inch minimum size restriction in the commercial and recreational yellow eel fisheries, as well
as the use of /2 by /2 mesh in the commercial yellow eel pot fishery. The recreational bag limit is 25
fish/angler/day, and the silver eel fishery is restricted, as is the development of pigmented eel fisheries.

Proposed Endangered Species Act Listing of American Eel

The USFWS reviewed the status of American eel in 2007 and found that, at that time, protection under
the Endangered Species Act was not warranted. The issue rose once again when American eel were
petitioned for listing as threatened under the Endangered Species Act (ESA) in April 2010 by the Center
for Environmental Science, Accuracy, and Reliability (CESAR, formally the Council for Endangered
Species Act Reliability). The USFWS published a positive 90 day finding on the petition in September
2011, acknowledging that the petition may be warranted and that a status review would be conducted.
CESAR filed a lawsuit in August 2012 against the USFWS for failure to comply with the statutes of the
ESA, which specifies a proposed rule based on the status review be published within one year of the
receipt of the petition. A Settlement Agreement was approved by the court in April 2013, which required
the USFWS to publish a 12-month finding by September 30, 2015. In the published finding, the USFWS
determined that a listing under the ESA was not warranted.

VI. Current State-by-State Implementation of FMP Compliance Requirements

The PRT reviewed the state compliance reports for 2014. The PRT found the following issues with states
implementing the required provisions of the American Eel Fishery Management Plan:
e Connecticut’s implementation of escape panel gear requirement of Addendum III was delayed
due to an oversight. Steps have been taken to bring gear into compliance by October 31, 2015.
e Massachusetts does not prohibit hook and line as a commercial gear from Sept 1 — Dec 31, but
MA questions the need for restricting this gear because outmigrating silver eels do not feed.



e Delaware has not implemented the requirements of Addendum III. ASMFC found Delaware out
of compliance with the American eel FMP at its August 2015 meeting, and forwarded that finding
to the Secretaries of Commerce and Interior. NOAA fisheries agreed with the Commission
finding and announced a moratorium on fishing, possession, and landing of American eel within
Delaware waters effective March 18, 2016, unless the Commission determines DE comes back
into compliance prior to that date (Appendix 1).

e The District of Columbia still has a 6 minimum size, but is in the process of changing to a 9”
minimum size for its recreational fishery.

e The Board exempted Florida from establishing size and bag limits until there is evidence that a
fishery exists. In 2013 and 2014 glass eel harvest occurred, but FL imposed a 9 min size in both
the recreational and commercial fisheries to end the emerging glass eel fishery in 2015.

e Florida does not have a regulation preventing harvest of eels from pound nets from September 1
through December 31, but the state is unaware of any active pound net fishery in the past 10-15
years.

e New Hampshire and New Jersey do not have dealer reporting, but harvesters report some
information on dealers. Delaware, the Potomac River Fisheries Commission, and Florida do not
have dealer reporting.

The following monitoring program changes occurred in 2014, in addition to those implemented with
Addendum III:

e New Hampshire — An Irish elver trap was installed on the Lamprey river and a box trap was
installed on the Oyster river in order to expand the YOY monitoring program.

e Pennsylvania — In lieu of the YOY survey, PA continues to conduct the small yellow eel survey.

e District of Columbia — A pre-existing backpack electrofishing survey served to replace the YOY
survey in 2012, and continues to be conducted.

e Georgia — Due to changes in the American eel FMP, Georgia ceased to conduct the YOY survey
in 2014. It was replaced with a pot survey designed to capture information on yellow-phase eels
occurring in the Altamaha River. GA has decided to cease creel survey sampling on the Satilla
River starting in 2015 and solely concentrate on sampling on the Altamaha River.

The following regulatory changes for 2014 were documented in the compliance reports, in addition to those
implemented with Addendum III:
e Maine- Authority was established to suspend or revoke glass eel fishing licenses for violating glass
eel fishing laws.
e Massachusetts increased the penalty for harvesting or possessing undersized eels from $100 to
$10,000.

Section 4.4.2 of the FMP stipulates that states may apply for de minimis status for each life stage if (given
the availability of data), for the preceding two years, their average commercial landings (by weight) of
that life stage constitute less than 1% of the coastwide commercial landings for that life stage for the same
two-year period. States meeting this criterion are exempted from having to adopt commercial and
recreational fishery regulations for a particular life stage listed in Section 4 and any fishery dependent
monitoring elements for that life-stage listed in Section 3.4.1.

Qualification for de minimis is determined from state reported landings found in compliance reports. In
2014, New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, the District of Columbia, South Carolina, and
Georgia requested de minimis status for their yellow eel fisheries. All states that applied for de minimis of
the yellow eel fishery meet the de minimis criteria. The state of South Carolina requested de minimis
status for its glass eel fishery, but does not meet the 1% landings criteria for this life stage.



VI1I. Recommendations/Findings of the Plan Review Team

1.

2.

The PRT recommends the Board consider state compliance issues as detailed in Section VI.

The PRT recommends de minimis be granted to New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Pennsylvania, the
District of Columbia, South Carolina, and Georgia for their yellow eel fisheries.

The PRT requests that state personnel highlight notable trends in annual reports. The PRT also
requests that state personnel describe any circumstances that prevented sampling from occurring as
required in the FMP and Addendum I, or reasoning for sampling not occurring in a manner consistent
with previous years.

The PRT requests that states collect biological data from both commercial and recreational landings.
The PRT requests that states provide estimates of the percent of harvest going to food versus bait, and
of exports by season. The PDT requests that states work with the law enforcement agencies to

include information on any confiscated poundage from illegal or undocumented fisheries.

The PRT requests that states work with the law enforcement agencies to include information on any
confiscated poundage from illegal or undocumented fisheries.

The PRT requests that states that do not regulate their personal use fishery be required, at a minimum,

to permit participants in this fishery and collect harvest data in order to provide an estimate of effort
and catch.

10



Appendix l: NQAA Fisheries non-compliance finding and announcement of a moratorium on
fishing, possession, and landing of American eel within Delaware waters effective March 18,
2016, unless the Commission determines DE comes back into compliance prior to that date

Ly

"4

= - ¥ UnITED STATES BEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
I Mlagornsl Doganio #nd Atumaospgharis Adminigtrgrnn

‘% G f? FIATICMAL “raal BE FIZHCHL. 1 Sl sE

25 Pt ARE ST |- By

5EF 1 B Eﬂﬁ e ot Shaa - Sore g, bl e o] 5330

- Crea+cTadr

rAT. Eubant R, Boul

Lseentive Direstns

Atlenkiv Starcs Marine Fisherizs Camnizsion
10504, Highlaad Sweet, Suite 200 AN
Aalingrem, Wi 22201

Thear Wir. Lenl

Tr accardamse with the deleparion of asha ity der G pravisioos of the Adlanric Coaslal Tisherizs
Cooperative Munapzment A (w16 LS, §3 5T 01 el ser.. trom the Secratary, A AT Natiui]
Marins Lizheries Sorvice {MMES) vornplered its independent review nfthe Connnission™s detelinatia
e eanours witl e Cammissico dut the Suee of Beluwar: s nol in vemphancs wilh the Irtersize
Fizhery Management Plan far Amecican Fel (Flun), HWTS alsa [inds dut Lhe A goment measures
Drelinware failed 1 ipplemenl wre Aecousany for the consevation of Amerian cel.

1 have notifics the Stare of Delaears of MEIFS fingine by lemer {oncluseal). & rnorutoriun on fishine
for, posseseion of, and landing of Ametican cel witkm Nelaware waters will be wnpnsed effective
e |4, 2016,

We choms e Migeh Fnplensentation dute olier consulting with the redewane statt from Delawans, wnd
resvigwing the Gacts of this situzsion. ineluding the Commission delib2rations Trow fhis past Asunst,
Frased upon aur Analysis. we Toatind that a Muele il omenliicen date b appIrnpriats tor 1w pri ncipal
Tensons. First, w Rarch L8 elosore die will give Deliwane the lineg neessary lur its legislature 1o bring
Tiese regulations ack o complianze. Secool, althaupl the reokved measu s are neceesacy for
srgrprvlion, che irnmediacy of that weed js Joss eritical piven tha Delowase's fall el [Lhery appears o
no target eels bl are the subject of Addendunt (175 riveiion,

Diclawvare indieule<l T us thul hey expect lo have appronsiale cegulations proeding American sl in prlace
by early nest yoar. 1 1he Sate of Delrware does enach such medsules, and the {onnuissaen determines
that the measures are zomplian with the Flaw, wnder this Act, the Commisscn would imredioely notify
the Seererary that the Sate is in complizee wilh the Dlan. 1€ NAIES canznts, the mocaterinm i the slats
waters of Delawate will be rescinded. i Delwware is unable 1o puein place apper(riate repulalicng priar
to ¥areh L8, 2016, thea a thdaral muomaerinm on ee] fishing in Dielumare waters woold be immedislery
implemented nnd continus until e Secreaey concurs wilh n determination (rem the Commizsion that the
Smie bes come it compliangs wick e Flat. | encovcags the Cemmission to comlinue T0 Manitor
Delaware™s proeess b implement e Plan.

I vou newd additianal inloemsnatien on this detenminaion, plee coutact Alan Riseahooyer, Lingcwor of the
{iffice of Suslainable Fisteries, A 301-427-8500, or by soaile-mail at 13 15 East-West Hipglowae, Silver
Speing, Marylend 2001 0/alan risenbeavargneas gov, | look furward ta cantizuing 10 swork wikh yiu cn
Lhis matter.

Sineerely, -
__,.q_,..-"w
P —
Eileen Sabcck
Tielesurce
@ Mimed nn Rezelod Pager —HE ASEETAN | 2 hAIETA=TCF

FZFFS--FEf ™

11



	american eel cover
	2014AmericanEelFMP_review

