
 REVIEW OF THE  

INTERSTATE FISHERY MANAGEMENT PLAN FOR 

WEAKFISH 

(Cynoscion regalis) 

2009 FISHING YEAR 

Weakfish Plan Review Team 

Joe Cimino, Virginia Marine Resources Commission 

Rick Cole, Delaware Division of Fish and Wildlife 

Wilson Laney, United States Fish and Wildlife Service 

Erin Levesque, South Carolina Department of Natural Resources 

Lee Paramore, North Carolina Division of Marine Fisheries 

Michael Waine, Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Commission, Chair 

Board Approved March 22, 2011 



ii 

Tables of Contents 

I. Status of the Fishery Management Plan ............................................................................. 1 

II. Status of the Stock .............................................................................................................. 2 

III. Status of the Fishery ........................................................................................................... 3 

IV. Status of Assessment Advice ............................................................................................. 4 

V. Status of Research and Monitoring .................................................................................... 4 

VI. Status of Management Measures and Issues ...................................................................... 5 

VII. Implementation of FMP Compliance Requirements for 2008 ........................................... 6 

VIII. Recommendations of the Plan Review Team ..................................................................... 7 

XI. References .......................................................................................................................... 9 

X. Figures .............................................................................................................................. 10 

XI. Tables ............................................................................................................................... 14 



1 

I. Status of the Fishery Management Plan

The Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Commission (Commission) adopted its first Fishery 

Management Plan (FMP) for Weakfish in 1985. Amendment 1 to the FMP (1992) unsuccessfully 

aimed to improve the status of weakfish. Amendment 2 (1995) resulted in some improvement to 

the stock, but several signs indicated that further improvement was necessary. Thus, Amendment 

3 (1996) was implemented to increase the sustainability of the fishery. Addendum I to 

Amendment 3 was approved in 2000 in order to extend the management program until the next 

amendment was implemented.  

Amendment 4 was approved in 2002. The goal of Amendment 4 is to utilize interstate 

management so that Atlantic coastal weakfish recover to healthy levels that will maintain 

commercial and recreational harvest consistent with a self-sustaining spawning stock and to 

provide for restoration and maintenance of essential habitat (ASMFC 2002). The management 

objectives are to:  

1) establish and maintain an overfishing definition that includes target and threshold fishing

mortality rates and a threshold spawning stock biomass to prevent overfishing and maintain

a sustainable weakfish population;

2) restore the weakfish age and size structure to that necessary for the restoration of the

fishery;

3) return weakfish to their previous geographic range;

4) achieve compatible and equitable management measures among jurisdictions throughout

the fishery management unit, including states’ waters and the federal EEZ;

5) promote cooperative interstate research, monitoring, and law enforcement necessary to

support management of weakfish;

6) promote identification and conservation of habitat essential for the long term stability in

the population of weakfish; and

7) establish standards and procedures for both the implementation of Amendment 4 and for

determination of states’ compliance with provisions of the management plan.

Amendment 4 established target and threshold fishing mortality rates and a threshold spawning 

stock biomass level to determine overfishing and overfished stock status. The amendment 

requires states to implement recreational and commercial management measures to achieve 

annual fishing mortality targets. Some management measures are specified (e.g., minimum size 

limit, minimum mesh size, bycatch limit), while the amendment provides the states flexibility in 

implementing other regulations (e.g., trip limits, area or season closures). States may request 

implementation of alternative management plans with conservationally equivalent measures. 

States deemed to have insignificant landings were exempt from the recreational and commercial 

requirements, with the exception of the bycatch reduction devise requirements.  

The Commission adopted Addendum I to Amendment 4 (2005) to replace the biological 

sampling program in section 3.0 of Amendment 4. In response to a significant decline in stock 

abundance and increasing total mortality since 1999, the Commission approved Addendum II to 

Amendment 4 (2007) to reduce the recreational creel limit and commercial bycatch limit, and set 

landings levels that when met will trigger a re-evaluation of management measures. Addendum 

III to Amendment 4 (2007) altered the bycatch reduction device certification requirements in 

Section 4.2.8 of Amendment 4 for consistency with the South Atlantic Fishery Management 
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Council’s Shrimp FMP. The Commission approved Addendum IV to Amendment 4 in 2009 to 

respond to the results of the 2009 benchmark stock assessment (additional information is 

provided in Section VI. Status of Management Measures and Issues).  

Weakfish are managed under this plan as a single stock throughout their coastal range. All 

Atlantic coast states from Massachusetts through Florida and the Potomac River Fisheries 

Commission have a declared interest in weakfish. See Table 1 for a summary of state-by-state 

regulations in 2009. 

II. Status of the Stock

The weakfish stock is depleted and overfishing is not occurring (NEFSC 2009a, NEFSC 2009b). 

In general, weakfish biomass has declined to an all time low, total mortality is currently high, 

and non-fishing mortality has increased in recent years. While overfishing has not occurred in 

recent years, harvest was reduced by an estimated 60% in Addendum IV to reduce additional 

mortality from fishing and poise the stock for a quicker recovery should natural mortality 

decline. 

Between 1982 and 1990, age 1+ weakfish biomass
1
 declined drastically from 113.1 million 

pounds to 17.6 million pounds (Figure 1). Overfishing was the main cause of this decline, with 

fishing mortality (F) accounting for about 60-90% of total mortality (fishing plus natural 

mortality) during the period. Fishing mortality
2
 peaked at 1.01 in 1989, but with the 

implementation of management measures in the early to mid-1990s, F declined to 0.24 in 1995 

and biomass responded favorably by increasing to a peak of 62.1 million pounds in 1996 (Figure 

1). While F remained relatively stable (between 0.26 and 0.58) after that time, the stock began 

another drastic decline in 2001 to the time-series low of 10.8 million pounds in 2008. However, 

the contribution of fishing mortality to total mortality was substantially reduced during this 

period; from 2004-2007 only 10-20% of total mortality is attributed to fishing mortality. 

Conversely, natural mortality has risen substantially since 1995 (Figure 1), and factors such as 

predation, competition, and changes in the environment are thus believed to be having a stronger 

influence on recent weakfish stock dynamics than fishing mortality. Bycatch and under-reported 

catches would have to be much greater than those estimated, growing from about 3-4 times the 

estimates in 1996 to 15-20 times in the most recent years, to account for the biomass decline. 

Thus far, there is no evidence available of an Atlantic coast fishery capable of generating 

additional unreported weakfish discards of this magnitude. 

Currently, the stock’s spawning potential is considered to be at only  3% of an unfished stock, 

well below the 20% spawning potential threshold and 30% spawning potential target adopted in 

Addendum IV. Trends in F indicate a stable and modest fishing mortality. Thus, while the stock 

biomass is depleted, overfishing is not occurring.  

Despite the decline in age 1+ biomass, young-of-year relative abundance appears to have 

remained in a productive pattern; however, 2006 and 2009 were the lowest years on record since 

2004 (Figure 2). While inter-annual variability is common in juvenile indices, fluctuations in the 

1
 Biomass estimates are for January 1 stock size. All mortality rates are also based on January 1 stock size. 

2
 F estimates are based on age 1+ biomass and are therefore affected by partial recruitment and can not be 

comparable to the F target and threshold in Amendment 4 which are for fully recruited ages only. 
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recent time series appear more pronounced than in earlier years. Conflicting trends in age-0 

indices and age 1+ biomass suggest the emergence of a demographic bottleneck (strong young-

of-year indices do not translate into high biomass). 

III. Status of the Fishery

At 542 thousand pounds, the total coastwide landings of weakfish in 2009 are the lowest on 

record from at least 1982 (Table 2). Total landings dropped 52% from the 2008 landings of 1.14 

million pounds, and 88% from the ten-year (1999-2008) average of 4.64 million pounds. The 

commercial fishery (369,644 pounds) accounts for 68% of the total 2009 landings, and the 

recreational fishery (171,675 pounds) for 32% (Table 2). 

Commercial Fishery 

Commercial data are cooperatively collected and compiled by the National Marine Fisheries 

Service (NMFS) and state fishery agencies from state mandated trip-tickets, landing weigh-out 

reports from seafood dealers, federal logbooks, shipboard and portside interviews, and biological 

sampling of catches. Landings from the NMFS Fisheries Statistics Division are used within this 

report unless a state reports alternative values in its compliance report to the Commission, in 

which case these values are used (see notes for Table 3).   

Between 1982 and 2009, coastwide commercial weakfish landings have ranged from the high of 

21.1 million pounds in 1986 to the low of 369,644 pounds in 2009 (Table 3). Since 1988, the 

overall trend is declining except for during the period of 1990-1998 when landings hovered 

between 6.1 and 9.1 million pounds (Figure 3). 

North Carolina (44%), New York (27%), and Virginia (17%), landed the three largest shares of 

the 2009 coastwide commercial weakfish landings.  A 129% increase in landings for New York 

and a 64% decrease in landings for Virginia were the most notable changes since 2008 (Table 3, 

Figure 4).  

The dominant commercial gears in 2009 were gill nets, trawls, and haul seines (about 38%, 26%, 

and 17% of the total commercial landings, respectively; NMFS 2010). There has been a shift in 

the dominant source of landings from trawls in the 1950s-1980s to gill nets in the 1990s-present. 

The majority of commercial landings tend to occur in the fall and winter months, presumably as 

the fish congregate to migrate to over-wintering grounds in the South Atlantic (Hogarth and 

others 1995). 

Recreational Fishery 

Recreational catch statistics are collected by the NMFS. Effort data is collected through 

telephone interviews. Catch expansions are based on angler interviews and biological sampling 

conducted by trained interviewers stationed at fishing access sites. All recreational data in this 

report are from the NMFS Fisheries Statistics Division (2010).  

Since 1982, coastwide recreational landings have ranged from the high of 11.4 million pounds in 

1983 to the low of 171,675 pounds in 2009 (Table 4). Landings averaged 7.8 million pounds 

from 1982-1988, before falling to 2.1 million pounds in 1989. Annual recreational landings 

generally fluctuated between one and four million pounds from 1990 to 2002, before dropping 
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below one million pounds in 2003 (Figure 3). Landings have averaged 748 thousand pounds (or 

642 thousand fish) the last five years (Table 5), and are estimated at 171,675 pounds (139,838 

fish) in 2009. The number of fish released alive by anglers remained above 1 million fish from 

1992 to 2008, peaked at over 5 million in 1996, but decreased to 349 thousand fish in 2009 

(Table 6, Figure 5).     

New Jersey anglers have nearly consistently harvested the most weakfish by pounds along the 

coast. In the 1980s and 1990s, anglers in Delaware, Maryland, and Virginia often took the next 

largest shares of the recreational total largest amount. In the 2000s, New Jersey anglers led in the 

harvest, whereas anglers in Virginia and North Carolina tended to take the second and third 

largest amounts (Tables 4 and 5). However, in 2009, North Carolina anglers landed 60% of the 

coastwide harvest, followed by Virginia anglers with 13% and New Jersey anglers with 10% (by 

pounds; Figure 6).  

The recreational fishery catches weakfish using live or cut bait, jigging, trolling, and chumming. 

The vast majority of recreationally harvested weakfish are caught in state waters (99% in 2009 

by pounds). In 2009, nearly all recreationally harvested fish were caught from private or rental 

boats (87%) or from shore (9%). Eighty-four percent of the harvest occurred May-December. 

IV. Status of Assessment Advice

An assessment was completed in 2009 by the Weakfish Stock Assessment Subcommittee 

(NEFSC 2009a, NEFSC 2009b) and peer reviewed by the 48
th

 Stock Assessment Review 
Committee (Sullivan et al. 2009) at the 48

th
 Northeast Regional Stock Assessment Workshop 

(SAW). The assessment includes fishery data and survey indices through 2007. 

As recommended by previous review panels, an age-structured VPA was used to evaluate trends 

in population parameters. This model provided reasonable estimates of fishing mortality and 

biomass from 1981-2001 with estimates converging regardless of the terminal year of the model; 

however, estimates from 2002 onward were subject to excessive bias when adding additional 

years of data, making them unusable for analysis. An alternative approach using an index-based 

model (where relative values are estimated from harvest and survey data and then scaled to 

absolute values based on results from the early, more stable part of the VPA time series) was 

developed. Two surplus production models were also included in the assessment because these 

could include additional sources of mortality, such as predation, competition, and environmental 

factors. The peer review panel endorsed using, on an interim basis, the index-based model for 

estimating biomass and fishing mortality, weakfish relative spawning stock biomass projections, 

and a biomass threshold approximating 20% of unfished SSB. The review panel recommended 

that the SAS develop additional methods to analyze the stocks in the next assessment. 

V. Status of Research and Monitoring

Fishery-Independent Data 

Young-of-year indices of relative abundance are provided by Rhode Island, Connecticut, New 

York, New Jersey, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, and Florida. Connecticut, 

New Jersey, Delaware, North Carolina, Georgia, and Florida provide age-0+ or 1+ indices of 

relative abundance. The Northeast Fisheries Science Survey Groundfish Trawl Survey also 

produces an age-structured index for the Mid-Atlantic coast, while the Southeast Area 
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Monitoring and Assessment Program (SEAMAP) survey produces another for the South Atlantic 

Coast. The Northeast Area Monitoring and Assessment Program (NEAMAP) began spring and 

fall surveys between Martha’s Vineyard and Cape Hatteras in the fall of 2007, and will provide 

an index in the future. The Chesapeake Bay Multispecies Monitoring and Assessment Program 

(ChesMMAP), which began in 2002, collects data on relative abundance, length, weight, age, 

sex, and trophic interactions in the Bay. See Table 9 for the indices provided in the 2009 

compliance reports. 

Fishery-Dependent Data 

The coastal states and the NMFS collect data on commercial and recreational landings. 

Addendum I to Amendment 4 requires the collection of otoliths and lengths to characterize the 

catch; the number of samples required is based on the magnitude of each state’s fisheries. Each 

spring, the states are required to submit biological sampling plans, and each fall, through the 

compliance reports, the states are required to provide the actual sampling levels completed. See 

Section VII for more information. 

VI. Status of Management Measures and Issues

Fishery Management Plan 

Addendum IV to Amendment 4 was approved in November 2009, and was implemented in May 

2010. In response to the 2009 stock assessment results, the addendum implements more 

appropriate biological reference points in response to recent stock dynamics and reduces harvest 

while attempting to minimize unnecessary bycatch waste, thus poising the stock for recovery 

should natural mortality decrease. Addendum IV requires all states in the management unit 

(including those that are de minimis) to implement a recreational creel limit no greater than 1 

fish, commercial trip and bycatch limits no greater than 100 pounds, and a finfish trawl fishery 

allowance for up to 100 undersized fish. The addendum adopted percentage based biological 

reference points with an overfished/depleted threshold of 20% SSB and a target of 30% SSB.  

The biological sampling requirements under Addendum I are unchanged, and all regulations 

previously enacted to protect weakfish and reduce bycatch are to remain effective.  

No additional amendments or addenda are under development. 

Florida Management Area and Landings Data 

In November 2009, the Management Board approved a proposal from Florida to reduce the 

state’s weakfish management area to a small area in northeast Florida where pure weakfish are 

known to occur based on genetics data. The revision is intended to address the misidentification 

of weakfish, sand seatrout, and their hybrids, and the consequential law enforcement issue. 

Inside the newly established weakfish management area (St. Mary’s River only), any fish that 

resembles weakfish will be considered weakfish for enforcement purposes, both for commercial 

and recreational limits. Outside the weakfish management area, all fish that resemble weakfish 

will be considered sand seatrout. 

As a result of the approved proposal, the commercial and recreational landings data provided in 

Florida’s 2009 compliance report represent the best estimate of pure weakfish landings in the 

state. Commercial landings data from Florida’s trip ticket program and recreational landings 
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from the NMFS’s Marine Recreational Fisheries Statistics Survey include only weakfish landed 

in Nassau and Duval counties, as revised on the basis of the genome proportions within the 

Cynoscion-complex found in the counties (48% weakfish in Nassau County and 17% in Duval 

County). The landings tables and figures in this report use the landings as reported by Florida.  

De Minimis Status 

Amendment 4 permits states to request de minimis status if, for the last two years, their combined 

average commercial and recreational landings (by weight) constitute less than 1% of the 

coastwide commercial and recreational landings for the same two year period. The de minimis 

threshold for 2009, calculated with 2008 and 2009 harvest data, is 8,389 pounds.  

Four states requested de minimis status in their 2010 compliance reports: Florida, Georgia, 

Connecticut, and Massachusetts. Each of these states has had a previous de minimis request 

approved and qualify for continued de minimis status (Florida 0.26%; Georgia 0.64%, 

Connecticut 0.08%, and Massachusetts 0%). If any de minimis state were to lose its designation 

as such, the state would be required to implement the regulatory and monitoring requirements 

from which it was previously exempt. 

The Board approved the de minimis requests from Florida, Georgia, Connecticut and 

Massachusetts on March 22, 2011. 

Addendum II Management Triggers 

Addendum II established two management triggers that would require the Board to consider 

modifying management measures if reached. First, commercial management measures are to be 

re-evaluated if coastwide commercial landings exceed 80% of the mean commercial landings 

from 2000-2004, or 2.99 million pounds. Second, commercial and recreational management 

measures are to be re-evaluated if any single state’s landings exceed its five-year mean by more 

than 25% in any single year.  

The 2009 coastwide commercial landings are 369,644 pounds, thus the first trigger has not been 

exceeded. The second trigger was not met in any state because all state landings in 2009 

decreased from their 2004-2008 average (Table 7).  The Board determined that it was not 

necessary to consider changes to the management plan on March 22, 2011. 

In 2010, the recreational and commercial management measures in Addendum IV replace those 

in Addendum II. However, the Plan Review Team will continue to include an evaluation of the 

two management triggers as they provide perspective on the magnitude of fishery landings (but 

hitting a trigger will not require Board reconsideration of the management measures).  

VII. Implementation of FMP Compliance Requirements for 2009

Mandatory compliance elements for 2009 were provided by Amendment 4 and its three addenda. 

Regulatory Requirements 

The management program includes regulatory requirements for non de minimis states as follows: 
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 Recreational management measures including maximum creel limits and minimum size

limits (see Addendum II to Amendment 4)

 Commercial management measures including minimum size limits, minimum mesh size

limits, trip limits, bycatch limits, closed seasons and areas, and bycatch reduction device

requirements (see Section 4.2 of Amendment 4, and Addendum II)

The PRT finds all states to have implemented the plan’s compliance requirements.  

See Table 1 for a summary of state commercial and recreational regulations in 2009. 

Monitoring Requirements 

Addendum I implemented monitoring requirements for non de minimis states as follows: 

 Maintenance of at least the 2005 level of recreational sampling of individual lengths through

the Marine Recreational Fisheries Statistics Survey;

 Collection of six individual fish lengths for each metric ton of weakfish landed

commercially;

 Collection of three individual fish ages for each metric ton of total weakfish landed, with a

maximum of 1000 ages annually per state.

Table 8 provides the otolith and length collection requirements for 2009. These are based on the 

best available 2009 landings data provided to the Commission by the NMFS and the states. 

Table 8 also provides the number of otoliths and lengths collected by the states in 2009. Four 

states did not fulfill the requirements of Addendum I: Rhode Island (otoliths and lengths), New 

York (otoliths and lengths), Delaware (otoliths and lengths), and North Carolina (otoliths). The 

states report funding issues, personnel shortages, and limited landings as the causes for 

inadequate sample numbers.  

Addendum I specifies that if the Board determines that a state has not successfully implemented 

the required biological sampling program the state will be prohibited from harvesting weakfish 

until it develops, and the Board approves, a plan to collect the required samples the following 

year. Each state has submitted a sampling plan for 2010 that has been approved by the Board. 

The Board may also choose to forward a recommendation of non-compliance to the Policy 

Board for consideration.  

The Board did not recommend finding any states out of compliance on March 22, 2011. 

VIII. Recommendations of the Plan Review Team

Management Recommendations 
 That the Board consider the de minimis requests from Massachusetts, Connecticut,

Georgia, and Florida.

 That the Board consider the compliance of Rhode Island, New York, Delaware, and

North Carolina with the monitoring requirements in 2009.

 That the Technical Committee and Stock Assessment Subcommittee explore alternative

assessment methods for the next benchmark stock assessment and continue to compile

the input data for the interim assessment model should an update assessment be

requested prior to the next benchmark assessment.
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 The Board should (1) task the TC and SASC to review the recreational sampling

requirements of the FMP to establish data needs for stock assessments, and (2) consider

if they intend to make states responsible for meeting any sampling deficiencies with the

NMFS recreational survey as Addendum I requires.

Research Recommendations 

Biological 

High Priority 

 Collect catch and effort data including size and age composition of the catch, determine

stock mortality throughout the range, and define gear characteristics. In particular, increase

length-frequency sampling in fisheries from Maryland north.

 Derive estimates of discard mortality rates and the magnitude of discards for all

commercial gear types from both directed and non-directed fisheries. In particular,

quantify trawl bycatch, refine estimates of mortality for below minimum size fish, and

focus on factors such as distance from shore and geographical differences.

 Conduct an age validation study.

 Identify stocks and determine coastal movements and the extent of stock mixing, including

characterization of stocks in over-wintering grounds (e.g., tagging).

 Conduct spatial and temporal analysis of the fishery independent survey data. The analysis

should assess the impact of the variability of the surveys in regards to gear, time of year, and

geographic coverage on their (survey) use as stock indicators.

 Analyze the spawner recruit relationship and examine the relationships between parental

stock size and environmental factors on year-class strength.

Medium Priority 

 Biological studies should be conducted to better understand migratory aspects and how this

relates to observed trends in weight at age. Test for individual growth difference and he

geospatial pattern, as well as the geospatial pattern of the catch rate surveys.

 Define reproductive biology of weakfish, including size at sexual maturity, maturity

schedules, fecundity, and spawning periodicity. Continue research on female spawning

patterns: what is the seasonal and geographical extent of "batch" spawning; do females

exhibit spawning site fidelity?

 Continue studies on mesh-size selectivity, particularly for trawl fisheries.

 Continue studies on recreational hook-and-release mortality rates, including factors such as

depth, warmer water temperatures, and fish size in the analysis. Studies are needed in deep

and warm water conditions. Further consideration of release mortality in both the

recreational and commercial fisheries is needed, and methods investigated to improve

survival among released fish.

Low Priority 

 Develop a coastwide tagging database.

Social/Economic 

 Assemble socio-demographic-economic data as it becomes available from ACCSP.

 Detailed information on production activities (e.g., fishing effort and labor used by gear,

vessel characteristics, areas fished, etc.) and costs and earnings for the harvesting and

processing sectors.
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 Information on retail sales and demand for weakfish in order to estimate the demand and

economic benefits of at-home and away-from home consumption of weakfish.

 Development of bio-economic models that link the underlying population dynamics to the

economic aspects of the commercial and recreational fisheries.

 Distribution of weakfish to the various markets and across states.

 Information on the margins of various stages of processing and marketing also need to be

obtained; this information is necessary to construct mathematical models that can be used

to estimate the economic impacts of management and regulation.

 A directed data collection program for weakfish including the same variables presently

collected by NMFS in support of MRFSS and by the economic add-on. Data collected

includes information on travel distance, mode of angling, expenditures, area fished, catch

on previous trips, and other information.

 Development of commercial decision-making or behavioral models to explain how fishers

might respond to various regulations.

 Estimation and assessment of consumer (net economic benefits to consumers) and

producer (net economic benefits or profits to producers) surplus; the sum of consumer and

producer surplus is a measure of the net economic value to society of a good or service.

 Development of input/output models for all states having commercial weakfish activity, or

alternatively, full-blown economic impact models, which might consist of input/output

models or General Equilibrium models.

 Determination of the economic value derived from recreational angling including the

economic value of a catch and release fishery

Habitat 

 Conduct hydrophonic studies to delineate weakfish spawning habitat locations and

environmental preferences (temperature, depth, substrate, etc.) and enable quantification of

spawning habitat.

 Compile existing data on larval and juvenile distribution from existing databases in order

to obtain preliminary indications of spawning and nursery habitat location and extent.

 Document the impact of power plants and other water intakes on larval, post larval and

juvenile weakfish mortality in spawning and nursery areas, and calculate the resulting

impacts on adult stock size.

 Define restrictions necessary for implementation of projects in spawning and over-

wintering areas and develop policies on limiting development projects seasonally or

spatially.
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X. Figures

Figure 1. Estimated weakfish age 1+ biomass, fishing mortality, and natural mortality from 

1982 to 2008 (NMFS 2009a, NMFS 2009b). 

Figure 2. Age-0 weakfish indices of relative abundance from 1982 to 2010. Indices are 

standardized into the same units. The solid line represents the annual average, and the 

dashed line represents the time series average (Note: 2010 data are preliminary). 
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Figure 3. Commercial and recreational weakfish harvest (pounds), from 1982 to 2009 (see 

Tables 3 and 4 for source information and values). 

Figure 4. Commercial weakfish landings (pounds) by state, from 2006 to 2009 (see Table 3 

for source information and values). 
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Figure 5. Recreational weakfish harvest and releases (number of fish), from 1982 to 2009 

(see Tables 5 and 6 for source information and values). 

Figure 6. Recreational weakfish landings (pounds) by state, from 2006 to 2009 (See Table 4 

for source information and values). 
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XI. Tables

Table 1.   Summary of state regulations for weakfish in 2009. 

State Commercial Recreational 

MA 16"; open 1/1-12/31. 16",  6 fish 

RI 
16"; open 6/1-6/30 & 8/7-11/8. Trawl: codend mesh 4.5" diamond or 

4.0" square. 150 lb bycatch limit & 50% bycatch rule (except hook and 

line: 0 lb bycatch).  

16", 6 fish 

CT 16"; open 1/1-12/31. 16", 6 fish 

NY 

16" (12" dressed & 10" filleted); open 4/1-6/24 & 8/28-11/15. Trawl: 

codend mesh size ≥ 4.5" diamond or 4.0" square. Gill & trammel net: 

mesh ≥ 3.5" stretched. 150 lb bycatch limit & 50% rule (except hook 

& line: 0 lb bycatch).  

16" (12" 

dressed, 10" 

fillet), 6 fish 

NJ 

Gill net: 13"; open 1/1-5/20 & 9/3-10/19 & 10/27-12/31; mesh 3.25" 

stretched except 2.75 - 3.25" allowed within 2nm for permitted 

fishermen doing monthly reporting. Otter trawl: 13" 1/1-8/31 & 12" 

9/1-12/31; open 1/1-7/31 & 10/13-12/31; mesh ≥ 3.75" diamond or 

3.375 square. Pound net: 13"; open 1/1/-6/6 & 7/1-12/31. 150 lb 

bycatch limit & 50% rule. Hook & line: 13", 6 fish, open 1/1-12/31.  

13", 6 fish 

DE 

Gill net: 12"; only nets with stretch mesh  ≥ 3.125" allowed in water 

4/1-6/30, none permitted weekends and legal holidays 5/10-9/30. Drift 

gill net: open 1/1-12/31 except 34 specified days of gear out of water 

in May and June. Anchor gill net: open 1/1-5/9 and 10/1-12/31, 

otherwise gear out of water. Hook & line: 13"; unlimited possession 4 

days/week during 5/1-10/31, 6 fish creel limit all other times. 

13", 6 fish 

MD 

12". Ocean trawl: open 10/17-12/29 except Saturdays & Sundays. 

Ocean other gears: open 3/26-4/25 & 9/3-11/14 except Sundays. 

Chesapeake Bay all gears: open 8/5-9/30. Gillnet: mesh  3.0" 

stretched. Trawl: mesh  3.375" square or 3.75" diamond. 150 lb 

bycatch limit & 50% rule (except hook & line: 0 lb bycatch) 

13", 6 fish 

PRFC 

12"; open 7/28-12/31; 150 lb bycatch limit & 50% rule for certified 

pound nets with approved cull panels, and 0 lb bycatch for all other 

gears. Pound net: limited entry. 

12”, 6 fish 

VA 

Gill net: 12"; open 3/16-5/13 & 10/21-12/30. Pound net: no minimum 

size; limited entry; open 4/1-4/30 & 5/23-9/12 unless exempted by 

license forfeit. Haul seine: no minimum size; open 4/16-6/10 & 8/21-

9/24. Out of state trawl: 12" except 300 undersized fish allowed; open 

4/1-9/25; codend mesh  3.0". Hook & line: 12”; open 1/1-12/31. 150 

lb bycatch limit (per licensee, 450 lb per vessel maximum), 50% rule.  

12", 6 fish 

NC 

12" except 10" for long haul seines & pound nets in internal waters 

4/1-11/15; open 1/1-12/31. Gill net: mesh  2.875” stretch. Flynet: 

gear requirements & area closure south of Cape Hatteras. Long haul 

seine: culling panel requirement south of Bluff Shoal. 150 lb bycatch 

limit & 50% rule. BRDs in shrimp trawls. Hook & line: 6 fish. 

12",  6 fish 

SC 12", 10 fish. BRDs in shrimp trawls. 12", 10 fish 

GA 13", 6 fish. BRDs in shrimp trawls. 13", 6 fish 

FL 12".  BRDs in shrimp trawls. 12", 4 fish 
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Table 2. Comparison of commercial and recreational Atlantic coast weakfish landings from 

1982 to 2009 (see Tables 3 and 4 for source information and state-specific landings). 
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Table 3. Commercial landings (pounds) of weakfish by state, 1982-2009 (Source: NMFS 2010, except as noted below table). 

Notes: FL: state-reported landings 1984-present (NMFS-reported landings limited to Nassau and Duval Counties and adjusted on the basis of the 

genome proportions of weakfish within the Cynoscion-complex in those counties' waters). NC: state-reported landings 1994-present. VA: NMFS-

reported landings minus the PRFC-reported harvest landed in VA 1982-1992; state reported landings 1993-present (exclude Potomac River harvest). 

PRFC: agency-reported landings 1982-present (fish caught in Potomac River and landed in MD and VA). MD: state-reported landings 1982-present 

(exclude Potomac River harvest). DE: state-reported landings 1985-present. NJ: state-reported landings 2005-present. CT: state-reported landings 

1995-present. RI: SAFIS landings 2005-present. 

The 2008 and 2007 FMP Reviews include a 2006 estimate of 8,501 lbs in MA; these landings were misidentified as weakfish.
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Table 4. Recreational landings (pounds) of weakfish by state, from 1982 to 2009 (NMFS 2010, except as noted below 

table). 

Notes: FL: state-reported landings 1983-present (NMFS-reported estimates limited to Nassau and Duval Counties and adjusted on the basis of the 

genome proportions of weakfish within the Cynoscion-complex found in those counties' waters).
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Table 5. Recreational landings (numbers) of weakfish by state, from 1982 to 2009 (NMFS 2010, except as noted below table). 

Notes: FL: state-reported landings 1983-present (NMFS-reported estimates limited to Nassau and Duval Counties and adjusted on the basis of 

the genome proportions of weakfish within the Cynoscion-complex found in those counties' waters).
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Table 6. Recreational releases (numbers) of weakfish by state, from 1982 to 2009 (NMFS 2010, except as noted below table). 

Notes: FL: state-reported landings 1983-present (NMFS-reported estimates limited to Nassau and Duval Counties and adjusted on the basis of 

the genome proportions of weakfish within the Cynoscion-complex found in those counties' waters).
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Table 7. Evaluation of the Coastwide Management Trigger (Section 3.3.1 of Addendum II to Amendment 4): percent change of 

each state’s 2009 total landings to its five-year (2004-2008) mean total landings 

Table 8. Biological sampling of weakfish in 2009, Massachusetts-Florida (Sampling requirements are based on Addendum I to 

Amendment 4 and 2009 landings data; values highlighted with red bold font do not meet sampling requirements). 

* de minimis in 2009; not required to conduct sampling; sample numbers provided to show from what states were exempt

NA=not applicable, GN= gill net, TR=trawl, PN=pound net, H&L=hook and line, HS=haul seine, BS=beach seine
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Table 9. Indices of relative weakfish abundance from 1980 to 2009 (reported in the 2009 state compliance 

reports). 
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