Fishery Conservation and Management

reserve to allow for factors such as un-
certainties in estimates of stock size
and DAH. If an OY reserve is estab-
lished, an adequate mechanism should
be included in the FMP to permit time-
1y release of the reserve to domestic or
foreign fishermen, if necessary.

(6) Analysis. An FMP must contain an
assessment of how its OY specification
was determined (section 303(a)(3) of the
Magnuson-Stevens Act). It should re-
late the explanation of overfishing in
paragraph (d) of this section to condi-
tions in the particular fishery and ex-
plain how its choice of OY and con-
servation and management measures
will prevent overfishing in that fishery.
A Council must identify those eco-
nomic, social, and ecological factors
relevant to management of a particular
fishery, then evaluate them to deter-
mine the amount, if any, by which
MSY exceeds OY. The choice of a par-
ticular OY must be carefully defined
and documented to show that the OY
selected will produce the greatest ben-
efit to the Nation. If overfishing is per-
mitted under paragraph (d)(6) of this
section, the assessment must contain a
justification in terms of overall bene-
fits, including a comparison of benefits
under alternative management meas-
ures, and an analysis of the risk of any
species or ecologically significant unit
thereof reaching a threatened or en-
dangered status, as well as the risk of
any stock or stock complex falling
below its minimum stock size thresh-
old.

(7Y OY and foreign fishing. Section
201(d) of the Magnuson-Stevens Act
provides that fishing by foreign nations
is limited to that portion of the OY
that will not be harvested by vessels of
the United States.

(i) DAH. Councils must consider the
capacity of, and the extent to which,
U.S. vessels will harvest the OY on an
annual basis. Estimating the amount
that U.S. fishing vessels will actually
harvest is required to determine the
surplus.

(ii) DAP. Each FMP must assess the
capacity of U.S. processors. It must
also assess the amount of DAP, which
is the sum of two estimates: The esti-
mated amount of U.S. harvest that do-
mestic processors will process, which
may be based on historical perform-
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ance or on surveys of the expressed in-
tention of manufacturers to process,
supported by evidence of contracts,
plant expansion, or other relevant in-
formation; and the estimated amount
of fish that will be harvested by domes-
tic vessels, but not processed (e.g.,
marketed as fresh whole fish, used for
private consumption, or used for bait).

(iii) JVP. When DAH exceeds DAP,
the surplus is available for JVP. JVP is
derived from DAH.

[63 FR 24229, May 1, 1998]

§600.315 National Standard 2—Sci-
entific Information.

(a) Standard 2. Conservation and
management measures shall be based
upon the best scientific information
available.

(b) FMP development. The fact that
scientific information concerning a
fishery is incomplete does not prevent
the preparation and implementation of
an FMP (see related §§600.320(d)(2) and
600.340(b).

(1) Scientific information includes,
but is not limited to, information of a
biological, ecological, economic, or so-
cial nature. Successful fishery manage-
ment depends, in part, on the timely
availability, quality, and quantity of
scientific information, as well as on
the thorough analysis of this informa-
tion, and the extent to which the infor-
mation is applied. If there are con-
flicting facts or opinions relevant to a
particular point, a Council may choose
among them, but should justify the
choice.

(2) FMPs must take into account the
best scientific information available at
the time of preparation. Between the
initial drafting of an FMP and its sub-
mission for final review, new informa-
tion often becomes available. This new
information should be incorporated
into the final FMP where practicable;
but it is unnecessary to start the FMP
process over again, unless the informa-
tion indicates that drastic changes
have occurred in the fishery that might
require revision of the management ob-
jectives or measures.

(c) FMP implementation. (1) An FMP
must specify whatever information
fishermen and processors will be re-
quired or requested to submit to the
Secretary. Information about harvest



§600.320

within state boundaries, as well as in
the EEZ, may be collected if it is need-
ed for proper implementation of the
FMP and cannot be obtained otherwise.
The FMP should explain the practical
utility of the information specified in
monitoring the fishery, in facilitating
inseason management decisions, and in
judging the performance of the man-
agement regime; it should also con-
sider the effort, cost, or social impact
of obtaining it.

(2) An FMP should identify scientific
information needed from other sources
to improve understanding and manage-
ment of the resource, marine eco-
system, and the fishery (including fish-
ing communities).

(3) The information submitted by
various data suppliers should be com-
parable and compatible, to the max-
imum extent possible.

(d) FMP amendment. FMPs should be
amended on a timely basis, as new in-
formation indicates the necessity for
change in objectives or management
measures.

(e) SAFE Report. (1) The SAFE report
is a document or set of documents that
provides Councils with a summary of
information concerning the most re-
cent biological condition of stocks and
the marine ecosystems in the FMU and
the social and economic condition of
the recreational and commercial fish-
ing interests, fishing communities, and
the fish processing industries. It sum-
marizes, on a periodic basis, the best
available scientific information con-
cerning the past, present, and possible
future condition of the stocks, marine
ecosystems, and fisheries being man-
aged under Federal regulation.

(i) The Secretary has the responsi-
bility to assure that a SAFE report or
similar document is prepared, reviewed
annually, and changed as necessary for
each FMP. The Secretary or Councils
may utilize any combination of talent
from Council, state, Federal, univer-
sity, or other sources to acquire and
analyze data and produce the SAFE re-
port.

(ii) The SAFE report provides infor-
mation to the Councils for determining
annual harvest levels from each stock,
documenting significant trends or
changes in the resource, marine eco-
systems, and fishery over time, and as-
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sessing the relative success of existing
state and Federal fishery management
programs. Information on bycatch and
safety for each fishery should also be
summarized. In addition, the SAFE re-
port may be used to update or expand
previous environmental and regulatory
impact documents, and ecosystem and
habitat descriptions.

(iii) BEach SAFE report must be sci-
entifically based, and cite data sources
and interpretations.

(2) Each SAFE report should contain
information on which to base harvest
specifications.

(3) Each SAFE report should contain
a description of the maximum fishing
mortality threshold and the minimum
stock size threshold for each stock or
stock complex, along with information
by which the Council may determine:

(i) Whether overfishing is occurring
with respect to any stock or stock
complex, whether any stock or stock
complex is overfished, whether the rate
or level of fishing mortality applied to
any stock or stock complex is ap-
proaching the maximum fishing mor-
tality threshold, and whether the size
of any stock or stock complex is ap-
proaching the minimum stock size
threshold.

(ii) Any management measures nec-
essary to provide for rebuilding an
overfished stock or stock complex (if
any) to a level consistent with pro-
ducing the MSY in such fishery.

(4) BEach SAFE report may contain
additional economic, social, commu-
nity, essential fish habitat, and eco-
logical information pertinent to the
success of management or the achieve-
ment of objectives of each FMP.

(5) BEach SAFE report may contain
additional economic, social, and eco-
logical information pertinent to the
success of management or the achieve-
ment of objectives of each FMP.

[61 FR 32540, June 24, 1996, as amended at 63
FR 24233, May 1, 1998]

§600.320 National Standard 3—Man-
agement Units.

(a) Standard 3. To the extent prac-
ticable, an individual stock of fish
shall be managed as a unit throughout
its range, and interrelated stocks of
fish shall be managed as a unit or in
close coordination.



