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PELAGIC SAFE REPORT

TERMS AND ACRONYMS

GLOSSARY OF TERMS AND LIST OF ACRONYMS

Term

Definition

Alia

American Samoa
Bycatch

Commercial
CNMI

Council

Guam

Hawaii

Ika-Shibi

Incidental Catch
Interaction

Logbook

Longline

Longliner
Palu-Ahi

Samoan fishing catamaran, about 30 ft. long, constructed of aluminum
or wood with fiberglass. Used for various fisheries including trolling,
longline, and bottomfish fishing.

A U.S. territory in the South Pacific Ocean, southeast of Samoa.

Fish harvested in a fishery that are not sold or kept for personal use,
including economic discards and regulatory discards, except in a
recreational fishery catch and release fishery management program.
Commercial fishing, where the catch is intended to be sold, bartered, or
traded.

A U.S. territory in the Marianas Archipelago. North of and adjacent to
Guam.

The Western Pacific Regional Fishery Management Council, one of
eight regional fishery management councils established by Congress in
1976. Under the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and
Management Act, it has authority over fisheries seaward of
state/territorial waters of Hawaii and the U.S. Pacific Islands.

A U.S. territory in the Marianas Archipelago. South of and adjacent to
the Commonwealth of the Northern Marianas Islands.

U.S. state. See MHI, NWHI. Composed of the islands, atolls, and reefs
of the Hawaiian Archipelago from Hawaii to Kure Atoll, except the
Midway Islands. Capitol - Honolulu.

Hawaiian term for night tuna handline fishing method. Fishing for tuna
using baited handlines at night with a nightlight and chumming to
attract squid and tuna.

Fish caught that are retained in whole or part, though not necessarily
the targeted species. Examples include monchong, opah, and sharks.
Catch of protected species, which is required to be released. Examples:
sea turtles, marine mammals, seabirds.

Journal kept by fishing vessels for each fishing trip; records catch data,
including bycatch and incidental catch. Required in the federally
regulated longline and crustacean fisheries in the Hawaiian EEZ.
Fishing method utilizing a main line that exceeds 1 nm in length, is
suspended horizontally in the water column either anchored, floating,
or attached to a vessel, and from which branch or dropper lines with
hooks are attached; except that, within the protected species zone,
longline gear means a type of fishing gear consisting of a main line of
any length that is suspended horizontally in the water column either
anchored, floating, or attached to a vessel, and from which branch or
dropper lines with hooks are attached.

Fishing vessel specifically adapted to use the longline fishing method.
Hawaiian term for day tuna handline fishing. Fishing for tuna using
baited handlines and chumming with cut bait in a chum bag or wrapped
around a stone. Also, drop-stone, make-dog, etc.
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Term

Definition

Pelagic

Pole-and-Line

PRIA
Protected
Species
Purse Seine
Recreational

Secretary

Small Pelagics

Trolling

The pelagic habitat is the upper layer of the water column from the
surface to the thermocline. The pelagic zone is separated into several
subzones depending on water depth: epipelagic - ocean surface to 200
meters depth; mesopelagic — 200 to 1,000 meters depth; bathypelagic —
1,000 to 4,000 meters depth; and abyssopelagic — 4,000 to 6,000 meters
depth. The pelagic species include all commercially targeted highly
migratory species such as tuna, billfish, and some incidental-catch
species such as sharks, as well as coastal pelagic species such as akule
and opelu.

Fishing for tuna using poles and fixed leaders with barbless lures and
chumming with live baitfish. Poles can be operated manually or
mechanically. Also, fishing vessels called baitboats or aku-boats
(Hawaii).

A group of U.S. island territories in the Central Pacific Ocean.

Refers to species which are protected by federal legislation such as the
Endangered Species Act, Marine Mammal Protection Act, and
Migratory Bird Treaty Act. Examples: Black-footed and Laysan
albatrosses, sea turtles, dolphins.

Fishing for tuna by surrounding schools of fish with a large net and
trapping them by closing the bottom of the net.

Recreational fishing for sport or pleasure, where the catch is not sold,
bartered, or traded. Also, non-commercial.

When capitalized and used in reference to fisheries within the U.S.
EEZs, it refers to the U. S. Secretary of Commerce.

Species such as akule (big-eye scad - Selar spp.) And opelu (mackerel
scad - Decapterus spp). These fish occur mainly in shallow inshore
waters but may also be found in deeper offshore waters. Classified as
ecosystem component species in the FEP and not part of the PMUS.
Fishing by towing lines with lures or live-bait from a moving vessel.
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Acronym Meaning

ACE Accumulated Cyclone Energy

ACL Annual Catch Limit

AS American Samoa. Includes the islands of Tutuila, Manua, Rose and
Swains Atolls

ASG American Samoa Government

AVHRR Advanced Very High Resolution Radiometer

B Biomass

BrLac Warning Reference Point. Set equal to Bmsy

Bmsy Biomass at MSY

BET Bigeye Tuna

BiOp Biological Opinion

BOEM Bureau of Ocean Energy Management

BSIA Best Scientific Information Available

C Recent Average Catch

CFEAI Commercial Fishing Economic Assessment Index

CFR Code of Federal Regulations

CML Commercial Marine License data

CNMI Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands. Also, Northern
Mariana Islands, Northern Marianas, and NMI. Includes the islands of
Saipan, Tinian, Rota, and many others in the Marianas Archipelago

CO2 Carbon Dioxide

CMM Conservation and Management Measures

CPC Climate Prediction Center, NOAA

CPDF Catch-Per-Day-Fished

CPI Consumer price index

CPUE Catch-Per-Unit-Effort. A standard fisheries index usually expressed as
numbers of fish caught per unit of gear per unit of time, e.g., number of
fish per hook per line-hour or number of fish per 1,000 hooks

Cv Coefficient of Variation

DAR Division of Aquatic Resources, State of Hawaii

DAWR Division of Aquatic and Wildlife Resources, Guam

DEIS Draft Environmental Impact Statement

DFW Division of Fish and Wildlife, Northern Mariana Islands

DIC Dissolved Inorganic Carbon

DMWR Department of Marine and Wildlife Resources, American Samoa

DOD Department of Defense

DOJ Department of Justice

DPS Distinct Population Segment

DWFN Distant Water Fishing Nation

E-A Euro-American

vii
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Acronym Meaning

EEZ Exclusive Economic Zone, refers to waters of a nation, recognized
internationally under the United Nations Convention on the Law of the
Sea as extending 200 nautical miles from shore. Within the U.S., the
EEZ is typically between three and 200 nautical miles from shore

EF Expansion Factor

EFH Essential Fish Habitat

EIS Environmental Impact Statement

ELAPS Effort Limit Area for Purse Seine

ENSO El Nifio-Southern Oscillation Index

EO Executive Order

EPO East Pacific Ocean

ESA Endangered Species Act. An Act of Congress passed in 1966 that
establishes a federal program to protect species of animals whose
survival is threatened by habitat destruction, overutilization, disease,
etc.

ESD Equivalent Spherical Diameter

ESRL Earth System Research Laboratory, NOAA

F Fishing Mortality

Fmsy Fishing Mortality at MSY

FAD Fish Aggregating Device; a raft or buoy, drifting or anchored to the sea
floor, and under which, pelagic fish will concentrate

FDM Farallon de Medinilla, CNMI

FEP Fisheries Ecosystem Plan

FMP Fishery Management Plan

FR Federal Register

FWS Fish and Wildlife Service

GAC Global Area Coverage

GAM General Additive Models

GOES Geostationary Operational Environmental Satellites

GFCA Guam Fishermen’s Cooperative Association

GODAS Global Ocean Data Assimilation System

GRT Gross Registered Tonnes

HAPC Habitat Areas of Particular Concern

HDAR Hawaii Division of Aquatic Resources. Also, DAR

HLF Hawaii Longline Fishery

HMRFS Hawaii Marine Recreational Fishing Survey

HOT Hawaii Ocean Time Series

HP Horsepower

HSTT Hawaii-Southern California Training and Testing

IATTC Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission

IFA Interjurisdictional Fisheries Act

IFP International Fisheries Program

viii
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Acronym Meaning

ISC International Scientific Committee

ITS Incidental Take Statement

K-A Korean-American

LAA Likely to adversely affect

LOC Letter of Concurrence

LOF List of Fisheries

LRP Limit Reference Point

LVPA Large Vessel Protected Area

M Natural Mortality

M&SI Mortality and Serious Injury

MSA Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act

ME McCracken Estimates

MEI Multivariate ENSO Index

MFMT Maximum Fishing Mortality Threshold

MHI Main Hawaiian Islands

MITT Mariana Islands Training and Testing

MMA Marine Managed Area

MMPA Marine Mammal Protection Act

MODIS Moderate Resolution Imaging Spectroradiometer

MOU Memorandum of Understanding

MPA Marine Protected Area

MPCC Marine Planning and Climate Change

MPCCC Marine Planning and Climate Change Committee

MRFSS Marine Recreational Fishing Statistical Survey

MSST Minimum Stock Size Threshold

MSY Maximum Sustainable Yield

MUS Management Unit Species

MW Megawatt

NA Not applicable

NCADAC National Climate Assessment and Development Advisory Committee

NCDC National Climatic Data Center

NCEI National Centers for Environmental Information, NOAA

NCRMP National Coral Reef Monitoring Program

NELHA Natural Energy Laboratory of Hawaii Authority

NEPA National Environmental Policy Act

NESDIS National Environmental Satellite, Data, and Information Service

NLAA Not likely to adversely affect

NMFS National Marine Fisheries Service, National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration, Department of Commerce. Also, NOAA Fisheries

NMSAS National Marine Sanctuary of American Samoa

NOAA National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, U.S. Department

of Commerce
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Acronym Meaning

NOI Notice of Intent

NS2 National Standard 2

NS8 National Standard 8

NWHI Northwestern Hawaiian Islands. All islands in the Hawaiian
Archipelago, other than the Main Hawaiian Islands (MHI)

NWR National Wildlife Refuge

OC-CcCl Ocean Color Climate Change Initiative

OEIS Overseas Environmental Impact Statement

OFP-SPC Oceanic Fisheries Program of the Secretariat of the Pacific Community

OFL Overfishing Limit

OLE Office of Law Enforcement, NOAA

ONI Oceanic Nifio Index

OTEC Ocean Thermal Energy Conversion

oy Optimum Yield

PBF Pacific Bluefin Tuna

PBR Potential Biological Removal

PDO Pacific Decadal Oscillation

PICTs Pacific Island Countries and Territories

PIFSC Pacific Islands Fisheries Science Center

PIRO Pacific Islands Regional Office, National Marine Fisheries Service.
Also, NMFS PIRO

PMUS Pacific Pelagic Management Unit Species. Species managed under the
Pelagic FEP

POES Polar Operational Environmental Satellites

PPGFA Pago Pago Game Fishing Association

ppm Parts per Million

PPT Pelagic Fishery Ecosystem Plan Team

PRIA Pacific Remote Island Areas

RFMA Regional Fishery Management Agreements

RFMO Regional Fishery Management Organization

RIMPAC Rim of the Pacific

RPB Regional Planning Body

ROD Record of Decision

SA Spawning Abundance

SAmsy Spawning Abundance at MSY

SAFE Stock Assessment and Fishery Evaluation

SAR Stock Assessment Report

SB Spawning Biomass

SBmsy Spawning Biomass at MSY

SC Standing Committee of the Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission

SDC Status Determination Criteria
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TERMS AND ACRONYMS

Acronym Meaning

SEIS Supplemental Environmental Impact Statement

SEZ Southern Exclusion Zone, Hawaii

SFA Saipan Fishermen’s Association

SFD Sustainable Fisheries Division, NMFS PIRO

SFM Shortfin Mako shark

SHARKWG Shark Working Group, ISC

SPC Secretariat of the Pacific Community. A technical assistance
organization comprising the independent island states of the tropical
Pacific Ocean, dependent territories and the metropolitan countries of
Australia, New Zealand, USA, and France; now Pacific Community

SPR Spawning Potential Ratio. A term for a method to measure the effects
of fishing pressure on a stock by expressing the spawning potential of
the fished biomass as a percentage of the unfished virgin spawning
biomass. Stocks are deemed to be overfished when the SPR<20%.

SSB Spawning Stock Biomass

SSBwmsy Spawning Stock Biomass at MSY

SSC Scientific and Statistical Committee, an advisory body to the Council
comprising experts in fisheries, marine biology, oceanography, etc.

SST Sea Surface Temperature

STD Standard Deviation

STF Subtropical Front

SWAC Seawater Air Conditioning

SWG Spatial Working Group

SWO Swordfish

TA Total Alkalinity

TRP Target Reference Point

TZCF Transition Zone Chlorophyll Front

us United States

USAF United States Air Force

USACE United States Army Corps of Engineers

USFWS United States Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of Interior

V-A Vietnamese-American

WCNPO Western and Central North Pacific Ocean

WCP-CA Western and Central Pacific Fisheries Commission Convention Area

WCPFC Western and Central Pacific Fisheries Commission

WCPO Western and Central Pacific Ocean

WETS Wave Energy Test Site

WPacFIN Western Pacific Fishery Information Network, NMFS

WPRFMC Western Pacific Regional Fishery Management Council

WPUE Weight per Unit Effort

WSEP Weapon Systems Evaluation Program

XBT Expendable Bathythermographs

Xi
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Western Pacific Regional Fishery Management Council (WPRFMC; the Council) manages
the pelagic resources specified in the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management
Act of 1976 (MSA) and that occur in the United States (U.S.) Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ)
around American Samoa, the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands (CNMI), Guam,
Hawaii, and the U.S. possessions in the Western Pacific Region (Johnston Atoll, Kingman Reef
and Palmyra, Jarvis, Howland, Baker, Midway, and Wake Islands) known as the Pacific Remote
Island Area (PRIA). The Council developed and the National Oceanic and Atmospheric
Administration’s (NOAA) National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) implemented the Fishery
Management Plan (FMP) for Pelagic Fisheries of the Western Pacific Region in 1987, which has
since been replaced by the Fishery Ecosystem Plan (FEP) implemented in 2010. Since this time,
the Council has generated an annual report that provides fishery performance data, including but
not limited to landings, value of the fishery, and catch rates, for each of the areas the Council
manages.

In July 2013, NMFS issued a final rule (78 FR 43066, July 19, 2013) that revised National
Standard 2 (NS2) guidelines and clarified the content and purpose of the Stock Assessment and
Fishery Evaluation (SAFE) report to manage fisheries using of the best scientific information
available (BSIA) (see Title 50 Code of Federal Regulations [CFR] Part 600.315). In 2015, the
Council, in partnership with NMFS Pacific Islands Fisheries Science Center (PIFSC), local
fishery resource management agencies, and the NMFS Pacific Islands Regional Office (PIRO),
agreed to revise and expand the contents of future annual reports to include the range of
ecosystem elements, including protected species interactions, oceanographic parameters,
essential fish habitat (EFH) review, and marine planning activities. SAFE reports provide
regional fishery management councils and NMFS with information for determining the annual
catch limits (ACLs) for each stock in the fishery, documenting significant trends or changes in
the resource, marine ecosystems, and fishery over time, implementing required EFH provisions,
and assessing the relative success of existing relevant state and federal fishery management
programs. The annual SAFE report is intended to serve as a source document for developing the
FEPs, amendments, and other analytical documents needed for management decisions.

Table ES-1 was developed from a review of NS2 guidelines and the 2013 revisions under the
Final Rule for Provisions on Scientific Information for NS2 (78 FR 43066).
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Table ES-1. Fulfillment of National Standard 2 requirements within the 2021 annual SAFE
report for the U.S. Pacific Island Pelagic Fisheries Ecosystem Plan

future scientific work to address gaps

Citation for
Requirement Data Needs Additional Section
Guidance
_ Maximum fishing mortality threshold

ggfg{:ﬁ;‘;ﬂgg tgrel tiﬁ?;“(iDC) (MFMT), OFL, and minimum stock size 600.310(€)(2) | 2.6.5.1
threshold (MSST)

Information on Overfishing Data collection, estimation methods, and

Level (OFL) consideration of uncertainty 600.310(N)(2) | 2.6.6

Information determining Annual Needed for each stock to document

Catch Limits (ACLS) 5|gn|f|gant trends or changes in the resource 600.310(f)(5) | 2.6.6
or marine ecosystem
The harvest level for a species that achieves

Information on Optimum Yield | the greajtest ov_erall bengflts, !ncludlng 600.310 NAL

(oY) economic, social, and biological
considerations

Information on Acceptable 600.310(c)

Biological Catch Most recent stock assessment 600.310()(2) 2.6.7
Sources of fishing mortality (both landed and

_ . discarded), including commercial and .

Fishing mortality recreational catch and bycatch in other 600.310(1) Ch.2
fisheries

Bycatch by fishery Including target and non-target species Ch.2

- . - )

Rebuilding overfished stocks B_est Sglentlflc I.n.formatlon Available? on NA
biological condition of stocks

Condition of ecosystems BSIA to assess success of FEP 35+Ch. 4

Condition of EEH Report on review qf available information; 600.815(a)(10) | 3.6
full review every five years

Spmoeconomm conditions of BSIA to assess success of FEP 3.3

fishery

S_oc!oeconomlc (_:qndmons of BSIA to assess success of FEP 3.3

fishing communities

Somoec_ono_mlc conditions of BSIA to assess success of FEP NA

processing industry

Safety at sea by fishery BSIA to assess success of FEP NA

Information/data gaps Explanation of data gaps and emphasis on NA

NA = ‘Not Applicable’

L A numeric QY is not currently used to manage pelagic fisheries in the Pacific Islands Region.
2 The National Standard 2 Guidelines define BSIA as: “Relevance, inclusiveness, objectivity, transparency,
timeliness, verification, validation, and peer review of fishery management information as appropriate. The revised
NS2 guidelines do not prescribe a static definition of BSIA because science is a dynamic process involving
continuous improvements.” (78 FR 43067).
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SUMMARY OF SAFE STOCK ASSESSMENT REQUIREMENTS

Many of the fish managed under the Pacific Island Pelagic Fisheries Ecosystem Plan (Pelagic
FEP) are also managed under the international agreements governing the Western and Central
Pacific Fisheries Commission (WCPFC) and/or the Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission
(IATTC), to which the U.S. is a party. Both the WCPFC and IATTC have adopted criteria for
‘overfishing’ and ‘overfished’ designations for certain species that differ from those under the
Pelagic FEP. For the purposes of stock status determinations, NMFS will determine stock status
of pelagic management unit species (MUS) using the Status Determination Criteria (SDC)
described in the Pelagic FEP.

For all pelagic MUS (PMUS) the Council adopted a maximum sustainable yield (MSY) control
rule (see Section 2.6.5). The Council has also adopted a warning reference point, BrLag, set
equal to Bwmsy to provide a trigger for consideration of management action before a stock’s
biomass reaches the minimum stock size threshold (MSST). A stock is approaching an
overfished condition when there is more than a 50 percent chance that the biomass will decline
below the MSST within two years.

For pelagic species in the Pacific Island Region, most stock assessments are conducted by
several international organizations. In the eastern Pacific Ocean (EPO), IATTC staff conduct
stock assessments for Eastern Pacific Ocean bigeye, yellowfin, striped marlin, and swordfish.

In the western and central Pacific Ocean (WCPO), the Secretariat of the Pacific Community
Oceanic Fisheries Program (SPC) conducts stock assessments on tropical tunas, as well as for
South Pacific albacore, southwest Pacific swordfish, and striped marlin. In the North Pacific
Ocean, the International Scientific Committee for Tuna and Tuna-like Species in the North
Pacific Ocean (ISC) conducts similar stock assessments.

In 2022, stock assessments were completed for Western and Central Pacific Ocean skipjack tuna
(Castillo-Jordan et al. 2022), Pacific bluefin tuna, (ISC 2022), and North Pacific blue shark (ISC
2022). Details of these stock assessments can be found in Section 2.6.7. This section also
provides an overview of stock status in relation to overfishing and overfished reference points for
species managed under this Pelagic FEP.

Figure ES-1 provides the current stock status for all species in the Pelagic FEP for which stock
assessments have been completed.
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Figure ES-2. Specification of fishing mortality and biomass reference points in the Pelegic FEP
and current stock status in the WCPO and EPO. Pacific Ocean bluefin tuna is not illustrated, but
the recent stock assessment indicated overfishing is occurring and the stock is overfished
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SUMMARY OF FISHERY DATA IN THE PACIFIC ISLAND REGION

Table ES-2. Summary of the total pelagic landings during 2022 in the Western Pacific and the

percentage change between 2021 and 2022

American Samoa CNMI Guam Hawaii
Species Landings % Landings % Landings % Landings %
(Ib) Change (Ib) Change (Ib) Change (Ib) Change

Swordfish 5,669 -8.1 - - 0 - 2,047,820 35.0
Blue marlin 104,196 37.1 Q*** -100.0 8,700 -71.9 1,239,436 12.6
Striped marlin 3,990 -41.4 - - 0 - 644,924 13.0
Other billfish* 3,858 0.3 3,449 - 1,046 - 322,324 -5.0
Mahimahi 12,826 447.9 58,049 91.8 94,491 202.5 775,422 3.4
Wahoo 25,826 -28.6 20,646 286.4 57,003 152.6 667,081 -43.2
Opah (moonfish) 938 -38.7 - - - - 526,449 -37.7
Sharks (whole wt.) 0 - 0 - 0 - 9,873 -41.8
Albacore 2,365,584 28.4 - - 0 - 456,745 -14.4
Bigeye tuna 41,818 -36.4 - - 0 - 14,688,062 -8.9
Bluefin tuna 0 -100.0 - - - - 3,290 58.3
Skipjack tuna 88,708 -31.3 132,152 -57.0 419,431 -37.0 460,050 -6.9
Yellowfin tuna 326,319 -31.3 14,224 -45.6 34,050 -63.3 7,124,349 2.2
Other pelagics** 1,828 -39.8 8,920 -45.0 15,116 0.4 600,087 3.1
Total 2,981,560 12.6 237,440 -38.9 629,837 -26.6 29,565,913 -4.7

Note: Total pelagic landings are based on commercial reports and/or creel surveys; % change based on 2020

landings relative to 2022 landings.
*Qther billfish include black marlin, spearfish, and sailfish.
**Qther pelagics include kawakawa, unknown tunas, pelagic fishes (dogtooth tuna, rainbow runner, barracudas),
oilfish, and pomfret. Of these, only oilfish and pomfret are PMUS. While other tables in Chapter 2 excluded or
separated out non-MUS, data could not accurately provide individual landings data for these species presented in
this total landings table.
*** Tracking of marlin catches by pelagic fisheries in the CNMI is undergoing review to ensure that marlin species
are properly identified for the purposes of monitoring fishery performance and reporting it in this annual SAFE

report.
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AMERICAN SAMOA

Pago Pago Harbor on the island of Tutuila is a regional base for the transshipment and
processing of tuna taken by domestic fleets from other South Pacific nations, the distant-water
longline fleets, and purse seine fleets. As the NMFS Pacific Island Region does not directly
manage these fisheries, data on the purse seine and non-U.S. vessel landings are not included in
this report.

Participation. The largest fishery in American Samoa directly managed as part of this FEP is the
American Samoa longline fishery. The majority of these vessels are greater than 50 feet (ft), are
required to fish beyond 50 nautical miles (hnm) from shore, and sell the majority of their catch,
primarily albacore, to the Pago Pago canneries. In 2022, there were 11 active longline vessels, all
large (> 60 feet). Smaller longline vessels called alias (i.e., locally built, twin-hulled vessels
about 30 ft long, powered by 40 horsepower gasoline outboard engines) can fish within 50 nm
from shore, but due to the low participation in recent years, these data are confidential and can be
reported only in combination with the large vessel fishery. Trolling is the next largest fishery
with nine boats that landed pelagic species in 2022. Non-commercial pelagic fisheries in
American Samoa are less common.

Landings. The estimated annual pelagic landings have varied widely, from 2.0 to over 6.1
million 1b since 2013. The total estimated 2022 landings were approximately 3.0 million Ib,
which repsents an increase from 2021 but a continuation of the decline from 6.1 million Ib in
2013 (Figure 4). Pelagic landings consist mainly of five tuna species including albacore,
yellowfin, skipjack, mackerel, and bigeye, which made up over 95% of the total estimated
landings when combined with other tuna species. Albacore made up 84% of the tuna species
total estimated landings. Wahoo, blue marlin, swordfish, and mahimahi made up most of the
non-tuna species landings.

Bycatch. There was no recorded bycatch for the troll fishery in 2022 (Table 14). In the longline
fishery, around 0.7% of the tuna catch was released. Skipjack and yellowfin were the most
released bycatch tuna species at 0.5 and 3.4%, respectively. Conversely, sharks, oilfish and
pomfret had the highest release numbers of non-tunas, with nearly 100% of each species released
(Table 6). In total, only 3.8% of all pelagic species caught by the longline fishery were released.
Fish are released for various reasons including quality, handling and storage difficulties, and
marketing problems.

Effort. There are currently 20 vessels known to be fishing in the waters of American Samoa
according to federal logbooks collected. The 11 longline vessels that fished in 2022 deployed
1,219 sets (Table 5). The troll fishery conducted only 50 trips that landed pelagic species. Troll
trips decreased by over 50%.

Catch Rate. The total pelagic catch rate by all longline vessels increased by 4.5 fish per 1,000
hooks in 2022 from the previous year. Non-tuna pelagic species had a consistent catch rate of 1.2
fish per 1,000 hooks. The longline catch rates for tuna species have fluctuated during the past
decade ranging from 13.4 to nearly 21 fish per 1,000 hooks. Albacore catch rates increased this
year by 5.4 to 14.6 fish per 1,000 hooks. The average catch per troll hour for all pelagic species
decreased in 2022 to 22 Ib/hour from 33 Ib/hour in 2021.

Revenues. In 2022, the total longline fleet revenue (estimated landed value) was $3.19 million,
and albacore composed a majority of the total landed value. Other main species included
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yellowfin tuna, bigeye tuna, skipjack tuna, and wahoo. The overall average fish price was $1.07
per pound in 2022. Albacore had an estimated price of $1.50 per pound, representing a decrease
of $0.10 from 2021.

Protected Species Interactions. Protected species interactions are monitored in the American
Samoa longline fishery with mandatory observer coverage targeting approximately 20% of all
trips, however, coverage for 2020 was at 2.13% and for 2021 was at 4.65% due to impacts from
the COVID-19 pandemic. In 2022, observer coverage was about 8% and data were no longer
confidential. However, there were still very few protected species interactions observed.
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CNMI

The CNMTI’s pelagic fisheries occur primarily from the island of Farallon de Medinilla south to
the Island of Rota.

Participation. The number of fishers involved in CNMI’s pelagic fishery has decreased since
2001, when there were 113 reporting commercial pelagic landings. In 2022, 92 fishers reported
landing pelagic species, representing an increase of nearly 11% from the 83 fishers in 2021.

Landings. Skipjack tuna is the principal species landed, comprising neatly 56% of the total
estimated pelagic landings in 2022 based on expanded creel survey data. Skipjack estimated
landings decreased by 57% in 2022 to 132,152 Ib, while total estimated landings also decreased
by nearly 39% to 237,440 Ib. Landings of mahimahi and wahoo ranked second and third by
weight of pelagic species landings in 2022, respectively, at 58,049 Ib and 20,646 Ib. The amount
of yellowfin tuna landed in 2022 decreased substantially from 2021 levels by over to 14,224 Ib.

Effort. In 2022, the number of trips catching pelagic species from commercial receipt invoices
decreased 16% from 2021 to 1,789 trips. However, the number of estimated trips from expanded
creel survey data was relatively consistent at 2,973 trips. Total estimated trolling hours similarly
decreased in 2022 by 17% to 14,427 hours. Average trip length has remained steady over the last
decade, maintaining between 4.9 and 5.6 hours per trip and slightly decreasing in 2021 to 4.9,
tied for the decadal low.

Catch Rate. In 2022, trolling catch rates decreased from 22.0 Ib per trolling hour to 15.9 Ib per
trolling hour, a decrease compared to the 10-year average (21.7 Ib/hr). The skipjack catch rate
decreased to 9.2 Ib per hour fished. This catch rate is 6.2 Ib less than the 10-year average (15.4
Ib/hr). Yellowfin catch rate decreased from 1.5 in 2021 to 1.0 Ib per hour. The mahi mahi catch
rate increased to 3.9 Ib/hr in 2022, which is 0.1 Ib/hr greater than the 10-year average.

Bycatch. Bycatch is not a significant issue in the CNMI, as fishermen retain their catch
regardless of species, size, or condition. Based on creel survey interviews, only two fish were
caught as bycatch in the trolling fisheries in 2020 leading up to 2022, both mahimahi.

Revenue. The total value of the pelagic fishery in 2022 was $721,579.40, which represented a
6.55% increase from the previous year ($677,239). The average price for all pelagic species was
$3.08 in 2022, an increase of $0.66 from 2021.

Protected Species Interactions. There have not been any reported or observed interactions with
protected species in the CNMI pelagic fisheries.
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GUAM

Guam’s pelagic fishery consists of small, primarily recreational, trolling boats that fish within
the local waters of Guam’s EEZ or the adjacent EEZ of the Northern Mariana Islands.

Participation. The number of boats involved in Guam’s pelagic fishery gradually increased
from 193 in 1983 to a high of 546 in 2021. There were 449 boats involved in Guam’s pelagic
fishery in 2022, a decrease of 17.7% from the all time high of 2021. The majority of the fishing
boats are less than 10 m (33 ft) in length and are usually owner-operated by fishermen who earn
a living outside of fishing. Most fishermen sell a portion of their catch, and it is difficult to make
a distinction between recreational, subsistence, and commercial fishers. A small but
economically significant segment (~5%) of the pelagic group is made up of marina-berthed
charter boats that are operated primarily by full-time captains and crews. Data and graphs for
non-charters, charters, and bycatch are represented in this report.

Landings. The estimated annual pelagic landings varies widely in the 42-year time series,
ranging between 383,000 and 958,000 Ib The average total catch has shown a slowly increasing
trend over the reporting period. The 2022 total expanded pelagic landings were 629,837 Ib, a
decrease of 26.7% when compared with the catch from 2021. Tuna PMUS decreased 40.2%,
while non-tuna PMUS increased 87.1%. Landings consisted primarily of five major species:
mahimahi, wahoo, bonita or skipjack tuna, yellowfin tuna, and Pacific blue marlin, with skipjack
comprising over 66.5% of total landings. Other minor species caught include rainbow runner,
barracudas, and pomfrets. Sharks were also caught during 2022, with sharks noted in specific
fishermen interviews conducted in 2022 regarding shark encounters (see bycatch below).
However, these species were not encountered during offshore creel surveys and were not
available for expansion for this year’s report. Sharks are often discarded as bycatch. In addition
to the above pelagic species, approximately half a dozen other species were landed incidentally
this year.

There are wide year-to-year fluctuations in the estimated landings of the five major pelagic
species. Landings for two of the five common species increased in 2022 from the previous year’s
levels. Skipjack decreased 37%, and yellowfin decreased by 63.3%. Wahoo catch increased
252%, mahimahi catch increased by 302%, and blue marlin decreased by 72%.

Effort. In 2022, the number of trolling trips decreased by 7.7% from 2021 levels to 9,895, and
hours spent trolling similarly decreased by 14.3%.

In early 2010, the U.S. military began exercises in an area south and southeast of Guam
designated W-517. W-517 is a special use airspace (approximately 14,000 nm2) that overlays
deep open ocean approximately 50 miles south-southwest of Guam. Exercises in W-517
generally involve live fire and/or pyrotechnics. When W-517 is in use, a notice to mariners is
issued, and vessels attempting to use the area are advised to be cautious of objects in the water
and other small vessels. This discourages access to virtually all banks south of Guam, including
Galvez, Santa Rosa, White Tuna, and other popular fishing areas. From 1982-2015, DAWR
surveys recorded more than 2,930 trolling and bottom fishing trips to these southern banks, an
average of more than 83 trips per year. The number of notices to mariners in 2021 was 80,
equaling 80 closure days, down from 168 closure days in 2020. This impacted the number of
fishing days south of Guam.

The small-boat bottomfish and trolling fishery in Guam relies on boat ramp access and FADs.
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Recent activities to support the Guam fishery follow.

Catch Rate. Trolling catch rates (Ib per hour fished) showed an decrease from 2021. Total
CPUE decreased 14.6%. The two tuna species showed an decrease in CPUE from 2021 to 2022.
Marlin showed in CPUE from 2021 to 2022. Mahi and wahoo CPUE increased from 2021 to
2022. The fluctuations in CPUE are possibly due to variability in the year-to-year abundance and
availability of the stocks.

Bycatch. There is low bycatch in the charter fishery. In 2022, interview data indicated there was
again a low bycatch rate; there were 72 fish reported as bycatch in 5,342 tallied fish caught, for a
1.34% rate. Bycatch occasionally occurs in the troll fishery including sharks, shark-bitten and
undersized fish.

In 2022, fishers were asked if they experienced a shark interaction. There was a total of 802
interviews for boat-based fishing in 2022, with 95 of these inappropriate for determining shark
interaction. Of the remaining 707 interviews, 267 reported interactions with sharks and 440
reported no interactions with sharks for a 37.7% positive rate for interviews where fishers were
asked about shark interactions.

Revenues. Commercial data for Guam pelagic fisheries are non-disclosed due to confidentiality
rules that prevent data derived from fewer than three sources to be reported. Because there were
fewer than three vendors that reported sales of pelagic fish on Guam in 2020, 2021, and 2022,
the data are not able to be presented in this report.

A majority of troll fishermen do not rely on the catch or selling of fish as their primary source of
income. Previously, Guam law required the Government of Guam to provide locally caught fish
to food services in government agencies, such as the Department of Education and Department
of Corrections. In 2002, the Government of Guam began implementing cost-saving measures,
including privatization of food services. The requirement that locally-caught fish be used for
food services, while still a part of private contracts, is not being enforced. This has allowed
private contractors to import cheaper foreign fish and reduced the sales of vendors selling locally
caught fish. This represented a substantial portion of sales of locally caught pelagic fish. The
decrease in commercial sales seen following 2002 may be, in part, due to this change.

Protected Species Interactions. There have not been any reported or observed interactions with
protected species in the Guam pelagic fisheries.

10



PELAGIC SAFE REPORT EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

HAWAII

Compared to the other regions, Hawaii has a diverse fishery sector which includes shallow- and
deep-set longline, Main Hawaiian Islands (MHI) troll and handline, offshore handline, and the
aku boat (pole and line) fisheries. The Hawaii longline fishery is by far the most important
economically, accounting for nearly 90% of estimated ex-vessel value of the total commercial
fish landings in the State. The MHI troll was the second largest fishery in Hawaii with 5.5% of
the total value, followed by MHI handline, aku boat, offshore handline fisheries, and other gear
types comprising the remainder. The pandemic had a large effect on participation, catch, and
revenue in 2020 as the lockdown for public health safety to contain the spread of COVID-19
negatively impacted fishery-related businesses, but trends indicative of recovery may have been
observed during 2021.

Participation. A total of 3,201 fishermen were licensed in 2022, including 1,873 (59%) who
indicated that their primary fishing method and gear were intended to catch pelagic fish. This is a
1% increase in fishing licenses from the previous year. Most licenses that indicated pelagic
fishing as their primary method were issued to longline fishermen (52%) and trollers (31%). The
remainder was issued to ika-shibi and palu-ahi (handline) (17%).

Landings. Hawaii commercial fisheries caught and landed 29.6 million pounds of pelagic
species in 2022, a decrease of 5% from the previous year. Although each fishery targets or
intends to catch a particular pelagic species, a variety of other species were also caught. The
deep-set longline fishery targeted bigeye and yellowfin tuna. This was the largest of all pelagic
fisheries and its total catch comprised 82% (24.2 million pounds) of all pelagic fisheries. The
shallow-set longline fishery targeted swordfish and its catch was 1.9 million pounds, or 6% of
the total catch. The MHI troll fishery targeted tunas, marlins and other PMUS caught 1.8 million
pounds or 6% of the total. The MHI handline fishery targeted yellowfin tuna while the offshore
handline fishery targeted bigeye tuna. The MHI handline fishery accounted for 940,000 pounds
(4% of the total). The offshore handline fishery was responsible for 454,000 pounds or less than
2% of the total catch.

The largest component of the pelagic catch was tunas, which comprised 77% of the total in 2022.
Bigeye tuna alone accounted for 65% of the tunas and 50% of all the pelagic catch. Billfish catch
made up 14% of the total catch in 2022. Swordfish was the largest of these, at 48% of the billfish
and 7% of the total catch. Catches of other PMUS represented 9% of the total catch in 2022 with
ono being the largest component at 30% of the other PMUS and 3% of the total catch.

Bycatch. A total of 104,013 fish were released by the deep-set longline fishery in 2022. PMUS
sharks accounted for 86% of the deep-set longline bycatch. There is almost no market demand
for sharks in Hawai’i. Of all shark species combined, 99.9% of the deep-set longline shark catch
was released. Conversely, bycatch rate for the deep-set longline fishery was only 4% for targeted
and incidentally caught pelagic species in 2022. A total of 7,554 fish were released by the
shallow-set longline fishery in 2022. PMUS sharks accounted for 95% of the shallow-set
longline bycatch. Of all shark species combined, 99.9% of the shallow-set longline shark catch
was released. Conversely, bycatch rate for the shallow-set longline fishery was 3% for targeted
and incidentally caught pelagic species in 2022. Since shallow-set longline trips are often longer
than deep-set trips, the shallow-set sector conserves space for swordfish, which they target, and
foregoes keeping other pelagic species due to their short shelf life.
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Effort. There were 147 active Hawaii-permitted deep-set longline vessels in 2022, the same as
the previous year. The number of deep-set trips was 1,531 along with 21,299 sets made in 2022.
The number of hooks set by the deep-set longline fishery was 63.3 million hooks in 2022. The
Hawaii-permitted shallow-set longline fishery operates mainly in the first half of the year. In
2022, 22 vessels completed 69 trips and made 857 sets, which was 5 vessels, 12 trips and 154
more sets than the previous year. The number of hooks set by this fishery also rose to 1.1 million
in 2022, an increase over the record low observed in 2019. The number of days fished by MHI
troll fishers has been trending lower from its peak in 2013, with 1,166 fishers logging 15,420
days fished around the MHI in 2022. There were 427 MHI handline fishers that fished 3,726
days in 2022, a slight increase from the lowest number of fishers and an improvement from the
record low days fished in 2020. The offshore handline fishery only had 6 fishers and 188 days
fished in 2022.

The deep-set longline fishery targets bigeye tuna and this species had higher nominal CPUE (2.7
fish per 1,000 hooks) compared to yellowfin tuna (1.3) but bigeye tuna has been on a downward
trend from 2015 while yellowfin tuna CPUE has been higher than average for the past 6 years.
Albacore CPUE was much lower at 0.2 in 2022. Blue marlin and striped marlin were incidental
catches by the deep-set fishery were both at or at 0.3 fish per 1,000 hooks over the ten-year
period. In contrast blue shark bycatch species with all fish logged as released yet its CPUE is
third only to bigeye and yellowfin at 1.5 fish per 1,000 hooks. The Hawaii-permitted shallow-set
longline fishery targets swordfish and had a CPUE of 8.9 fish, in 2022, up from a record low of
7.1 fish in 2021. Blue shark, a bycatch species for this fishery too, had a CPUE of 5.9 fish, same
as the previous year. The MHI troll fishery CPUE for yellowfin tuna and blue marlin were both
on a gradual upward trend. MHI troll CPUE for skipjack tuna, mahimahi and ono CPUE varied
with no clear trend. MHI handline CPUE for yellowfin showed a strong, consistent upward
pattern from 2019. Albacore and bigeye tuna CPUE were not only much lower than yellowfin
tuna but below their respective long-term CPUEs. Bigeye tuna CPUE for the offshore handline
fishery reached a record CPUE in 2022. Yellowfin tuna CPUE in this fishery was often a
magnitude lower and variable over the past ten years.

Fish Size. With the exception of bigeye tuna, ono and moonfish the average weight for the
remaining pelagic species were below their respective long-term average weight in the deep-set
longline fishery. Bigeye tuna caught in the deep-set fishery was 83 pounds in 2022, 3 pounds
above the long-term average. All billfish species caught by this fishery were below their 10-year
average weight while other PMUS species were close to long-term mean weights. The mean size
of swordfish was 130 pounds in 2022, much lower from the 10-year average weight. The pattern
of average weight for tunas, billfish and other PMUS in by the shallow-set longline fishery was
similar to fish size in the deep-set longline fishery. Swordfish caught by the shallow-set longline
fishery was 169 pounds, below the 10-year average weight. In general, the average weight of
most fish caught by the shallow-set longline fishery is higher than fish caught by the deep-set
longline fishery. In general, the average weight for fish caught by the troll and handline fisheries
was above their long-term averages. However, the average weight of blue marlin, swordfish and
mahimahi were lower in 2022.

Revenue. The total revenue from Hawai’i’s pelagic fisheries was $129.8 million in 2022. This
was a decrease of 2% from the previous year. The strong revenue in 2022 is again attributed to
the continued recovery from the COVID pandemic. Bigeye tuna and yellowfin tuna represented
57% and 22% of the total pelagic revenue, respectively in 2022. The deep-set longline revenue
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was $106.4 million in 2022. This fishery represented 82% of the total revenue for pelagic fish in
Hawai’i. The shallow-set longline fishery almost doubled to $9.7 million and accounted for 7%
of the revenue in 2022. Most of the increase in shallow-set revenue is from more vessels landing
in Hawaii instead of off-loading in California. The MHI troll revenue was $7.0 million or 5% of
the total in 2022. The MHI handline fishery increased to $4.1 million (3%). The offshore
handline fishery was $1.5 million in 2022 and exhibited the largest increase of the small boat
fisheries.

Protected Species Interactions. Protected species interactions are monitored in the Hawaii-
based longline fishery with mandatory observer coverage at 100% for shallow-set vessels and a
target of a minimum of 20% for deep-set vessels; however, observer coverage in the deep-set
longline fishery in 2020 and 2021 was 15.25% and 17.84%, respectively, due to impacts related
to pandemic restrictions. In the shallow-set longline fishery, annual monitoring of turtle
interactions now occurs via trip limits. In 2022, one trip reached leatherback limit (2 interactions)
and returned to port; no trips reached loggerhead limit (5). Additionally, the Pelagic Plan Team
recommended forming a working group to initiate a detailed review of fishery performance
under the trip limits and prepare a report for the May 2024 Plan Team meeting. Further, in the
shallow-set fishery, trends of interactions with the black-footed albatross has been increasing
over time. An analysis of oceanographic factors and fishery distribution has been identified as a
need to better understand this trend, and the tori line study is currently underway to improve
mitigation measures for the fishery. In the deep-set longline fishery, olive ridley and black-
footed albatross interactions have decreased over the last two to three years after four to five
years of higher interaction values. Prior analyses showed that higher interactions were likely
driven by oceanographic factors. Additionally, the Pelagic Plan Team formed a working group to
consider incorporating reporting requirements derived from the recent Biological Opinion for the
fishery in future iterations of the annual SAFE report.

13
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OCEANIC AND CLIMATE INDICATORS

In an effort to improve ecosystem-based fishery management, the Council is utilizing a
conceptual model that allows for the application of data from specific climate change indicators
that may affect marine systems and ultimately the productivity or catchability of managed stocks.
While the indicators that the Council monitors may change as the Council continues to improve
ecosystem-based management, this 2021 report provides information on the following list of
climate and oceanic indicators being tracked:

. Atmospheric Concentration of Carbon Dioxide (COy)
. Oceanic pH (at Station ALOHA)

. Oceanic Nifio Index (ONI)

. Pacific Decadal Oscillation (PDO)

. Tropical Cyclones

. Sea Surface Temperature

. Temperature at 200 — 300 m Depth

. Ocean Color (Chlorophyll-a concentration)

. North Pacific Subtropical Front (STF)/Transition Zone Chlorophyll Front (TZCF)
. Estimated Median Phytoplankton Size

. Fish Community Size Structure

. Bigeye Tuna Weight-Per-Unit-Effort

. Bigeye Tuna Recruitment Index

. Bigeye Tuna Catch Rate Forecast

Section 3.5.2 provides a description of each of these indicators, a 2021 snapshot of the current
conditions accompanied by time series data, and a rationale for how these data may progress
ecosystem-based fishery management.

ESSENTIAL FISH HABITAT

NS2 requires that the Council review and revise EFH provisions periodically and to report on
this review as part of the annual SAFE report process, with a complete review conducted as
recommended by the Secretary at least once every five years. No pelagic EFH reviews were
completed in 2022. Non-fishing and cumulative impact components were reviewed from 2016
through 2017 (Minton 2017), and a habitat review for crustaceans in Guam and Hawaii was
completed in 2019. The Council expects to amend the EFH for Hawaii precious corals in 2022.

MARINE PLANNING

In 2016, the Council approved a new FEP objective to “consider the implications of spatial
management arrangements in Council decision-making”. To monitor implementation of this
objective, the 2021 annual SAFE report includes the Council’s spatially-based fishing
restrictions (or marine managed areas, MMAS), the goals associated with them, and the most
recent evaluation. In addition, to meet EFH and National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)
mandates, this annual SAFE report monitors activities of interest to the Council that may
contribute to cumulative impact. This includes observing fishing and non-fishing activities and
facilities, including aquaculture operations, alternative energy facilities, and military training and
testing activities.

14
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1 INTRODUCTION

The Fishery Management Plan (FMP) for Pelagic Fisheries of the Western Pacific Region was
implemented by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration’s (NOAA) National
Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) on March 23, 1987. The Western Pacific Regional Fishery
Management Council (WPRFMC; the Council) developed the FMP to manage the pelagic
resources under the authority of the Magnuson Fishery Conservation and Management Act of
1976 (MSA) and that occur in the United States (U.S.) Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ) around
American Samoa, the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands (CNMI), Guam, Hawaii,
and the U.S. possessions in the Western Pacific Region (i.e., Johnston Atoll, Kingman Reef,
Palmyra Atoll, and Jarvis, Howland, Baker, Midway, and Wake Islands). In 2010, the Council
and NMFS implemented the Fishery Ecosystem Plan (FEP) for the U.S. Pacific Island Pelagic
Fisheries (Pelagic FEP), which includes management measures and strives to integrate vital
ecosystem elements important to decision-making, including social, cultural, and economic
dimensions, protected species, habitat considerations, climate change effects, and the
implications to fisheries from various spatial uses of the marine environment.

For more information regarding the FEP’s objectives, past amendments, and other information,
refer to the Pelagic FEP found on Council website and regulations at 50 CFR 665.
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Figure 1. Map of the Western Pacific region
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INTRODUCTION

1.1 BACKGROUND TO THE SAFE REPORT

Following the Pelagic FEP requirements, the Council has been
generating annual reports that assist the Council and NMFS in
assessing the status of the stocks, fisheries, and effectiveness of the
management regime. In July 2013, NMFS issued a final rule (78 FR
43066) that revised National Standard 2 (NS2) guidelines to
manage fisheries using of the best scientific information available
(BSIA) and clarify the content and purpose of the Stock
Assessment and Fishery Evaluation (SAFE) Report. In 2015, the
Council, in partnership with NMFS Pacific Islands Fisheries
Science Center (PIFSC), local fishery resource management
agencies, and the NMFS Pacific Islands Regional Office (PIRO),
agreed to revise and expand the contents of future annual reports to
include the range of ecosystem elements described above. This year
marks the seventh iteration of the SAFE report that combines the
requirements of reporting for the FEP with those required under
NS2 guidelines.

1.2 PELAGIC MUS LIST

The management unit species (MUS) managed under the Pelagic
FEP include large pelagic species such as tunas (tribe Thunnini),
billfishes (Istiophoridae and Xiphiidae), and other harvested species
with distribution straddling domestic and international waters. The
MUS excludes some scombrids found predominantly near land,
such as little bonitos (tribe Sardini, e.g., dogtooth tuna,
Gymnosarda unicolor). Although they are sometimes caught by the
FEP-managed fisheries and reported herein, the MUS also exclude
all jacks (Carangidae, e.g., rainbow runner, Elagatis bipinnulata),
all barracudas (Sphyraenidae), all sharks except the following nine
species: pelagic thresher shark (Alopias pelagicus), bigeye thresher
shark (Alopias superciliosus), common thresher shark (Alopias
vulpinus), silky shark (Carcharhinus falciformis), oceanic whitetip
shark, (Carcharhinus longimanus), blue shark (Prionace glauca),
shortfin mako shark (Isurus oxyrinchus), longfin mako shark
(Isurus paucus), salmon shark (Lamna ditropis), and squid (class

Cephalopoda) except those listed in Table 1. Although caught frequently, most shark MUS are
discarded alive and with fins attached in U.S. fisheries managed under the FEP. Shark finning is

illegal in U.S. fisheries.
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Table 1. Names of U.S. Pacific Island pelagic management unit species

English Common Name Scientific Name Samoan or Hawaiian or Chamorroan or S. Carolinian or N. Carolinian or
AS local Hl local Guam local CNMI local CNMI local
Mahimahi (dolphinfishes) Coryphaena spp. Masimasi Mahimahi Botague Sopor Habwur
Wahoo Acanthocybium solandri Paala Ono Toson Ngaal Ngaal
Indo-Pacific blue marlin Makaira mazara Salula AU, Kaiik Batto’ Taghalaar Taghalaar
Black marlin Makaira indica '
Striped marlin Tetrapturus audax Nairagi
Shortbill spearfish Tetrapturus angustirostris Sa'ula Hebi Spearfish
Swordfish Xiphias gladius Sa'ula malie AU, Broadbil, Swordfish Taghalaar Taghalaar
Sailfish Istiophorus platypterus Sa'ula A'ulepe Guihan layak Taghalaar Taghalaar
Pelagic thresher shark Alopias pelagicus
Bigeye thresher shark Alopias superciliosus
Common thresher shark Alopias vulpinus
Silky shark Carcharhinus falciformis
Oceanic whitetip shark Carcharhinus longimanus Malie Mano Halu'u Paaw Paaw
Blue shark Prionace glauca
Shortfin mako shark Isurus oxyrinchus
Longfin mako shark Isurus paucus
Salmon shark Lamna ditropis
Albacore Thunnus alalunga Apakoa ‘Ahi palaha, Tombo Albacore Angaraap Hangaraap
Bigeye tuna Thunnus obesus Asiasi, To'uo ‘Ahi po’onui, Mabachi Bigeye tuna Toghu, Sangir Toghu, Sangir
Yellowfin tuna Thunnus albacares Asiasi, To'uo ‘Ahi shibi ‘Ahi, Shibi Yellowfin tuna Toghu
Northern bluefin tuna Thunnus thynnus Maguro
Skipjack tuna Katsuwonus pelamis Atu, Faolua, Ga'oga Aku Bunita Angaraap Hangaraap
Kawakawa Euthynnus affinis Atualo, Kavalau Kawakawa Kawakawa Asilay Hailuway
Moonfish Lampris spp Koko Opah Ligehrigher Ligehrigher
Qilfish family Gempylidae Palu talatala Walu, Escolar Tekiniipek Tekiniipek
Pomfret Family Bramidae Manifi moana Monchong
Other tuna relatives AUX'SAS,E)%[JS,,C[?&%? SPp: (various) Ke’?vl:i’(c;llss)a ba (various) (various) (various)
Neon flying squid Ommastrephes bartamii Squid, ika
Diamondback squid Thysanoteuthis rhombus Squid, ika
Purple flying squid Sthenoteuthis oualaniensis Squid, ika
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1.3 SUMMARY OF PELAGIC FISHERIES AND GEAR TYPES MANAGED UNDER
THE FEP

U.S. pelagic fisheries in the Western Pacific Region are, with the exception of purse seining,
primarily variations of hook-and-line fishing. These include longlining, trolling, handlining, and
pole-and-line fishing. The U.S. purse-seine fishery is managed under an international convention
and is therefore not discussed in this report. In addition, while the U.S. fleet of albacore trollers,
based at West Coast ports, occasionally operates in the Western Pacific, this fishery is not
directly managed by the Council, and is also not described in this report.

U.S. longline vessels in the Western Pacific Region are based

9___3*4 . primarily in Hawaii and American Samoa, although Hawaii-
-\ T =1 Dbased vessels targeting swordfish and bigeye tuna have also
=" /T fished seasonally out of California. The Hawaii fishery, with
\ /T we 147 active vessels, targets a range of species, with vessels
<A M 4 setting shallow longlines to catch swordfish or fishing deep to

maximize catches of bigeye tuna. Catches by the Hawaii fleet
also include yellowfin tuna, mahimahi, wahoo, blue and
striped marlins, opah (moonfish) and monchong (pomfret).
The Hawaii fishery does not freeze its catch, which is sold to the fresh fish and sashimi markets
in Hawaii, Japan, and the U.S. mainland.

The American Samoa longline fleet fishes almost exclusively for albacore, which is landed at the
cannery in American Samoa. Pelagic landings consist primarily of four tuna species: albacore,
yellowfin, bigeye, and skipjack. The pelagic species wahoo, blue marlin, and mahimahi comprise
most of the non-tuna landings.

Trolling and, to lesser extent, handline fishing for i
pelagic species are the largest commercial fisheries in =
terms of participation, although they catch a relatively - =
modest volume of fish annually compared to longline ~ o4 ¢
and purse seine gears. Troll and handline catches are fe 4 ,.‘-_;;7
dominated by yellowfin tuna in Hawaii, skipjack tuna ot A ¥ g N
in Guam and the CNMI, and skipjack and yellowfin &= =
tuna in American Samoa. Other commonly caught

troll catches include mahimahi, wahoo, and blue

marlin. Most of the troll and handline landings are made by Hawaii vessels.

Troll fishing for pelagic species is the most common recreational (i.e., non-commercial) fishery
in the islands of the Western Pacific region. The definition of recreational fishing, however,
continues to be problematic in a region where many fishermen who are fishing primarily for
recreation may sell their fish to cover their expenses.

E The Western and Central Pacific Ocean (WCPO)
supports the world’s largest tuna fishery, with around
with at a total tuna catch of over 3.3 million mt of fish
annually. Most of the catch is taken by fleets of longliners
. and purse seiners from countries such as Japan, Taiwan,
o United States (including the U.S. purse seine fleet), Korea

—
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and China; however, around a third of purse seine vessels operating in the WCPO are flagged to
Pacific Island countries and these fleets are growing. Small scale artisanal longlining is also
conducted in Pacific Island countries like Samoa.

Fishing has been a way of life for millennia across the Pacific Island Region. Each of the
archipelagos within this region have a rich and fascinating history, where fishing maintains a
critical part in the cultural identity and health of the people. Today, fishing is both a modern
enterprise, sustaining an important industry and providing fresh seafood to all of the region’s
inhabitants, as well as an important pastime that maintains connections to the surrounding
environment.

1.3.1 AMERICAN SAMOA

The islands of American Samoa are an area of modest productivity relative to areas to the north
and west. The region is traversed by two main currents: the southern branch of the westward-
flowing South Equatorial Current from June to October and the eastward-flowing South
Equatorial Counter Current from November to April. Surface temperatures vary between 27° and
29° C and are highest from January to April. The upper limit of the thermocline in ocean areas is
relatively shallow (27° C isotherm at 100 m depth, approximately 328 ft) but the thermocline
itself is diffuse (lower boundary at 300 m depth, approximately 984 ft).

1.3.1.1 TRADITIONAL AND HISTORICAL PELAGIC FISHERIES

The pelagic fishery in American Samoa is and has been an important component of the
American Samoan domestic economy. American Samoan dependence on fishing undoubtedly
goes back as far as the peopled history of the islands of the Samoan archipelago, about 3,500
years ago. Many aspects of the culture have changed in contemporary times, but American
Samoans have retained a traditional social system that continues to strongly influence and
depend upon the culture of fishing. Centered around an extended family (‘aiga) and allegiance to
a hierarchy of chiefs (matai), this system is rooted in the economics and politics of communally-
held village land. It has effectively resisted Euro-American colonial influence and has
contributed to a contemporary cultural resiliency unique in the Pacific Island Region.

American Samoa is a landing and canning port for the U.S. purse seine fishery for skipjack and
yellowfin tuna, with the largest catch of all U.S. pelagic fisheries in the region. The U.S. longline
fishery for South Pacific albacore is conducted primarily in the American Samoa EEZ and
comprises the second-largest of the U.S. longline fisheries in the FEP (after Hawaii). The
ecosystem based fishery management approach to regulation under the MSA has focused on the
socioeconomics of allocating catch and access to EEZ areas by fleet sectors and creating
domestic regulations to monitor and mitigate longline fishery impacts to sea turtles and other
protected species. American Samoa is a participating U.S. territory in the Western and Central
Pacific Fisheries Commission (WCPFC), which status exempts it from certain WCPFC measures
S0 as not to restrict responsible fishery development. The Western and Central Pacific Fisheries
Commission (WCPFC) establishes conservation and management measures that NMFS
implements under its authorities, including the MSA.

Prior to the mid-1990s, the pelagic fishery was largely a troll fishery. Horizontal longlining was
introduced to the territory by Western Samoan fishermen in 1995. Local fishers have found
longlining worthwhile as they land more with less effort and use less gasoline for trips. Initially
the vessels used for longlining were “alias”, locally built, twin-hulled (wood with fiberglass or
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aluminum) vessels about 30 ft. long, powered by 40 horsepower gasoline outboard engines.
Larger monohull vessels capable of longer multi-day trips began joining the longline fleet soon
after the alias. The number of alias participating in the fishery decreased to below three by 1995
and due to confidentiality requirements cannot be directly reported. Landings from these vessels
are added to the total landings. The number of commercial troll vessels has also declined.

Vessels longer than 50 ft are restricted from fishing within 50 nm of Tutuila, Manu‘a, Swains
Island and Rose Atoll (see Section 3.6 for details). Albacore is the primary species caught
longlining, with the bulk of the longline catch sold to the Pago Pago canneries. Remaining catch
is sold to stores, restaurants, and local residents or donated for customary trade or traditional
functions. Pago Pago Harbor on the island of Tutuila is a regional base for the transshipment and
processing of tuna taken by domestic fleets from other South Pacific nations, distant-water
longline fleets, and purse seine fleets. Purse seine vessels land skipjack, yellowfin and other
tunas, and a small portion of albacore.

1.3.1.2 CURRENT PELAGIC FISHERIES

The small-scale longline fishery is nearly defunct. Most participants in the small-scale domestic
longline fishery were indigenous American Samoans with vessels under 50 ft in length, of which
the remaining vessels are alia boats under 40 ft in length. The motivation for American Samoa’s
commercial fishermen to shift from troll or handline gear to longline gear in the mid-1990s was
the fishing success of 28-foot alia catamarans that engaged in longline fishing in the EEZ around
Independent Samoa. Following this example, the fishermen in American Samoa deployed a short
monofilament longline, with an average of 350 hooks per set, from a hand-powered reel. An
estimated 90 percent of the crews working in the American Samoa small-scale alia longline fleet
were from Independent Samoa. Like the conventional monohull longline fishery (see below) the
predominant catch from the small-scale fishery has been albacore, which is marketed to the local
tuna canneries.

American Samoa’s domestic longline fishery expanded rapidly in 2001. Much of the growth was
due to the entry of monohull vessels larger than 50 ft in length. The number of permitted longline
vessels in this sector increased from seven in 2000 to 38 by 2003. Of these, five permits for
vessels between 50.1 ft — 70 ft, and five permits for vessels larger than 70 ft were believed to be
held by indigenous American Samoans as of March 21, 2002. Economic barriers have prevented
more substantial indigenous participation in the large-scale sector of the longline fishery. The
lack of capital appears to be the primary constraint to substantial indigenous participation in this
sector. In 2021, there were 11 active longline vessels, identical to 2020. Poor economic
conditions have plagued the large vessel fleet for several years and coupled with impacts from
the COVID-19 pandemic, the lowest effort and catch was observed in 2020 since the start of the
fishery. Both effort and catch slightly rebounded in 2021

While the smallest (<40 ft) vessels average 350 hooks per set, vessels over 50 ft can set five to
six times more hooks and have a greater fishing ranges and capacity for storing fish (from eight
to 40 mt on a larger vessel as compared to less than two mt on a small-scale vessel). Larger
vessels are also outfitted with hydraulically-powered reels to set and haul mainline, as well as
modern electronic equipment for navigation, communications and fish finding. Most are
presently being operated to freeze albacore onboard, rather than to land chilled fish.

From October 1985 to the present, catch and effort data in American Samoa troll and handline
fisheries have been collected through a creel survey that includes subsistence and recreational
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fishing, as well as commercial fishing. However, differentiating commercial fishing from non-
commercial activity has been difficult, and there have been recent focuses on non-target longline
catches that are sold to the local community instead of the cannery.

Recreational fishing underwent a renaissance in American Samoa with the establishment of the
Pago Pago Game Fishing Association (PPGFA), founded in 2003 by a group of recreational
anglers. The motivation to form the PPGFA was the desire to host regular fishing competitions.
Recreational fishing vessels range from 10 ft single engine dinghies to 35 ft twin diesel engine
cabin cruisers. The PPGFA has annually hosted international tournaments over the past 15 years,
including the Steinlager 1‘a Lapo‘a Game Fishing Tournament (a qualifying event for the
International Game Fish Association’s Offshore World Championship in Cabo San Lucas,
Mexico). The recreational vessels use anchored fish aggregating devices (FADs) extensively,
and, during tournaments, venture to the various outer banks which include the South Bank (35
miles south), North East Bank (35 miles northeast), South East bank (37 miles southeast), 2%
bank (29 miles east-southeast), and East Bank (24 miles east).

There was no full-time regular charter fishery in American Samoa similar to those in Hawaii or
Guam prior to 2015, however, Pago Pago Marine Charters began operating a full-time charter
fishery since then.

Estimates of the volume and value of recreational fishing in American Samoa are not precise. A
volume approximation of boat based recreational fishing is generated in this annual report based
on the annual sampling of catches, conducted by the American Samoa Department of Marine and
Wildlife Resources (DMWR) and provided to NMFS PIFSC Fisheries Research and Monitoring
Division (FRMD). While boat-based recreational catches were as high as over 46,000 Ib in the
2000s, total non-commercial catch was estimated to be over 97,000 Ib in 2019. It is likely that
non-commercial fishing data in recent years have been affected by impacts associated with the
COVID-19 pandemic.

While no permits have been issued to date, non-commercial fishing and recreational charter
fishing is permitted within the Rose Atoll Marine National Monument. These permits are
available only to community residents of American Samoa or charter businesses established
legally under the laws of American Samoa.

1.3.2 COMMONWEALTH OF THE NORTHERN MARIANAS ISLANDS

Generally, the major surface current affecting the Mariana Archipelago is the North Equatorial
Current, which flows westward through the archipelago, however, the Subtropical Counter
Current affects the Northern Islands and generally flows in an easterly direction. Depending on
the season, sea surface temperatures near the Northern Mariana Islands vary between 80.9° —
84.9° Fahrenheit. The mixed layer extends to between depths of 300 — 400 ft.

1.3.2.1 TRADITIONAL AND HISTORICAL PELAGIC FISHERIES

Fishery resources have played a central role in shaping the social, cultural, and economic fabric
of the CNMI. The aboriginal peoples indigenous to these islands relied on seafood as their
principal source of protein and developed exceptional fishing skills. Later immigrants to the
islands from East and Southeast Asia also possessed a strong fishing tradition. Under the MSA,
the CNMI is defined as a fishing community.
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1.3.2.2 CURRENT PELAGIC FISHERIES

The CNMTI’s pelagic fisheries occur mainly from the island of Farallon de Medinilla (FDM)
south to the island of Rota. Trolling is the primary fishing method utilized in the pelagic fishery.
The pelagic fishing fleet consists mostly of vessels less than 24 ft in length, which usually have a
limited 20-mile travel radius from Saipan. There were an estimated 2,973 trolling trips in 2022,
representing a decrease of over 3% from 2021.

The primary target and most marketable species for the pelagic fleet is skipjack tuna
(approximately 56% of 2022 landings). Schools of skipjack tuna have historically been common
in nearshore waters, providing an opportunity to catch numerous fish with a minimum of travel
time and fuel costs. Skipjack is readily consumed by the local populace and restaurants,
primarily as sashimi. Yellowfin tuna and mahimabhi are also easily marketable, but seasonal,
species. During their seasonal runs, these fish are usually found close to shore and provide easy
targets for the local fishermen. In addition to the economic advantages of being nearshore and
their relative ease of capture, these species are widely accepted by all ethnic groups, which has
kept market demand fairly high.

In late 2007, Crystal Seas became the first established longline fishing company in the CNMI to
begin its operation out of the island of Rota. However, by 2009, Crystal Seas had become Pacific
Seafood and relocated its operation to Saipan. In 2011, there were four licensed longline fishing
vessels stationed in the CNMI, but these vessels found it difficult to market their catch and did
not perform well. By 2014, there were no active longliners in the CNMI, although a few of the
original vessels were experimenting with other types of fishing with limited success.

1.3.3 GUAM

1.3.3.1 TRADITIONAL AND HISTORICAL PELAGIC FISHERIES

Fishing in Guam continues to be important not only in terms of contributing to the subsistence
needs of the Chamorro people, but also in terms of preserving their history and identity. Fishing
assists in perpetuating traditional knowledge of marine resources and maritime heritage of the
Chamorro culture.

1.3.3.2 CURRENT PELAGIC FISHERIES

Pelagic fishing vessels based in Guam are classified into two general groups: (1) distant-water
purse seiners and longliners that fish outside Guam’s EEZ and transship through the island; and
(2) small, primarily recreational, trolling boats that are either towed to boat launch sites or
berthed in marinas and fish only within local waters within Guam’s EEZ or on some occasions in
the adjacent EEZ of the Northern Mariana Islands. This annual report primarily covers the local,
Guam-based, small-boat pelagic fishery.

Landings from Guam fisheries primarily consist of five major species: mahimahi (Coryphaena
hippurus), wahoo (Acanthocybium solandri), skipjack tuna (Katsuwonus pelamis), yellowfin
tuna (Thunnus albacares), and Pacific blue marlin (Makaira mazara). Other minor pelagic
species caught include rainbow runner (Elagatis bipinnulatus), great barracuda (Sphyraena
barracuda), kawakawa (Euthynnus affinis), dogtooth tuna (Gymnosarda unicolor), double-lined
mackerel (Grammatorcynus bilineatus), oilfish (Ruvettus pretiosus), and three less common
species of barracuda.
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The number of boats involved in Guam’s pelagic or open ocean fishery has gradually increased
from about 200 vessels in 1982. There were 449 boats active in Guam’s domestic pelagic
fishery in 2022. A majority of the fishing boats are less than 10 m (33 ft) in length and are
usually owner-operated by fishermen who earn a living outside of fishing. Most fishermen sell a
portion of their catch, and it is difficult to make a distinction between recreational, subsistence,
and commercial fishers. A small, but significant, segment of Guam’s pelagic fishery is made up
of marina-berthed charter boats that are operated primarily by full-time captains and crews.

1.3.4 HAWAII

The archipelago's position in the Pacific Ocean lies within the clockwise rotating North Pacific
Subtropical Gyre, extending from the northern portion of the North Equatorial Current into the
region south of the Subtropical High, where the water moves eastward in the North Pacific
Current. At the pass between the Main Hawaiian Islands (MHI) and the Northwestern Hawaiian
Islands (NWHI), there is often a westward flow from the region of Kauai along the lee side of
the lower NWHI. This flow, the North Hawaiian Ridge Current, is extremely variable and can
also be absent at times. The analysis of 10 years of shipboard acoustic Doppler current profiler
data collected by the NOAA Ship Townsend Cromwell shows mean flow through the ridge
between Oahu and Nihoa, and extending to a depth of 200 m.

Embedded in the mean east-to-west flow are an abundance of mesoscale eddies created from a
mixture of wind, current, and sea floor interactions. The eddies, which can rotate either
clockwise or counterclockwise, have important biological impacts. For example, eddies create
vertical fluxes, with regions of divergence (i.e., upwelling) where the thermocline shoals and
deep nutrients are pumped into surface waters enhancing phytoplankton production, and also
regions of convergence (i.e., downwelling) where the thermocline deepens. Sea surface
temperatures around the Hawaiian Archipelago experience seasonal variability, but generally
vary between 18° - 28° C (64° - 82° F) with colder waters occurring more often in the NWHI.

A significant source of inter-annual physical and biological variation around Hawaii are El Nifio
and La Nifa events. During an El Nifio, the normal easterly trade winds weaken, resulting in a
weakening of the westward equatorial surface current and a deepening of the thermocline in the
central and eastern equatorial Pacific. Water in the central and eastern equatorial Pacific becomes
warmer and more vertically stratified with a substantial drop in surface chlorophyill.

Physical and biological oceanographic changes have also been observed on decadal time scales.
These low frequency changes, termed regime shifts, can impact the entire ocean ecosystem.
Recent regime shifts in the North Pacific have occurred in 1976 and 1989, with both physical
and biological (including fishery) impacts. In the late 1980s, an ecosystem shift from high
carrying capacity to low carrying capacity occurred in the NWHI. The shift was associated with
the weakening of the Aleutian Low Pressure System (North Pacific) and the Subtropical Counter
Current. The ecosystem effects of this shift were observed in lower nutrient and productivity
levels and decreased abundance of numerous species in the NWHI including the spiny lobster,
the Hawaiian monk seal, various reef fish, the red-footed booby, and the red-tailed tropic bird.

1.3.4.1 TRADITIONAL AND HISTORICAL PELAGIC FISHERIES
In old Hawaii, fishing in nearshore waters (from the shoreline to the edges of the reefs and where

there happens to be no reef, to a distance of nearly a mile from the beach) was regulated by the
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chiefs and closed seasons were determined by the life history of specific organisms. Areas
known as nurseries were not used for fishing. This understanding of natural forces has been
captured in the Hawaiian moon calendar, which incorporates the tides and seasons to explain the
cycles of scarcity and abundance and provide guidance on what activities should occur at what
times of the year. Deep sea fishing (beyond the reefs) was available and open to everyone and
conducted based on annual/seasonal weather conditions. Those who fished in the deep ocean
sought out these fishing grounds and kept them secret (Kahaulelio 2006). Fish caught in the deep
sea included skipjack (aku), dolphinfish (mahimabhi), billfish (a‘u), tuna (ahi), and other pelagics.

1.3.4.2 CURRENT PELAGIC FISHERIES

Hawaii’s pelagic fisheries, which include longlining, MHI troll and handline, offshore handline,
and the aku boat (pole and line) fisheries, are the State’s largest and most valuable fishery sector.
The target species are tunas and billfish, but a variety of other species are also important.
Collectively, these pelagic fisheries harvested approximately 30.4 million Ib of commercial
landings with a total ex-vessel value of $80.2 million in 2020. The deep-set longline fishery was
the largest of all commercial pelagic fisheries in Hawaii and represented 89% of the total
commercial pelagic catch and ex-vessel revenue. The MHI troll was the second largest fishery in
Hawaii and accounted for 5% of the catch and revenue. The shallow-set longline, MHI handline,
aku boat, offshore handline fisheries, and other gear types made up the remainder.

The largest component of the pelagic catch was tunas, which comprised 77% of the total in 2022.
Bigeye tuna alone accounted for 65% of the tunas and 50% of all the pelagic catch. Billfish catch
made up 14% of the total catch in 2022. Swordfish was the largest of these, at 48% of the billfish
and 7% of the total catch. Catches of other PMUS represented 9% of the total catch in 2022 with
ono being the largest component at 30% of the other PMUS and 3% of the total catch.

The Hawaii longline fishery is by far the most important economically, with the deep-set fishery
sector accounting for about 82% percent of the estimated ex-vessel value of the total commercial
fish landings in the State in 2022. In 2017, it is estimated that the commercial fishing and
seafood industries in Hawaii generated $900.6 million in sales, $262 million in income, and
$402.2 million in value-added impacts while supporting 9,827 full- and part-time jobs (NMFS
2021a). In 2018, these industries supported 8,086 full- and part-time jobs and generated $776.2
million in sales, $233.4 million in income, and $343.6 million in value-added impacts (NMFS
2021b). More recently, in 2019, 7,693 jobs were supported by the industries, which generated
$786 million in sales, $229.5 million in income, and $340.9 million in value-added impacts
(NMFS 2022).

Recreational fisheries are also extremely important in the State of Hawaii economically, socially,
and culturally. The total estimated pelagic recreational fisheries production in 2020 was nearly
14.5 million Ib. The number of small vessels in Hawaii declined to approximately 11,000 in 2018
since a peak of over 16,000 vessels in 2008. Boat-based anglers took 632,088 fishing trips in
2019, with only 7,744 designated charter vessel trips. Although unsold or not entering the typical
commercial channels for fish sales, the total estimated value of the recreational catch was
approximately $20 million in 2018 based on an average of $3.00/lb provided by PIFSC FRMD.

1.3.5 PACIFIC REMOTE ISLAND AREA

Baker Island lies within the westward flowing South Equatorial Current. Baker Island also
experiences an eastward flowing Equatorial Undercurrent that causes upwelling of nutrient and
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plankton rich waters on the west side of the island (Brainard et al. 2005). Sea surface
temperatures of pelagic EEZ waters around Baker Island are often near 30° C. Although the
depth of the mixed layer in the pelagic waters around Baker Island is seasonally variable, the
average mixed layer depth is around 100 m.

Howland Island lies within the margins of the eastward flowing North Equatorial Counter
Current and the margins of the westward flowing South Equatorial Current. Sea surface
temperatures of pelagic EEZ waters around Baker Island are often near 30° C. Although the
depth of the mixed layer in the pelagic waters around Howland Island is seasonally variable, the
average mixed layer depth is around 70 m — 90 m.

Jarvis Island lies within the South Equatorial Current which runs in a westerly direction. Sea
surface temperatures of pelagic EEZ waters around Jarvis Island are often 28°- 30° C. Although
depth of the mixed layer in the pelagic waters around Jarvis Island is seasonally variable, the
average mixed layer depth is around 80 m.

Palmyra Atoll and Kingman Reef lie in the North Equatorial Counter-current, which flow in a
west to east direction. Sea surface temperatures of pelagic EEZ waters around Palmyra Atoll are
often 27°- 30° C. Although the depth of the mixed layer in the pelagic waters around Kingman
Reef is seasonally variable, the average mixed layer depth is around 80 m.

Sea surface temperatures of pelagic EEZ waters around Johnston Atoll are often 27°- 30° C.
Although the depth of the mixed layer in the pelagic waters around Johnston Atoll is seasonally
variable, the average mixed layer depth is around 80 m.

Sea surface temperatures of pelagic EEZ waters around Wake Island are often 27°- 30° C.
Although the depth of the mixed layer in the pelagic waters around Wake Atoll is seasonally
variable, the average mixed layer depth is around 80 m.

1.3.5.1 TRADITIONAL AND HISTORICAL PELAGIC FISHERIES

As many tropical pelagic species (e.g., skipjack tuna) are highly migratory, the fishing fleets
targeting them often travel great distances. Although the EEZ waters around Johnston Atoll and
Palmyra Atoll are over 750 nm and 1000 nm (respectively) away from Honolulu, the Hawaii
longline fleet does seasonally fish in those areas. For example, the EEZ around Palmyra is
visited by Hawaii-based longline vessels targeting yellowfin tuna, whereas at Johnston Atoll,
albacore is often caught in greater numbers than yellowfin or bigeye tuna. Similarly, the U.S.
purse seine fleet also targets pelagic species (primarily skipjack tuna) in the EEZs around some
Pacific Remote Island Area (PRIA), specifically, the equatorial areas of Howland, Baker, and
Jarvis Islands. The combined amount of fish harvested from these areas from the U.S. purse
seine on average is less than five percent of their total annual harvest.

1.3.5.2 CURRENT PELAGIC FISHERIES

The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) prohibits fishing within the Howland Island, Jarvis
Island, and Baker Island National Wildlife Refuge boundaries. Currently, Jarvis Island, Howland
Island, and Baker Island are uninhabited. The USFWS manages Johnston Atoll as a National
Wildlife Refuge but does allow some recreational fishing within the Refuge boundary.
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1.4 ADMINISTRATIVE AND REGULATORY ACTIONS

This section describes NMFS management actions for the pelagic fisheries in the Pacific Islands
Region over the course of 2022.

On March 24, 2022, NMFS is issued an experimental fishing permit (EFP) to the Hawaii
Longline Association (HLA) to evaluate the risk of seabird interactions in the Hawaii shallow-set
longline fishery when setting fishing gear one hour before and one hour after local sunset and
using tori lines instead of blue-dyed bait and strategic offal discharge as seabird mitigation
measures (87 FR 15383). The intent of the EFP is to conduct a preliminary evaluation of
alternative methods of discouraging seabird interactions while providing operational flexibility
during setting in the shallow-set longline fishery. The permit is valid until September 24, 2023,
or for a maximum of 80 fishing sets, whichever occurs first, unless revoked, suspended, or
modified.

On April 13, 2022, NMFS issued temporary specifications to extend the effective date of
Western and Central Pacific Fisheries Commission (WCPFC) intersessional decisions related to
the COVID-19 pandemic on purse seine observer coverage and at-sea transshipment observers
(87 FR 21812).

On April 28, 2022, NMFS published a final rule (87 FR 25153) to prohibit the use of wire
leaders in the Hawaii deep-set longline fishery and require the removal of fishing gear from any
oceanic whitetip shark caught in the region’s domestic longline fisheries. The rule is intended to
increase post-hooking survival of oceanic whitetip sharks. The rule became effective on May 31,
2022.

On August 29, 2022, NMFS announced a valid specified fishing agreement between American
Samoa and the HLA (87 FR 52704). The agreement allocated up to 1,500 metric tons (t) of
American Samoa’s 2022 bigeye tuna limit to U.S. longline fishing vessels identified in the
agreement. The agreement supports the long-term sustainability of fishery resources of the U.S.
Pacific Islands and fisheries development in American Samoa. The specified agreement was
valid as of July 20, 2022. The start date for attributing 2022 bigeye tuna catch to American
Samoa under the agreement was August 25, 2022.

On December 7, 2022, NMFS announced a valid specified fishing agreement between the CNMI
and the HLA (87 FR 74991). The agreement allocated up to 1,500 metric tons of the CNMI’s
2022 bigeye tuna limit to U.S. longline fishing vessels identified in the agreement. The
agreement supports the long-term sustainability of fishery resources of the U.S. Pacific Islands
and fisheries development in the CNMI. The specified agreement was valid as of July 20, 2022.
The start date for attributing 2022 bigeye tuna catch to the CNMI under the agreement was
November 21, 2022.
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1.5 TOTAL PELAGIC LANDINGS IN THE WESTERN PACIFIC REGION FOR ALL FISHERIES
A summary of the 2022 total pelagic landings in the Western Pacific and the change between 2021 and 2022 are shown in Table 2.
Table 2. Total pelagic landings (Ib) in the Western Pacific Region in 2022 and percent change from the previous year

American Samoa CNMI Guam Hawaii
Species
2021 1b 2022 Ib % Change 2021 1b 2022 Ib % Change 2021 1b 2022 Ib % Change 2021 1b 2022 Ib % Change

Swordfish 6,169 5,669 -8.1 - - - 0 0 - 1,516,976 2,047,820 35.0
Blue marlin 76,001 104,196 371 3,020 0 -100.0 30,967 8,700 -71.9 1,100,716 1,239,436 12.6
Striped marlin 6,811 3,990 -414 - - - 0 0 - 570,807 644,924 13.0
Other billfish* 3,847 3,858 0.3 0 3,449 - 0 1,046 - 339,428 322,324 5.0
Mahimahi 2,341 12,826 4479 30,264 58,049 91.8 31,235 94,491 2025 750,266 775,422 34

Wahoo 36,184 25,826 -28.6 5,343 20,646 286.4 22,567 57,003 152.6 1,173,932 667,081 -43.2
Opah (moonfish) 1,531 938 -38.7 - - - - - - 844,990 526,449 -37.7
Sharks (whole wt.) 0 0 - 0 0 - 0 0 - 16,973 9,873 -41.8
Albacore 1,842,039 | 2,365,584 28.4 - - - 0 0 - 533,800 456,745 -14.4
Bigeye tuna 65,789 41,818 -36.4 - - - 0 0 - 16,129,069 14,688,062 8.9
Bluefin tuna 238 0 -100.0 - - - - - - 2,079 3,290 58.3
Skipjack tuna 129,118 88,708 -31.3 307,492 132,152 -57.0 665,717 419,431 -37.0 494,100 460,050 6.9
Yellowfin tuna 475,028 326,319 -31.3 26,144 14,224 -45.6 92,834 34,050 -63.3 6,970,137 7,124,349 22

Other pelagics* 3,035 1,828 -39.8 16,229 8,920 -45.0 15,052 15,116 0.4 581,864 600,087 3.1

Total 2,648,131 2,981,560 12.6 388,492 237,440 -38.9 858,372 629,837 -26.6 31,025,137 29,565,913 4.7

Note: Total Pelagic Landings based on commercial reports and/or creel surveys. % change based on 2021 landings relative to 2022 landings. Hawaii data reflect

commercial reports only.
*Other billfish include black marlin, spearfish, and sailfish.

**Qther pelagics include: kawakawa, unknown tunas, pelagic fishes (dogtooth tuna, rainbow runner, barracudas), oilfish, and pomfret. Of these, only kawakawa,

unknown tunas, oilfish and pomfret are Pelagic MUS. While other tables in Chapter 2 excluded or separated out non-MUS, data could not accurately provide
individual landings data for these species presented in this total landings table.
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1.6 PLAN TEAM RECOMMENDATIONS
At its May 2023 meeting, the Pelagic Plan Team:

1.

Recommended the FDCRC to discuss and recommend increasing staff capacity and retention
for the territorial fishery agencies.

Recommended PIFSC to look at the effect of protected species (prioritizing loggerhead sea
turtles and leatherback sea turtles) population trends on predicted interactions and impacts of
climate/environmental drivers.

Recommended that the Council form a working group including Pelagic Plan Team members
T. Todd Jones, Rob Ahrens, Lynn Rassell, Melissa Snover, Russell 1to, and Council staff, to
initiate a detailed review of fishery performance under the loggerhead and leatherback turtle
trip interaction limits in the Hawaii shallow-set longline fishery including data since
implementation of the trip limits in September 2020 through the 2022-2023 fishing season.
The working group should take into account loggerhead and leatherback turtle interaction
patterns as they relate to oceanographic factors, potential effect of population trends on
interaction trends, and industry feedback received at the November 2022 EBFM Spatial
Decision Making Workshop. The working group should provide a report to the Pelagic Plan
Team at the May 2024 meeting.

Recommended that PIFSC SEES continue to pursue funding to conduct cost-earnings
surveys at their regular five-year intervals to better inform socioeconomic data summaries.

Recommended the Action Team to prioritize analyzing regulations for multi-year longline
bigeye tuna catch and allocations to have a single unified agreement between U.S. vessels
and Territories, noting the complexities of tracking attributions of fishing vessels to territorial
allocations and RFMO requirements of charter arrangements being singular.

Recommended that the Council request NOAA, in its evaluation of the Pacific Remote Island
Area sanctuary designation, to evaluate the holistic impacts of prohibiting tuna fishing 50 to
200 nm of the island areas and that resuming sustainable fishing be made an objective in the
designation.

Endorsed Pelagic Research Plan Priorities to be:

o Improving knowledge on life history, stock structure, distributions, and connectivity
of pelagic management unit species throughout Pacific

o Understanding causality of fishery performance for Western Pacific Region pelagic
fisheries, including incidentally caught species

o Effects of spatial closures and large-scale marine protected areas on fisheries, island
communities, and population dynamics on target and non-target species

o Mitigation of depredation and development of deterrents to reduce depredation in
U.S. Pacific Island fisheries.

o Advancing ecosystem-based fisheries management

o Impact of pelagic fisheries on sustaining community resiliency; and recommends
Council staff to deliver a draft plan to the June 2023 SSC and Council.
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2 DATA MODULES
2.1 AMERICAN SAMOA
2.1.1 DATA SOURCES

This report contains the most recently available information on American Samoa’s pelagic
fisheries, as compiled from data generated by the Department of Marine and Wildlife Resources
(DMWR) through a program established in conjunction with the National Marine Fisheries
Service (NMFS) Pacific Islands Fisheries Science Center (PIFSC) and supported in part through
funding from the Interjurisdictional Fisheries Act (IFA). Purse seine and non-U.S. vessel
landings are not included in this module but are discussed in general in the International module
(see Section 2.6).

Prior to 1985, only commercial landings were monitored. From October 1985 to the present, data
have been collected through the Tutuila and Manu‘a creel survey program to include subsistence,
recreational, as well as commercial fishing. Surveyors have noted that fishermen may not
accurately report the number of fish released at sea, although the troll fishery in American Samoa
has not been known to release fish. However, the Pago Pago Gamefishing Association, a
recreational troll fishery, catches and releases blue marlin.

In September 1990, a commercial purchase system (i.e., receipt book) was instituted requiring all
businesses that buy fish commercially in American Samoa, with an exception for the canneries,
to submit a copy of their purchase receipts to the DMWR. In January 1996, NMFS implemented
a federal longline logbook system. All longline fishermen are required to obtain a federal permit
and to submit logs containing detailed data on each of their sets and the resulting catch, including
the number of hooks set and number of fish released as bycatch. Confidentiality requirements
prohibit providing a breakdown of the catch or effort from alia and monohull longline vessels in
recent years. Changes to the data collection and analysis methodology have occurred periodically
and are described in previous annual reports. No changes to the data collection or analysis were
made in 2020, except that the number of vendors participating in the commercial purchase
system decreased.

Participation (i.e., number of boats) is determined through both logbook entries and creel
interviews. Effort (i.e., number of trips, hooks) is determined by direct reporting for longline
trips, but is indirectly calculated for trolling trips, based on total pounds landed (reported), and
average hourly catch rate and duration for trip (from creel interviews). Since 2009 (the year of
the tsunami), only the longline logbook database has been useful in determining the number of
active boats. Prior to that, DMWR’s boat-based creel survey data were also used to assess
whether or not longline vessels were active to include information from alia longline vessels that
did not frequent the canneries and exclude alias that exclusively conducted bottomfish fishing
and/or trolling.

DMWR implemented a fuel subsidy program from 2015 to 2018 that required DMWR to meet
fishers at a designated time and location for mandatory surveys in order to receive fuel subsidies.
This extended the creel survey schedule and detracted from the random sampling design at other
times of the day. The fuel was dispensed to vessel owners, including those who rent their vessels
to fishermen. The new program caused changes in fishing behavior that may have impacted
catch estimates. Generally, more fuel was used and there were longer and more frequent trips,
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but otherwise, catch per unit effort (CPUE) and species composition were not affected. There
was an increase in the number of trolling trips and trip length that may have affected the relative
amount of pelagic species in the catch.

Average weight (pounds) per fish is calculated directly from creel-weighed fish sampled over the
year. In the past, cannery fish weight was determined based on a length to weight conversion
from cannery sampling data, since longline boats have been landing their catches gilled and
gutted since 1999. However, the cannery sampling program was discontinued in 2015, so those
average weight data are no longer available. There is no cannery sampling data available since
2016. Therefore, PIFSC used proxies to estimate the weight and value of fish landings for the
longline fishery in American Samoa.

For estimated weights, the current summaries are based on the best available average weight data
for 2020, which is from DMWR's creel surveys. It should be noted that the weight of fish from
the small boats is somewhat smaller than fish caught on the larger oceangoing vessels,
contributing to a somewhat lower weight estimate for the fishery. Over the course of 2016, the
Pacific Island Fisheries Science Center (PIFSC) Fisheries Research and Monitoring Division’s
(FRMD) International Fisheries Program (IFP) began estimating the average weight of fish kept
for the longline fishery from observer data. This alternative source provides trip-level average
weights for vessels with observers. These weights will be more representative of the longline
fishery, but they will not be available for trips that do not carry observers. The protocol for
handling unobserved trips is being developed by IFP, which will provide the data for this report
in future years, but the information is not yet available. The information will be provided in the
Regional Fishery Management Organization (RFMO) report for US Pacific longline fisheries.

Another item lost with the discontinuation of the longline cannery sampling program by the
Pacific Island Regional Office (PIRO) in Pago Pago was data on the proportion of longline fish
(by species) sold to the cannery versus local market and village/take home (given, not sold).
While the cannery buys a much higher volume of fish, their prices are low. The lesser amount of
fish sold to the markets and local restaurants garners a higher price. Another portion of the catch
is given away or taken home. In the absence of a cannery sampling program in 2016, PIFSC had
to apply a number of estimates. For the top five cannery species (albacore, skipjack, yellowfin
and big eye tuna and wahoo) the assumption of 100% sold to the cannery was applied. For other
species also previously sampled at the cannery, for which a large percentage are not sold, proxy
values from previous years were applied. The net result of using lower average weights (from
creel surveys) and lower percentages sold to the market (or sold period) is likely to be
responsible in part for a decrease in estimated weight and value of the catch sold.

Total landings data cover all fish caught and brought back to shore, whether it enters the
commercial market or not. Commercial landings cover the portion of the total landings that was
sold both to the canneries and other smaller local business. The difference between total landings
and commercial landings is assumed to be the recreational/subsistence component of the fishery.

This module was prepared by DMWR and PIFSC Fisheries Research and Monitoring Division
(FRMD) and was reviewed by the Pelagic Plan Team (PPT), Scientific and Statistical Committee
(SSC), and the Western Pacific Regional Fishery Management Council (WPRFMC; the
Council).
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2.1.2 SUMMARY OF AMERICAN SAMOAN PELAGIC FISHERY

Landings. The estimated annual pelagic landings have varied from 2.0 to 6.1 million Ib
between 2013 and 2022. The 2022 landings were approximately 2.98 million pounds, which
is slightly up from 2.6 million Ib in 2021. There also has been a steady increase since 2020
(Figure 4). Pelagic landings consist mainly of four tuna species (albacore, yellowfin,
skipjack, and bigeye), which, when combined with other tuna species, made up 95% of the
total landings. Albacore made up 84% of the tuna species in 2022. Blue marlin, wahoo and
mahimahi make up most of the non-tuna species landing.

Longline Effort. There were 11 vessels known to be fishing in the waters of American
Samoa in 2022, one less than in 2021 and the same number in 2020 according to the PIRO
Sustainable Fisheries Division permit program. The vessel size classes have been changed
from four to two: small (< 40 feet) and large vessels (> 60 feet). There were 11 active large
vessels and no active small vessels in 2022. There have been zero active small longline
vessels since 2020. The 11 vessels that fished in 2022 made 42 trips (averaging 3.8
trips/vessel), deployed 1,219 sets, (110 sets/vessel) using 2.6 million hooks and 0 lightsticks
(Table 5). All other fishing effort indicators indicate a declining longline fishery: the number
of boats were the same in 2022 and 2021 but still low; the number hooks set increased from
2021 but still an all-time low; the number of sets; and the number of longline sets decreased
from 2021 and is an all-time low. All fishing effort indicators also indicate a declining
trolling fishery. The number of boats which was 9 in 2022 increased from 5 in 2021 on a
long-term decline since 2014. The number of troll trips precipitously declined from 100 in
2021 to 50 in 2022 and the lowest since 2013. There were 205 effective trolling hours in
2022 which is the lowest since 2013. A certain degree of the decline in 2022 can be attributed
to the fisheries impact of COVID-19 social restrictions.

Longline CPUE. The total pelagic catch rate by all longline vessels increased by 4.5
fish/1,000 hooks in 2022 to 19.1 fish/1,000 hooks, an increase of 34% and below average
CPUE of 20 fish/1,000 hooks reported since 2006. The tuna catch rate by longliners also
increased by 4.5 fish/1,000 hooks in 20212 to 17.9 fish/1,000 hooks and the highest catch
rate since 2013 (17.9 fish/1,000 hooks in 2015 and 2022). The catch rate for albacore
increased by 5.4 fish/1,000 hooks in 2022 to 14.6 fish/1,000 hooks. This is the highest catch
rate since 2013, slightly lower than in 2012 and 2009 (4.8 fish/1,000 hooks) but still lower
than the highest records of 18.4 fish/1,000 hooks in 2006 and 2007.

Lb-Per-Hour Trolling. Trolling catch rates decreased in 2022 (22 Ib/hr) from 2021 (33
Ib/hr) that had been previously increasing since 2017 (16 Ib/hr; Figure 19). Trolling catch
rates have fluctuated with peak in 2016 (45 Ib/hr). The catch rates for skipjack decreased to
18.16 Ib/hr in 2022 from 25.39 Ib/hr in 2021 but still on an increasing trend since 2017 (4
Ib/hr). The catch rates for yellowfin precipitously declined to 0.09 Ib/hr in 2022 from 6.10
Ib/hr in 2021 and on a decreasing trend since 2016 (17.8 Ib/hr) (Figure 20).

Fish Size. Since the last year of available data from the cannery sampling program was 2015
average weight-per-fish are no longer presented in this report. Average albacore weight
ranged from 38 to 40 Ib from 2010 to 2015. However, the boat-based creel surveys recorded
a size range of 35 to 38 Ib from 2013 to 2020. Yellowfin and bigeye tuna weight per fish
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from the cannery sampling program seemed to decline from 2011 to 2015, at 57 to 39 Ib and
54 to 38 Ib, respectively.

Revenues. In 2022, the total longline fleet revenue (estimated landed value) was $3.19
million, and albacore composed a majority of the total landed value. Other main species
included yellowfin tuna, bigeye tuna, skipjack tuna, and wahoo. The overall average fish
price was $1.07 per pound in 2022. Albacore had an adjusted price of $1.50 per pound,
representing a decrease of $0.10 from 2021. See the Socioeconomics (Section 3.3) module
for additional data on American Samoa pelagic fisheries.

Bycatch. There was no recorded bycatch for the troll fishery in 2022 (Table 14). In the
longline fishery, around 0.7% of the tuna catch was released. Skipjack and yellowfin were
the most released bycatch tuna species at 0.5 and 3.4%, respectively. Conversely, sharks,
oilfish and pomfret had the highest release numbers of non-tunas, with nearly 100% of each
species released (Table 6). In total, only 3.8% of all pelagic species caught by the longline
fishery were released. Fish are released for various reasons including quality, handling and
storage difficulties, and marketing problems.

2.1.3 PLAN TEAM RECOMMENDATIONS

There were no Plan Team recommendations relevant to the American Samoa data module of
the annual SAFE report.

2.1.4 OVERVIEW OF PARTICIPATION - ALL FISHERIES

-8 All Methods  —a—Longliing  —& Trolling
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Number of vessels
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Figure 2. Number of boats landing any pelagic species in American Samoa by longlining,
trolling, and all methods
Supporting data shown in Table A-2.
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Figure 3. Number of fishing trips and sets for pelagic species in American Samoa
Supporting data shown in Table A-3.

2.1.5 OVERVIEW OF LANDINGS - ALL FISHERIES

Table 3. Estimated total landings (Ib) of pelagic species in American Samoa by gear in 2022

Species Longline | Troll Other Total
Pounds | Pounds | Pounds | Pounds
Skipjack tuna 84,974 3,734 0 88,708
Albacore tuna 2,365,584 0 0 | 2,365,584
Yellowfin tuna 326,301 19 0| 326,319
Kawakawa 0 16 0 16
Bigeye tuna 41,818 0 0 41,818
Bluefin tuna 0 0 0 0
Tunas (unknown) 0 0 0 0
TUNAS TOTAL 2,818,677 3,769 012,822,445
Mahimahi 12,247 578 0 12,826
Black marlin 0 0 0 0
Blue marlin 104,196 0 0| 104,196
Striped marlin 3,990 0 0 3,990
Wahoo 25,826 0 0 25,826
Swordfish 5,669 0 0 5,669
Sailfish 1,418 48 0 1,466
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. Longline | Troll Other Total
Species Pougnds Pounds | Pounds | Pounds

Spearfish 2,392 0 0 2,392
Moonfish 938 0 0 938
Oilfish 303 0 0 303
Pomfret 431 0 0 431
Pelagic thresher shark 0 0 0 0
Thresher shark 0 0 0 0
Shark (unknown pelagic) 0 0 0 0
Snake mackerel 0 0 0 0
Bigeye thresher shark 0 0 0 0
Silky shark 0 0 0 0
White tip oceanic shark 0 0 0 0
Blue shark 0 0 0 0
Shortfin mako shark 0 0 0 0
Longfin mako shark 0 0 0 0
Billfishes (unknown) 0 0 0 0

NON-TUNA PMUS TOTAL 157,410 626 0| 158,037
Pelagic fishes (unknown) 0 0 0 0
Double-lined mackerel 0 0 0 0
Mackerel 0 0 0 0
Long-jawed mackerel 0 0 0 0
Barracudas 918 0 0 918
Great barracuda 0 0 0 0
Small barracudas 0 63 0 63
Rainbow runner 0 6 0 6
Dogtooth tuna 0 79 12 91

OTHER PELAGICS TOTAL 918 148 12 1,078

TOTAL PELAGICS 2,977,005 4,543 12 | 2,981,560
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Figure 4. Total estimated landings of tuna and non-tuna PMUS in American Samoa
Supporting data shown in Table A-4.
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Figure 5. Commercial landings of tuna and non-tuna PMUS in American Samoa
Supporting data shown in Table A-5.
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Figure 6. Total estimated landings of yellowfin tuna in American Samoa
Supporting data shown in Table A-6.
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Figure 7. Total estimated landings of skipjack tuna in American Samoa
Supporting data shown in Table A-7.
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Figure 8. Total estimated landings of wahoo in American Samoa

Note: An unrepresentative amount of wahoo was caught by trolling one day in 2016. Supporting data shown in
Table A-8.
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Figure 9. Total estimated landings of mahimahi in American Samoa
Supporting data shown in Table A-9.

37



PELAGIC SAFE REPORT DATA MODULES

-a-Longline —a—Troll

120,000 1,800
1,600
100.000
1.400
= 80,000 1,200
% g
= I
= 1,000 5:
5 60,000 =
£ g00 =
£ £
= 40,000 600
100
20,000
200
0 r — -0
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
Year
Figure 10. Total estimated landings of blue marlin in American Samoa
Supporting data shown in Table A-10.
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Figure 11. Total estimated landings of sailfish in American Samoa
Supporting data shown in Table A-11.
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2.1.6 AMERICAN SAMOA LONGLINE PARTICIPATION, EFFORT, LANDINGS,

BYCATCH, AND CPUE

Table 4. Number of permitted and active longline fishing vessels by size class in American

Samoa

Small Small Large Large

Year Vessel | Vessel | Vessel | Vessel

Permits | Active | Permits | Active
2013 10 1 37 21
2014 18 2 44 21
2015 12 3 46 18
2016 11 2 39 18
2017 10 1 38 14
2018 13 1 43 13
2019 8 3 42 15
2020 7 1 40 10
2021 5 0 39 11
2022 5 0 39 11

Notes: These data are used for Figure 12 that follows. The “small” size class includes alia vessels, whereas the
“large” size class typically includes larger monohull vessels fishing in the Southern Pacific Ocean. Dual-
permitted vessels are included. These designations shifted from Classes A through D to Small and Large due to
Amendment 9 to the Pelagic FEP (86 FR 55743, October 7, 2021) that reduced the original four size classes to
the two presented here.

~ 8= Small Vessel Permins =&~ Small Vessel Active &~ Lasge Vessel Permits = Large Vessel Active
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Figure 12. Number of active longline fishing vessels in American Samoa by size classes:
Small (0-50 ft) and Large (> 51 ft)
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Table 5. Longline effort by American Samoa vessels during 2022

Effort Type All Vessels
Boats 11
Trips 42
Sets 1,219
Hooks (Thousands) 3,613
Lightsticks 0
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Figure 13. Number of longline hooks set from federal logbook data in American Samoa
Supporting data shown in Table A-12.
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Figure 14. Total estimated landings of bigeye by longlining in American Samoa
Supporting data shown in Table A-13.
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Figure 15. Total estimated landings of albacore by longlining in American Samoa
Supporting data shown in Table A-14.
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Figure 16. Total estimated landings of swordfish by longlining in American Samoa
Supporting data shown in Table A-15.

Table 6. Number of fish kept, released, and percent released for all American Samoa longline
vessels from federal logbook data in 2022

Species Number | Number | Total Percent

Kept | Released | Caught | Released

Skipjack tuna 5,071 28 5,099 0.5
Albacore tuna 52,6901 183 | 52,874 0.3
Yellowfin tuna 5,622 198 5,820 34
Kawakawa 0 0 0 0.0
Bigeye tuna 914 58 972 6.0
Bluefin tuna 0 0 0 0.0
Tunas (unknown) 0 0 0 0.0
TUNAS TOTAL 64,298 467 64,765 0.7
Mahimahi 579 12 591 2.0
Black marlin 0 0 0 0.0
Blue marlin 803 29 832 35
Striped marlin 58 1 59 1.7
Wahoo 1,015 13 1,028 1.3
Swordfish 51 36 87 41.4
Sailfish 20 4 24 16.7
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Species Number | Number | Total Percent

Kept | Released | Caught | Released

Spearfish 52 13 65 20.0
Moonfish 19 2 21 9.5
Qilfish 16 438 454 96.5
Pomfret 49 313 362 86.5
Pelagic thresher shark 0 0 0 0.0
Thresher shark 0 81 81 100.0
Shark (unknown pelagic) 0 2 2 100.0
Snake mackerel 0 0 0 0.0
Bigeye thresher shark 0 0 0 0.0
Silky shark 0 309 309 100.0
White tip oceanic shark 0 74 74 100.0
Blue shark 0 800 800 100.0
Shortfin mako shark 0 50 50 100.0
Longfin mako shark 0 0 0 0.0
Billfishes (unknown) 0 0 0 0.0
NON-TUNA PMUS TOTAL 2,662 2,177 4,839 45.0
Pelagic fishes (unknown) 0 0 0 0.0
Double-lined mackerel 0 0 0 0.0
Mackerel 0 0 0 0.0
Long-jawed Mackerel 0 0 0 0.0
Barracudas 78 1 79 1.3
Great barracuda 0 0 0 0.0
Small barracudas 0 0 0 0.0
Rainbow runner 0 0 0 0.0
Dogtooth tuna 0 0 0 0.0
OTHER PELAGICS TOTAL 78 1 79 1.3
TOTAL PELAGICS 67,038 2,645 | 69,683 3.8
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Table 7. Total estimated bycatch in number of fish for the top 10 bycatch species from the
Pacific Islands Region Observer Program for the American Samoa longline fishery. The top
10 species comprised 79.26% of total bycatch in 2021.

Species 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021
Pelagic Stingray 19,459 16,306 8,156 11,908 8,395 8,259
Escolar 7,756 7,773 5,567 5,094 5,540 5,517
Longfin Escolar 8,820 9,652 5,605 6,609 5,037 4,788
Longnose Lancetfish 6,228 5,881 5,482 4,991 4,063 3,913
Blue Shark 4,490 4,224 3,359 2,681 2,958 2,721
Slender Mola 1,327 2,595 1,648 193 2,210 2,074
Snake Mackerel 1,049 1,026 1,183 1,689 1,568 1,502
Skipjack Tuna 781 830 867 1,196 1,510 1,366
Yellowfin Tuna 1,873 1,702 1,345 1,180 1,476 1,363
Unidentified Tuna 1,340 1,595 1,326 824 1,473 1,313
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Figure 17. Number of fish released by longline vessels in American Samoa
Supporting data shown in Table A-16.
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Figure 18. Albacore catch per 1,000 hooks by monohull vessels from longline logbook data
in American Samoa
Note: Fewer than three alias reported, so alias are not included. Supporting data shown in Table A-17.

Table 8. Catch per 1,000 hooks for alia vessels in American Samoa from 1996 to 1998

Species Alia Alia Alia

1996 1997 1998
Skipjack tuna 0.1 1.2 3.7
Albacore tuna 40.6 32.8 26.6
Yellowfin tuna 6.5 2.7 2.2
Bigeye tuna 1.3 0.3 0.3
TUNAS TOTAL 48.5 37.0 32.8
Mahimahi 2.3 2.2 1.7
Blue marlin 0.9 0.7 0.5
Wahoo 0.8 0.9 2.2
Swordfish 0.0 0.1 0.0
Sailfish 0.2 0.2 0.1
NON-TUNA PMUS TOTAL 4.2 4.3 4.6
Pelagic fishes (unknown) 0.0 0.0 0.2
OTHER PELAGICS TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.2
TOTAL PELAGICS 52.7 41.3 37.6
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Table 9. Catch per 1,000 hooks for two types of longline vessels in American Samoa from

1999 to 2002
Species Alia | Monohull | Alia | Monohull | Alia | Monohull | Alia | Monohull
1999 1999 2000 2000 2001 2001 2002 2002
Skipjack tuna 5.0 4.5 2.0 1.7 3.1 2.1 6.0 4.9
Albacore tuna 18.8 148 | 19.8 28.0 | 27.3 329 | 17.2 25.8
Yellowfin tuna 6.7 2.1 6.2 3.1 3.3 1.4 7.1 1.3
Bigeye tuna 0.7 0.5 0.4 1.0 0.6 1.0 0.6 0.9
TUNAS
TOTAL 31.2 219 | 284 33.8 | 34.3 374 30.9 32.9
Mahimahi 2.2 0.3 1.7 0.4 3.4 0.5 4.0 0.6
Black marlin 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
Blue marlin 0.5 0.1 0.5 0.2 0.4 0.2 0.2 0.3
Striped marlin 0.0 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.0
Wahoo 2.1 1.2 1.2 1.0 15 0.6 2.7 1.0
Swordfish 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0
Sailfish 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
Spearfish 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Moonfish 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Qilfish 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.5
Pomfret 0.0 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1
PI\/I\IISSN:I%L'JI"\,L'?_ 5.1 31| 37 25| 56 18| 7.3 2.6
Barracudas 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1
OTHER
PELAGICS 0.3 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4
TOTAL
TOTAL
PELAGICS 36.6 252 | 321 36.3 | 39.9 39.2 | 382 35.9

Table 10. Catch per 1,000 hooks for two types of longline vessels in American Samoa from

2003 to 2005
Species Alia | Monohull | Alia | Monohull | Alia | Monohull
2003 2003 2004 2004 2005 2005

Skipjack tuna 4.7 2.9 3.0 3.9 1.0 2.7
Albacore tuna 17.3 16.4 | 13.7 129 | 10.3 17.4
Yellowfin tuna 5.9 2.0 8.8 3.2 7.0 2.6
Bigeye tuna 1.6 11| 038 1.3 1.0 0.9
TUNAS TOTAL 29.5 22.4 | 26.3 21.3| 19.3 23.6
Mahimabhi 2.2 0.4 2.1 0.2 2.0 0.3
Blue marlin 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2
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Species Alia | Monohull | Alia | Monohull | Alia | Monohull
2003 2003 2004 2004 2005 2005
Striped marlin 0.0 00| 01 00| 01 0.0
Wahoo 1.8 1.1 3.0 1.6 2.3 1.4
Swordfish 0.1 00| 0.1 00| 0.1 0.0
Sailfish 0.1 00| 0.0 01| 0.1 0.1
Spearfish 0.1 00| 0.0 01| 0.0 0.0
Moonfish 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Qilfish 0.3 05| 0.0 07| 0.0 0.3
Pomfret 0.1 01| 0.0 01| 0.0 0.1
NON-TUNA PMUS
TOTAL 5.0 241 55 31| 49 2.5
Pelagic fishes (unknown) 0.2 0.2 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.1
OTHER PELAGICS
TOTAL 0.2 02| 0.0 01| 0.0 0.1
TOTAL PELAGICS 34.7 25.0| 318 245 | 24.2 26.2

Table 11. Catch per 1,000 hooks for all types of longline vessels in American Samoa from

2006 to 2011
All All All All All All
Species Vessels | Vessels | Vessels | Vessels | Vessels | Vessels
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Skipjack tuna 3.2 2.3 2.4 2.3 2.4 2.5
Albacore tuna 18.4 18.4 14.2 14.8 17.4 12.1
Yellowfin tuna 1.6 1.9 1.0 1.1 1.8 2.0
Bigeye tuna 0.9 0.9 0.5 0.6 0.8 0.7
TUNAS TOTAL 24.1 23.5 18.1 18.8 22.4 17.3
Mahimabhi 0.4 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1
Blue marlin 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.2
Wahoo 1.5 1.0 0.7 1.0 1.0 0.9
Swordfish 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Sailfish 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Spearfish 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
QOilfish 0.5 0.5 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.6
Pomfret 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
NON-TUNA PMUS TOTAL 2.9 2.2 2.0 2.5 2.5 2.4
Pelagic fishes (unknown) 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0

OTHER PELAGICS
TOTAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0
TOTAL PELAGICS 27.0 25.7 20.1 21.3 25.0 19.7
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Table 12. Catch per 1,000 hooks for all types of longline vessels from 2013 to 2017

All All All All All All
Species Vessels | Vessels | Vessels | Vessels | Vessels | Vessels
2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017
Skipjack tuna 4.3 1.1 2.5 2.0 2.0 1.5
Albacore tuna 14.8 11.7 10.6 12.7 11.9 115
Yellowfin tuna 1.2 1.9 2.5 2.6 2.6 3.6
Bigeye tuna 0.6 0.4 0.7 0.6 0.5 0.4
TUNAS TOTAL 20.9 15.1 16.3 17.9 17.0 17.0
Mahimahi 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.2
Blue marlin 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Wahoo 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.7 0.7
Spearfish 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0
Moonfish 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Qilfish 0.8 0.7 0.6 0.8 0.6 0.3
Pomfret 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Thresher shark 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1
Silky shark 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
White tip oceanic shark 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Blue shark 0.4 0.2 0.4 0.5 0.5 0.4
Shortfin mako shark 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.0
NON-TUNA PMUS TOTAL 2.5 2.2 2.4 2.7 2.4 2.1
Pelagic fishes (unknown) 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
OTHER PELAGICS
TOTAL 0.1 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL PELAGICS 23.5 17.4 18.7 20.6 19.4 19.1

Table 13. Catch/1,000 hooks for all types of longline vessels in American Samoa from 2018

to 2022

All All All All All
Species Vessels | Vessels | Vessels | Vessels | Vessels

2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
Skipjack tuna 1.8 2.3 2.6 1.5 1.4
Albacore tuna 135 11.6 8.5 9.2 14.6
Yellowfin tuna 1.7 1.9 2.7 24 1.6
Bigeye tuna 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.3 0.3
TUNAS TOTAL 17.4 16.2 14.1 134 17.9
Mahimahi 0.1 0.0 0.1 0.0 0.2
Blue marlin 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2
Wahoo 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.3 0.3
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All All All All All
Species Vessels | Vessels | Vessels | Vessels | Vessels
2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Qilfish 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.2 0.1
Pomfret 0.0 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1
Thresher shark 0.1 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
Silky shark 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1
White tip oceanic shark 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.0
Blue shark 0.5 0.3 0.3 0.3 0.2
NON-TUNA PMUS TOTAL 1.8 1.3 1.6 1.2 1.2
TOTAL PELAGICS 19.2 17.5 15.7 14.6 19.1

2.1.7 AMERICAN SAMOA TROLLING BYCATCH AND CPUE

Data for participation, effort, landings, and revenue are found in previous sections of this

chapter. Statistics summarizing bycatch for American Samoa trolling are shown in Table 14.

Table 14. American Samoa trolling bycatch summary (released fish)

Year Number | Percent | Number | Number Charter
Release | Release Kept Caught
2013 0 0.0 1,896 1,896 F
2014 0 0.0 2,789 2,789 F
2015 0 0.0 616 616 F
2016 0 0.0 1,374 1,374 F
2017 0 0.0 915 915 F
2018 0 0.0 743 743 F
2019 0 0.0 640 640 F
2020 0 0.0 465 465 F
2021 0 0.0 601 601 F
2022 0 0.0 132 132 F
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Figure 19. Catch-per-hour for trolling and number of trolling hours in American Samoa
Supporting data shown in Table A-18.
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Figure 20. Trolling CPUE for skipjack and yellowfin tuna in American Samoa
Supporting data shown in Table A-19.
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| Figure 21. Trolling CPUE for blue marlin, mahimahi, and wahoo in American Samoa
Supporting data shown in Table A-20.
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2.2 COMMONWEALTH OF THE NORTHERN MARIANA ISLANDS
2.2.1 DATA SOURCES

This fishery is characterized by the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands (CNMI)
Department of Lands and Natural Resources, Division of Fish and Wildlife (DFW), using
data from its commercial receipt invoice database and the boat-based creel survey. The
commercial purchase data collection system is dependent upon first-level purchasers of local
fresh fish to accurately record all fish purchases by species categories on specially designed
invoices. DFW staff routinely distributes and collects invoice books from participating local
fish purchasers on Saipan. This is a mandatory data collection program that includes
purchasers at fish markets, stores, restaurants, and hotels, as well as roadside vendors ("fish-
mobiles™).

Currently, DFW’s commercial purchase data collection system and the boat-based creel
survey are documenting landings only on the island of Saipan. Although the Saipan
commercial purchase data collection system has been in operation since the mid-1970s, only
data collected since 1983 are considered accurate enough to be used. It is believed that the
commercial purchase data includes about 50-60% of commercial landings for pelagic species
on Saipan, based on the following estimates. In addition to unreported fish sales by official
vendors (10-20%), there is also a subsistence fishery on Saipan, which profits by selling a
small portion of the catch to cover fishing expenses. Some fishermen sell their catch by going
door to door. This commercial catch comprises about 30% of unreported commercial
landings, since it is not sold to fish purchasers participating in the invoice book program.
Combined with the 10-20% of data from official commercial fish purchasers (fish
markets/restaurants/hotel) that DFW is unable to capture for a variety of reasons (e.g., no
forms returned, vendors missed, nonparticipation), an estimated 40-50% of total commercial
sales may not be included in the commercial purchase data reported for Saipan.

In addition to commercial purchase data, the boat-based creel survey has been continuously
implemented since April 2000. Creel data only analyzes fishing activity on the island of
Saipan, as there are no boat-based creel survey programs for Tinian or Rota, presently.

One of DFW's goals is to expand the data collection program to the islands of Tinian and
Rota; however, securing long term funding is challenging. Pilot boat-based creel surveys
were conducted on Tinian and Rota, though these data are incomplete and not included in
this report. These creel survey efforts were mainly focused on shore-based fisheries. The
Rota pilot study with over a year and a half of data collection did not collect enough pelagic
data to warrant analysis in the project report.

The Saipan creel survey targets both charter and non-charter vessels. DFW staff conducted
51 survey days in 2022 (see Table A-21). DFW staff recorded 107 boat log trips and 84
interviews in 2022. A decrease in surveys and interviews in 2022 was due to fueling issues
that caused temporary suspension in boat-based creel surveys from mid-October to late
November. Charter trips were not captured in 2022 due to the interrupted tourism market by
the global pandemic, inflation, and staffing shortage. In January, there were only four key
staff; one Data Officer and three technicians (2 under WPacFIN and 1 under WSFR). From
February to mid-July, an additional technician was recruited as a temporary hire. In August,
an employee had resigned, leaving the section with three key staff, of which only two had
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absolute advantage in work output. In October, the Division hired one additional employee
under WPacFIN. Charter surveys were resumed in April 2023.

A 365-day annual expansion is run for each calendar year of DFW boat-based creel survey
data to produce catch and effort estimates for the pelagic fishery, while avoiding over-
estimating landings due to seasonal runs of pelagic species. This report does not include any
data from longline vessels.

Percent species composition is calculated by weight for the sampled catch (raw interview
data) for each method and applied to the pounds landed to produce catch estimates by species
for the expansion period. CPUE data are calculated from the total annual landings of each
fishery divided by the total number of hours spent fishing (gear in use), or by trip assuming
that a trip is one day in length. Bycatch data are not expanded to the level of estimated annual
trips and are reported as a direct summary of raw interview data. Some tables include
landings of non-PMUS that may not be included in other tables in this report. This artifact of
the reporting method results in a slight difference in the total landings and other values
within a single table and between tables in this section.

2.2.2 SUMMARY OF CNMI PELAGIC FISHERIES

The number of interviews conducted for the creel surveys increased in 2021 compared to
2020. Landings and effort data are adjusted for the creel data, while no adjustment was made
for the commercial receipt data. As such, the landings and effort creel data are more accurate
estimates than the commercial receipt data.

Landings. Skipjack tuna is the principal species landed, comprising 55.6% of the entire
pelagic landings in 2022 based on creel survey data. Skipjack commercial landings decreased
from 238,068 Ibs in 2021 to 172,079.60 Ibs in 2022.

Landings of mahimahi and yellowfin tuna ranked second and third by weight of commercial
landings during 2022. There were 11,217.30 Ibs of yellowfin commercial landings in 2022.
Commercial data reported 33,112.50 Ibs of mahimahi. Mahimahi commercial landings
continued to decrease since 2013 with 2016 at its lowest. Skipjack tuna are easily caught in
nearshore waters throughout the year. Based on creel survey data for 2022, mahimahi
landings were the most abundant between January through March, as well as in December.

Effort. The number of boats involved in CNMI’s pelagic fishery has been steadily
decreasing from 2001, when there were 113 fishermen reporting commercial pelagic
landings, to 2015 when there were 12. In 2022, there was an increase of fishermen who were
landing pelagic species based on commercial receipt invoices (92). In 2022, there was a
decrease in fishing vessels and fishing trips. The number of trips, based on both the
commercial data receipts and the creel survey, have been variable since the late 1990s. Based
on the creel surveys, there was a slight decrease in the number of trolling trips and trolling
hours for non-charter pelagic fishing, from 3,072 trips in 2021 to 2,973 trips in 2022.
Additionally, trolling hours per trip decreased from 5.7 hours in 2021 to 4.9 hours in 2022.
Charter fishing has resumed since the COVID-19 pandemic, but the exact date of when it
started is still unknown. Charter surveys re-initiated in April 2023.

Boat Ramps. There are several boat ramps in the CNMI, most of which are found on Saipan.
The main boat ramp used for the largest boats transported via trailer is located at the Smiling
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Cove Marina on Saipan. A convenience and transient dock are available for fishermen as
well as slips that can be rented for long term boat storage. There are small boat ramps further
north on Saipan in Tanapag and Lower Base. The Tanapag boat ramp is frequently used for
small fishing and recreational vessels. The Lower Base boat ramp is used by 20-30 ft
commercial tourism operators during the day, but at night is a common launching point for
subsistence fishermen with small (8-12 ft) vessels. In Garapan, Fishing Base has a small boat
ramp that is used by tourism operators, recreational boaters, subsistence fishermen, and
commercial fishermen. In the south, the boat ramp at Sugar Dock was used by commercial
fishermen, tourism operators, recreational boaters, and subsistence fishermen but due to the
dock’s collapse in 2014, the ramp hasn’t been used often. Furthermore, Sugar Dock was once
a port of interest for creel surveys but due to its lack of activity, DFW Data Section switched
it out with DFW Ramp (August 2022). Sugar Dock is frequently covered in sand by beach
erosion from further north in the lagoon and must be dredged periodically. Once in a while,
people still use Sugar Dock as a loading or unloading site for transporting goods from other
islands.

Weather. Weather conditions in 2022 roughly followed traditional seasonal patterns. There
were no typhoons recorded in 2022. Based on information collected by the National Weather
Service Forecast Office in Tiyan, Guam, the CNMI experienced near average amounts of
precipitation (68.6 inches annually) and at least 10 high surf advisories in 2022.

Fish Aggregating Devices (FADs). No FAD systems were deployed in 2022. Currently
there are no active FADs around Saipan and Rota, with only one still active near Tinian
(GG). FAD deployments have been delayed since 2022 due to vessel deficiencies. A FAD off
of Rota was active for 2022, but broke away this past January 2023.

CPUE. In 2022, trolling catch rates decreased from 22.0 Ib per trolling hour to 15.9 Ib per
trolling hour, a decrease compared to the 10-year average (21.7 Ib/hr). The skipjack catch
rate decreased to 9.2 Ib per hour fished. This catch rate is 6.2 Ib less than the 10-year average
(15.4 Ib/hr). Yellowfin catch rate decreased from 1.5 in 2021 to 1.0 Ib per hour. The mahi
mahi catch rate increased to 3.9 Ib/hr in 2022, which is 0.1 Ib/hr greater than the 10-year
average.

Revenue. The total value of the pelagic fishery in 2022 was $721,579.40, which represented
a 6.55% increase from the previous year ($677,239). The average price for all pelagic species
was $3.08 in 2022, an increase of $0.66 from 2021.

Bycatch. Bycatch is not a significant issue in the CNMI, as fishermen retain their catch
regardless of species, size, or condition. Based on creel survey interviews, only two fish were
caught as bycatch in the trolling fisheries in 2020 leading up to 2022.

2.2.3 PLAN TEAM RECOMMENDATIONS

There were no Plan Team recommendations relevant to the CNMI data module of the annual
SAFE report.
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2.2.4 OVERVIEW OF PARTICIPATION AND EFFORT
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Figure 22. Number of fishers with commercial pelagic landings in the CNMI
Due to reporting methods, this number includes duplicate counts. Supporting data shown in Table A-22.
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Figure 23. Number of trips with commercial pelagic landings in the CNMI
Supporting data shown in Table A-23.
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Figure 24. Estimated number of trolling trips from boat-based creel surveys in the CNMI
Supporting data shown in Table A-24.
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Figure 25. Estimated number of trolling hours from boat-based creel surveys in the CNMI
Supporting data shown in Table A-25.
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Figure 26. Estimated average troll trip length from boat-based creel surveys in the CNMI

Supporting data shown in Table A-26.
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2.2.5 OVERVIEW OF LANDINGS

Table 15. Pelagic species composition of boat-based creel survey total estimated catch (Ib) in

the CNMI in 2022

o Charter

Q

2019

2020

2021

2022

. Total Non-

Species Lanc:jt%gs Chgrter Charter

Skipjack Tuna 132,152 | 132,152 0
Yellowfin Tuna 14,224 14,224 0
Saba (Kawakawa) 2,607 2,607 0
Tunas (Misc.) 0 0 0
Tunas Total 148,983 | 148,983 0
Mahimahi 58,049 58,049 0
Wahoo 20,646 20,646 0
Blue Marlin 0 0 0
Sailfish 3,449 3,449 0
Spearfish 0 0 0
Sharks 0 0 0
Sickle Pomfret 169 169 0
Non-Tuna PMUS Total 82,313 82,313 0
Dogtooth Tuna 3,986 3,986 0
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Species L;ﬁjti?:gs Clr\llgpter Charter

Rainbow Runner 629 629 0
Barracuda 1,529 1,529 0
Troll Fish (Misc.) 0 0 0
Other Pelagics Total 6,144 6,144 0
Total Pelagics 237,440 | 237,440 0

Note: Total pelagic landings may be greater than the sum of the individual species due to an artifact in reporting
process, where the difference accounts for non-PMUS reported as part of the creel surveys.

Table 16. Commercial pelagic landings (Ib), revenue ($), and average price ($) in the CNMI

in 2022
Species Pounds Value Ave_rage
Price

Skipjack Tuna 172,079.6 | 520,514.8 3.02
Yellowfin Tuna 11,217.3 | 39,480.4 3.52
Saba (Kawakawa) 2,411.3 7,126.0 2.96
Tunas (Misc.) 310.0 820.0 2.65
Tunas Total and Average Price 186,018.2 | 567,941.2 3.05
Mahimahi 33,112.5| 104,921.3 3.17
Wahoo 7,356.4 | 23,884.6 3.25
Blue Marlin 1,638.4 5,020.8 3.06
Sailfish 96.9 242.2 2.50
Sickle Pomfret 577.7 1,875.9 3.25
Non-Tuna PMUS Total and Average Price | 42,781.7 | 135,944.7 3.18
Dogtooth Tuna 3,701.8 | 12,036.0 3.25
Rainbow Runner 1,319.3 4,892.5 3.71
Barracuda 97.5 243.8 2.50
Troll Fish (misc.) 173.8 521.3 3.00
Other Pelagics Total and Average Price 5,292.3 | 17,693.5 3.34
Pelagics Total and Average Price 234,092.3 | 721,579.4 3.08

Note: Total pelagic landings may be greater than the sum of the individual species due to an artifact in reporting
process, where the difference accounts for non-PMUS reported as part of the creel survey.

Table 17. Bycatch summary for pelagic fisheries in the CNMI

Number | Percent | Number | Number
Year Release | Release Kept Caught Charter
2013 0 0.0 3,418 3,418 F
2014 0 0.0 2,413 2,413 F
2015 0 0.0 2,573 2,573 F
2016 0 0.0 1,667 1,667 F

58



PELAGIC SAFE REPORT

DATA MODULES

Year Number | Percent | Number | Number Charter
Release | Release Kept Caught
2017 0 0.0 2,214 2,214 F
2018 0 0.0 1,761 1,761 F
2019 0 0.0 1,270 1,270 F
2020 2* 0.1 1,929 1,931 F
2021 0 0.0 2,600 2,600 F
2022 0 0.0 1,021 1,021 F
2013 0 0.0 33 33 T
2014 0 0.0 15 15 T
2015 0 0.0 17 17 T
2016 0 0.0 59 59 T
2017 0 0.0 4 4 T
2018 0 0.0 67 67 T
2019 0 0.0 74 74 T
2020 0 0.0 112 112 T

* Both individuals released were mahimahi.
Note: Bycatch information is calculated from raw interview creel survey data and represents the percent of fish
caught or percent of interviews with bycatch.
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Figure 27. Total estimated catch for all pelagics, tuna PMUS, and non-tuna PMUS from
boat-based creel surveys in the CNMI
Supporting data shown in Table A-27.
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Figure 28. Total estimated catch for all pelagics in the CNMI
Supporting data shown in Table A-28.
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Figure 29. Total estimated catch for tuna PMUS in the CNMI
Supporting data shown in Table A-29.

60



PELAGIC SAFE REPORT DATA MODULES

~&-Total —a-Non-Charter - Charter

140,000 3.500

120,000 3,000
)
Z 100,000 2.500
] % -
£ =
z )
= -
Tc 80,000 2000 g
= =
= =
= S
? -
= 60.000 1500 &
S ) 4
= o
= =
g ~
= 140,000 1,000
i
20,000 500
0 - 0
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
Year
Figure 30. Total estimated catch for non-tuna PMUS in the CNMI
Supporting data shown in Table A-30.
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Figure 31. Total estimated catch for skipjack tuna in the CNMI
Supporting data shown in Table A-31.
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Figure 32. Total estimated catch for yellowfin tuna in the CNMI
Supporting data shown in Table A-32.
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Figure 33. Total estimated catch for mahimahi in the CNMI
Supporting data shown in Table A-33.
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Figure 34. Total estimated catch for wahoo in the CNMI
Supporting data shown in Table A-34.
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Figure 35. Total estimated catch for blue marlin in the CNMI
Supporting data shown in Table A-35.
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Figure 36. Commercial purchase landings for all pelagics, tuna PMUS, and non-tuna PMUS

in the CNMI

Supporting data shown in Table A-36.
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Figure 37. Commercial purchase landings for skipjack and yellowfin tunas in the CNMI

Supporting data shown in Table A-37.



PELAGIC SAFE REPORT DATA MODULES

~m-Mahimali  —s—Wahoo —e-Blue Marlin

50,000

45.000

10,000

35.000

30,000

25.000

andings (Ib)

- 20,000
15.000

10,000

4 A
5.000 = \ . //
T NG

0 g — e
2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
Year

Figure 38. Commercial purchase landings for mahimahi, wahoo, and blue marlin in the
CNMI
Supporting data shown in Table A-38.

2.2.6 OVERVIEW OF CATCH PER UNIT EFFORT - ALL FISHERIES
This section provides catch rates for the five main species landed by trolling. “Pounds per

hour trolled” is determined from creel survey interviews and includes charter and non-charter
sectors, while “pounds per trip” is determined from commercial invoice receipts.
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Figure 39. Estimated total trolling catch rates (Ib/hr) in the CNMI
Supporting data shown in Table A-39.
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Figure 40. Estimated trolling catch rates (Ib/hr) for skipjack tuna in the CNMI
Supporting data shown in Table A-40.
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Figure 41. Estimated trolling catch rates (Ib/hr) for yellowfin tuna in the CNMI
Supporting data shown in Table A-41.
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Figure 42. Estimated trolling catch rates (Ib/hr) for mahimahi in the CNMI
Supporting data shown in Table A-42.
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Figure 43. Estimated trolling catch rates (lb/hr) for wahoo in the CNMI
Supporting data shown in Table A-43.
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Figure 44. Estimated trolling catch rates (Ib/hr) for blue marlin in the CNMI
Supporting data shown in Table A-44.
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Figure 45. Estimated trolling catch rates (Ib/trip) for mahimahi, wahoo, and blue marlin in
the CNMI

Supporting data shown in Table A-45.
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Figure 46. Estimated trolling catch rates (Ib/trip) for skipjack and yellowfin tuna in the
CNMI

Supporting data shown in Table A-46.
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2.3 GUAM
2.3.1 DATA SOURCES

This report contains the most recently available information on Guam’s pelagic fisheries, as
compiled from data generated by the Division of Aquatic and Wildlife Resources (DAWR)
through a program established in conjunction with PIFSC and the WPRFMC. Data are
gathered through the offshore creel survey data program. In the past 10 years, DAWR staff
have logged between 90 and 97 survey days annually (see Table A-47). The number of trips
logged in boat logs has varied from 498 to 1,147 during that period, with the number of
interviews slightly greater than half of that year’s total trips. In 2021, DAWR completed 93
of 96 scheduled survey days, documented 10,700 trips and conducted 676 interviews.
Participation, total landings, effort, CPUE, and bycatch are generated from the creel survey.
Using the DAWR computerized data expansion system files (with the assistance of NMFS to
avoid over-estimating seasonal pelagic species), a 365-day quarterly expansion of survey
data is run for each calendar year to produce catch and effort estimates for the pelagic
fishery. Commercial landings, revenue, and price per pound data are obtained from the
PIFSC-sponsored commercial landings system through the commercial receipt book.
Transshipment landings data are obtained from the Bureau of Statistics and Plans. All
transshipment through Guam ceased as of December 31, 2020.

DAWR has added three biologists in the past 12 months, which should help address chronic
manpower shortages of the past. DAWR staff biologists continue to oversee several projects
simultaneously, while providing on-going training to ensure the high quality of data being
collected by all staff. All fisheries staff are trained to identify the most commonly caught fish
to the species level. New staff are mentored by biologists and senior technicians in the field
before conducting creel surveys on their own.

Total commercial landings are estimated by summing the weight fields in the commercial
landings database from the principal fish wholesalers in Guam and then multiplying by an
estimated percent coverage expansion factor. The annual expansion factor (described above)
is subjectively created based on the available information in a given year including: an
analysis of the "disposition of catch™ data available from the DAWR offshore creel survey,
an evaluation of the fishermen in the fishery and their entry/exit patterns, general "dock side"
knowledge of the fishery and the status of the marketing conditions and structure, the overall
number of records in the database, and a certain measure of best guesses.

2.3.2 SUMMARY OF GUAM PELAGIC FISHERIES

Landings. The estimated annual pelagic landings varies widely in the 42-year time series,
ranging between 383,000 and 958,000 Ib The average total catch has shown a slowly
increasing trend over the reporting period. The 2022 total expanded pelagic landings were
629,837 Ib, a decrease of 26.7% when compared with the catch from 2021. Tuna PMUS
decreased 40.2%, while non-tuna PMUS increased 87.1%. Landings consisted primarily of
five major species: mahimahi, wahoo, bonita or skipjack tuna, yellowfin tuna, and Pacific
blue marlin, with skipjack comprising over 66.5% of total landings. Other minor species
caught include rainbow runner, barracudas, and pomfrets. Sharks were also caught during
2022, with sharks noted in specific fishermen interviews conducted in 2022 regarding shark
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encounters (see bycatch below). However, these species were not encountered during
offshore creel surveys and were not available for expansion for this year’s report. Sharks are
often discarded as bycatch. In addition to the above pelagic species, approximately half a
dozen other species were landed incidentally this year.

There are wide year-to-year fluctuations in the estimated landings of the five major pelagic
species. Landings for two of the five common species increased in 2022 from the previous
year’s levels. Skipjack decreased 37%, and yellowfin decreased by 63.3%. Wahoo catch
increased 252%, mahimabhi catch increased by 302%, and blue marlin decreased by 72%.

Effort. The number of boats involved in Guam’s pelagic fishery gradually increased from
193 in 1983 to a high of 546 in 2021. There were 449 boats involved in Guam’s pelagic
fishery in 2022, a decrease of 17.7% from the all time high of 2021. The majority of the
fishing boats are less than 10 m (33 ft) in length and are usually owner-operated by fishermen
who earn a living outside of fishing. Most fishermen sell a portion of their catch, and it is
difficult to make a distinction between recreational, subsistence, and commercial fishers. A
small but economically significant segment (~5%) of the pelagic group is made up of marina-
berthed charter boats that are operated primarily by full-time captains and crews. Data and
graphs for non-charters, charters, and bycatch are represented in this report.

In early 2010, the U.S. military began exercises in an area south and southeast of Guam
designated W-517. W-517 is a special use airspace (approximately 14,000 nm?) that overlays
deep open ocean approximately 50 miles south-southwest of Guam. Exercises in W-517
generally involve live fire and/or pyrotechnics. When W-517 is in use, a notice to mariners is
issued, and vessels attempting to use the area are advised to be cautious of objects in the
water and other small vessels. This discourages access to virtually all banks south of Guam,
including Galvez, Santa Rosa, White Tuna, and other popular fishing areas. From 1995 to
2009, DAWR surveys recorded an annual average of 13.5 weekday trips to the south, and 31
weekend trips to the south, for a total of 44.5 trips per year. Since 2010, DAWR surveys have
recorded an annual average of 6.7 weekday trips to the south, and 19.8 weekend trips to the
south, for an average of 26.5 trips per year, a decrease of 40.5% per year. As the majority of
NTMs for W-517 cover weekdays, the decrease in weekday trips is greater, 50.4%.

The small-boat bottomfish and trolling fishery in Guam relies on boat ramp access and
FADs. Recent activities to support the Guam fishery follow.

On Guam, the makeshift ramp at Ylig Bay was eliminated in 2010. Widening of the main
road on the southeast coast of Guam will cause removal of the ramp. In December 2006, a
new launch ramp and facility was opened in Acfayan Bay, located in the village on Inarajan
on the southeast coast of Guam. Monitoring of this ramp for pelagic fishing activity began at
the start of 2007. In early 2007, this facility was damaged by heavy surf and has yet to be
repaired. Monitoring of this ramp is currently on hold until the ramp is repaired. The current
financial situation in Guam makes it unlikely this ramp will be repaired in the near future.
DAWR staff are meeting with landowners and Department of Public Works officials to
develop a new boat launching facility in Talofofo Bay on the east side of Guam, and land
ownership may determine final placement.

CPUE. Trolling catch rates (Ib per hour fished) showed an decrease from 2021. Total CPUE
decreased 14.6%. The two tuna species showed an decrease in CPUE from 2021 to 2022.
Marlin showed in CPUE from 2021 to 2022. Mahi and wahoo CPUE increased from 2021 to
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2022. The fluctuations in CPUE are possibly due to variability in the year-to-year abundance
and availability of the stocks.

Revenues. Commercial data for Guam pelagic fisheries are non-disclosed due to
confidentiality rules that prevent data derived from fewer than three sources to be reported.
Because there were fewer than three vendors that reported sales of pelagic fish on Guam in
2020, 2021, and 2022, the data are not able to be presented in this report.

A majority of troll fishermen do not rely on the catch or selling of fish as their primary
source of income. Previously, Guam law required the Government of Guam to provide
locally caught fish to food services in government agencies, such as Department of Education
and Department of Corrections. In 2002, the Government of Guam began implementing cost-
saving measures, including privatization of food services. The requirement that locally-
caught fish be used for food services, while still a part of private contracts, is not being
enforced. This has allowed private contractors to import cheaper foreign fish and reduced the
sales of vendors selling locally caught fish. This represented a substantial portion of sales of
locally caught pelagic fish. The decrease in commercial sales seen following 2002 may be, in
part, due to this change.

Bycatch. There is low bycatch in the charter fishery. In 2022, interview data indicated there
was again a low bycatch rate; there were 72 fish reported as bycatch in 5,342 tallied fish
caught, for a 1.34% rate. Bycatch occasionally occurs in the troll fishery including sharks,
shark-bitten and undersized fish.

In 2022, fishers were asked if they experienced a shark interaction. There was a total of 802
interviews for boat-based fishing in 2022, with 95 of these inappropriate for determining
shark interaction. Of the remaining 707 interviews, 267 reported interactions with sharks and
440 reported no interactions with sharks for a 37.7% positive rate for interviews where
fishers were asked about shark interactions.

2.3.3 PLAN TEAM RECOMMENDATIONS

There were no Plan Team recommendations relevant to the Guam data module of the annual
SAFE report.
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2.3.4 OVERVIEW OF PARTICIPATION
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Figure 47. Total estimated number of vessels in Guam pelagic fisheries
Supporting data shown in Table A-48.
2.3.5 OVERVIEW OF TOTAL AND REPORTED COMMERCIAL LANDINGS

Table 18. Total estimated, non-charter, and charter landings (Ib) for Guam in 2022

. Total Non-

Species Landings | Charter Charter

Skipjack Tuna 419,431 | 414,935 4,496
Yellowfin Tuna 34,050 33,909 141
Kawakawa 395 395 0
Albacore 0 0 0
Bigeye Tuna 0 0 0
Other Tuna PMUS 0 0 0
TUNAS Total 453,876 | 449,239 4,637
Mahimabhi 94,491 86,651 7,840
Wahoo 57,003 55,434 1,569
Blue Marlin 8,700 6,818 1,882
Black Marlin 0 0 0
Striped Marlin 0 0 0
Sailfish 1,046 682 364
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. Total Non-

Species Landings | Charter Charter

Shortbill Spearfish 0 0 0
Swordfish 0 0 0
Oceanic Sharks 0 0 0
Pomfrets 4,428 4,428 0
Oilfish 0 0 0
NON-TUNA PMUS Total 165,668 | 154,013 11,655
Dogtooth Tuna 1,476 1,442 34
Rainbow Runner 3,073 2,702 371
Barracudas 5,687 4,985 702
Double-lined Mackerel 57 57 0
Misc. Troll Fish 0 0 0
OTHER PELAGICS Total 10,293 9,186 1,107
TOTAL PELAGICS 629,837 | 612,438 17,399
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Figure 48. Total estimated landings for all pelagics, tuna PMUS, and non-tuna PMUS from
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boat-based creel surveys in Guam
Supporting data shown in Table A-49.
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Figure 49. Total estimated landings for all pelagics in Guam
Supporting data shown in Table A-50.
~m-Total —a~Non-Charter - Charter
00,000 12,000
700,000
10,000
£ 600.000
&
= 8000 =
= 500,000 =
= &
& £
- =
5 400,000 C 6,000 E
= -—
b "
g £
= 300,000 =
T 4000 ©
~
E 200,000
2
2.000
100,000
0 Lo
2013 2014 2015 2006 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022
Year

Figure 50. Total estimated landings for tuna PMUS in Guam
Supporting data shown in Table A-51.
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Figure 51. Total estimated landings for skipjack tuna in Guam
Supporting data shown in Table A-52.
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Figure 52. Total estimated landings for yellowfin tuna in Guam
Supporting data shown in Table A-53.
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Figure 53. Total estimated landings for non-tuna PMUS in Guam
Supporting data shown in Table A-54.
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Figure 54. Total estimated landings for mahimahi in Guam
Supporting data shown in Table A-55.
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Figure 55. Total estimated landings for wahoo in Guam
Supporting data shown in Table A-56.
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Figure 56. Total estimated landings for blue marlin in Guam
Supporting data shown in Table A-57.
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Table 19. Bycatch summary for pelagic trolling fisheries in Guam

Year Number | Percent | Number | Number Charter
Release Release Kept Caught
2013 28 0.4 6,731 6,759 F
2014 21 0.4 5,320 5,341 F
2015 0 0.0 6,807 6,807 F
2016 0 0.0 8,867 8,867 F
2017 0 0.0 6,369 6,369 F
2018 2 0.0 7,987 7,989 F
2019 150 2.0 7,334 7,484 F
2020 4 0.1 3,218 3,222 F
2021 14 0.2 7,785 7,799 F
2022 72 1.2 5,769 5,841 F
2013 0 0.0 258 258 T
2014 0 0.0 496 496 T
2015 0 0.0 444 444 T
2016 6 1.6 369 375 T
2017 0 0.0 231 231 T
2018 0 0.0 284 284 T
2019 0 0.0 315 315 T
2020 0 0.0 40 40 T
2021 0 0.0 174 174 T
2022 0 0.0 130 130 T

Table 20. Bycatch species summary for pelagic trolling fisheries in Guam

Year Species Number Percent Number Number Charter
Release Release Kept Caught
2013 | Rainbow Runner 1 3.0 32 33 F
2013 | Skipjack Tuna 21 0.4 5,474 5,495 F
2013 | Yellowfin Tuna 6 1.6 373 379 F
2014 Barracudas 1 2.6 38 39 F
2014 | Skipjack Tuna 19 0.5 3,914 3,933 F
2014 | Yellowfin Tuna 1 0.4 271 272 F
2018 | Wahoo 1 0.2 568 569 F
2018 | Yellowfin Tuna 1 0.3 343 344 F
2019 | Skipjack Tuna 148 2.5 5,862 6,010 F
2019 | Yellowfin Tuna 2 0.4 531 533 F
2020 | Mahimabhi 4 1.9 204 208 F
2021 | Skipjack Tuna 10 0.2 6,724 6,734 F
2021 | Yellowfin Tuna 4 0.5 775 779 F
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) Number Percent Number Number
Year Species Charter
Release Release Kept Caught
2022 Blue Marlin 1 11.1 8 9 F
2022 Mahimahi 6 2.9 200 206 F
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Figure 57. Commercial purchase landings for all pelagics, tuna PMUS, and non-tuna PMUS
in Guam
Supporting data shown in Table A-58.
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2.3.6 OVERVIEW OF EFFORT AND CPUE
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Figure 58. Estimated number of trolling trips from boat-based creel surveys in Guam
Supporting data shown in Table A-59.
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' Figure 59. Estimated number of trolling hours from boat-based creel surveys in Guam
Supporting data shown in Table A-60.
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'Figure 60. Estimated fishing trip length (hr/trip) from boat-based creel surveys in Guam
Supporting data shown in Table A-61.
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Figure 61. Estimated total trolling catch rates (Ib/hr) in Guam
Supporting data shown in Table A-62.
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Figure 62. Estimated trolling catch rates (lb/hr) for skipjack tuna in Guam
Supporting data shown in Table A-63.
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Figure 63. Estimated trolling catch rates (Ib/hr) for yellowfin tuna in Guam
Supporting data shown in Table A-64.
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Figure 64. Estimated trolling catch rates (lIb/hr) for mahimahi in Guam
Supporting data shown in Table A-65.
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Figure 65. Estimated trolling catch rates (Ib/hr) for wahoo in Guam
Supporting data shown in Table A-66.
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Figure 66. Estimated trolling catch rates (Ib/hr) for blue marlin in Guam
Supporting data shown in Table A-67.
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24 HAWAII
2.4.1 DATA SOURCES

This report contains the most recently available information on Hawaii’s commercial pelagic
fisheries, as compiled from four data sources: The State of Hawaii’s Division of Aquatic
Resources (HDAR) Commercial Marine License data (CML), Commercial Fishing Report
data (Fishing Report), HDAR Commercial Marine Dealer’s Report data (Dealer), and NMFS,
Pacific Islands Fisheries Science Center’s (PIFSC) longline logbook data.

Any fisherman who takes marine species for commercial purposes is required by HDAR to
have a CML and submit a monthly catch report. An exception to this rule is that should a
fishing trip occur on a boat, only one person per vessel is required to submit a catch report.
This person is usually, but not necessarily, the captain. Crew members do not ordinarily
submit catch reports. HDAR asks fishermen to identify their primary fishing gear or method
on the CML at time of licensing. This does not preclude fishermen from using other gears or
methods. Data sources and estimation procedures are described below.

The Hawaii-permitted Longline Fishery: The federal longline logbook system was
implemented in December 1990 and it is the main source of the data used to determine
longline vessel activity, effort, fish catches and catch-per-unit-effort (CPUE). Logbook data
have detailed operational information and catch in number of fish. Longline vessel operators
are required to declare whether they will be making a deep-set or shallow-set trip prior to
their departure. A deep-set is defined as a set with 15 or more hooks between floats as
opposed to a shallow-set that is characterized by setting less than 15 hooks between floats.

Number of fish caught by Hawaii-permitted longline fishery is a sum of the number of fish
kept and released whereas the calculation of weight for longline catch only includes the
number of fish kept. Another important data set is the HDAR Commercial Dealer data.
Dealer data dates back to 1990 with electronic submission beginning in mid-1999. Revenue,
average weight and average price are derived from the Dealer data.

The logbook and Dealer data were used to calculate the weight of longline catch. Longline
purchases in the Dealer data was identified and separated out by matching longline trips
based on a specific vessel name and its return to port date in the logbook data with the
corresponding vessel name and purchase date(s) in the Dealer data. The general procedure of
estimating longline catch for each species was done by first calculating an average weight by
dividing the longline Dealer data “LBS BOUGHT” by the “NO. BOUGHT”. This average
weight was multiplied by the total number kept from the longline logbook data to estimate
the total weigh of catch kept. Revenue was the simple sum of “AMOUNT PAID” from the
Dealer data based on longline trips which were matched with logbook data. Swordfish are
processed at sea and landed headed and gutted. Tunas and mahimahi that weighed more than
20 Ib and marlins greater than 40 Ib must be gilled and gutted prior to sale. A conversion
factor is applied to processed fish to estimate whole weight. Average weight statistics were
calculated separately for the deep-set and shallow-set longline fisheries. Each species needed
a minimum of 20 samples within a month of each RFMO area, i.e., WCPO or EPO, in order
to calculate a mean weight. If this criterion was not met, the time strata was increased to a
quarter, year or multi-year period until there were enough samples to calculate a mean
weight. Some species which were landed in low numbers needed to be aggregated to a multi-
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year period. Consequently, their respective annual mean weights are the same from year to
year or repeat over time. Additional caveats to interpretation of logbook catch include billfish
misidentifications that can bias some billfish species catch (Walsh et al. 2005). The PIFSC
Stock Assessment Program works to correct billfish catch (Sculley 2021), however
challenges integrating corrected billfish catch into the annua SAFE report preclude their
inclusion.

Catch and effort summaries in this Module were based on RFMO standards and business
rules. Longline catch and efforts statistics in this Module consists of U.S. longline fisheries in
the North Pacific Ocean, attributions from CNMI, Guam and American Samoa in the North
Pacific Ocean. Longline vessels operating from California were also included in this report to
satisfy RFMO data reporting and NOAA confidentiality standards. Most of these vessels had
Hawaii limited-entry permits. The only exception to summaries using RFMO standards was
catch and effort statistics using boundaries within or outside of U.S. EEZs. Since there were
substantial differences in operational characteristics and catch between the deep-set longline
fishery targeting tunas and the shallow-set longline fishery targeting swordfish, separate
summaries were provided for each longline fishery.

Main Hawaiian Islands (MHI) Troll Fishery: Catch and effort by the MHI troll fishery
was defined as using a combination of pelagic species, gear and area codes from the HDAR
Fishing Report data. The HDAR codes for the MHI troll fishery includes summaries of
PMUS caught by Miscellaneous Trolling Methods (gear code 6), Lure Trolling (61), Bait
Trolling (62), Stick Trolling (63), Casting, Light Tackle, Spinners or Whipping (10) and
Hybrid Methods (97) in HDAR statistical areas 100 through 642. These are areas that begin
from the shoreline out to 20 minute squares around the islands of Hawaii, Maui, Kaho’olawe,
Lana’i, Moloka’i, O’ahu, Kaua’i and Ni’ihau.

MHI Handline Fishery: The MHI handline fishery includes PMUS caught by Deep Sea or
Bottom Handline Methods (HDAR gear code 3), Inshore Handline or Cowrie Shell (Tako)
Methods (4), Kaka line (5), Ika-Shibi (8), Palu-Ahi, Drop Stone or Make Dog Methods (9),
Drifting Pelagic Handline Methods (35) and Floatline Methods (91) in HDAR statistical
areas 100 to 642 except areas 175, 176, and 181.

Offshore Handline Fishery: The offshore handline fishery includes PMUS caught by Ika-
Shibi (HDAR gear code 8), Palu-Ahi, Drop Stone or Make Dog Methods (9), Drifting
Pelagic Handline Methods (35), Miscellaneous Trolling Methods (6), Lure Trolling (61), and
Hybrid Methods (97) in Areas 15217 (NOAA Weather Buoy W4), 15717 (NOAA Weather
Buoy W2), 15815, 15818 (Cross Seamount) , 16019 (NOAA Weather Buoy W3), 16223
(NOAA Weather Buoy W1), 175, 176, 181, 804, 807, 816, 817, 825, 839, 842, 892, 893,
894, 898, 900, 901, 15416, 15417, 15423, 15523, 15718, 15918, 15819, and 16221. This
fishery also includes pelagic species caught by Deep Sea or Bottom Handline Methods (3) in
Area 16223.

Other Gear: This category represents pelagic species caught by methods or in areas other
than those methods mentioned above. Catch and revenue from this category is primarily
composed of PMUS caught by the aku boat fishery, fishers trolling in areas outside of the
MHI (the distant water albacore troll fishery) or PMUS caught close to shore by diving,
spearfishing, squidding, or netting inside of the MHI.
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Calculations: Pelagic catch by the MHI troll, MHI handline, offshore handline, and other
gear were calculated by summing “LBS LANDED” from the HDAR Fishing Report data
based on the gear and area codes used to define each gear type. The percent of catch for each
pelagic species was calculated from the “LBS LANDED” by the MHI troll, MHI handline
offshore handline and other gear and used to estimate the “LBS SOLD” and revenue of each
fishery.

Catch in the HDAR Dealer data, referred to as “LBS BOUGHT”, by each fishery was not
clearly differentiated however, “LBS BOUGHT” by the longline and aku boat fisheries were
identified by CML numbers and/or vessel names and kept separate from the “non-longline &
non-aku boat” Dealer data. This remaining “LBS BOUGHT” along with the “AMOUNT
PAID” from Dealer data for the “non-longline and non-aku boat” fisheries was used to
calculate average weight, revenue and average price for the MHI troll, MHI handline,
offshore handline fisheries and other gear category. “LBS BOUGHT” from this Dealer data
was summed on a species specific basis. The percent of catch calculated from the HDAR
Fishing Report “LBS LANDED” for each species and by each fishery was used in
conjunction with total “LBS BOUGHT” from the HDAR Dealer data to apportion “LBS
BOUGHT” and “AMOUNT PAID” or revenue accordingly to each respective fishery. This
process was repeated on a monthly basis to account for the seasonality of catch and
variability of activity for each fishery. Revenue and average price are inflation-adjusted by
the Honolulu Consumer Price Index (CPI).

2.42 SUMMARY OF HAWAII PELAGIC FISHERIES

The following is a summary of effort, catch, CPUE, size of fish, revenue and bycatch for the
main pelagic fisheries (deep-set and shallow-set longline, MHI troll, MHI handline, and
offshore handline). With COVID-19 restrictions lifted, the business environment improving
and number of visitors reaching pre-pandemic levels, fisheries have also appeared to have
recovered in 2022. Total catch was lower than the long-term average but ex-revenue was
above average in 2022. With La Nina last year there were only 10 hurricanes in the Pacific
Ocean, most which dissipated in the eastern Pacific Ocean, four which developed into major
hurricanes and one which came close to Hawaii. The Pacific Missile Range Facility (PMRF)
issued 10 Notice of Hazardous Operation in 2022, each which cover a period of time and
area boundaries which could possibly affect fishing area for longline vessels.

Participation. A total of 3,201 fishermen were licensed in 2022, including 1,873 (59%) who
indicated that their primary fishing method and gear were intended to catch pelagic fish. This
is a 1% increase in fishing licenses from the previous year. Most licenses that indicated
pelagic fishing as their primary method were issued to longline fishermen (52%) and trollers
(31%). The remainder was issued to ika-shibi and palu-ahi (handline) (17%).

Catch. Hawaii commercial fisheries caught and landed 29.6 million pounds of pelagic
species in 2022, a decrease of 5% from the previous year. Although each fishery targets or
intends to catch a particular pelagic species, a variety of other species were also caught. The
deep-set longline fishery targeted bigeye and yellowfin tuna. This was the largest of all
pelagic fisheries and its total catch comprised 82% (24.2 million pounds) of all pelagic
fisheries. The shallow-set longline fishery targeted swordfish and its catch was 1.9 million
pounds, or 6% of the total catch. The MHI troll fishery targeted tunas, marlins and other
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PMUS caught 1.8 million pounds or 6% of the total. The MHI handline fishery targeted
yellowfin tuna while the offshore handline fishery targeted bigeye tuna. The MHI handline
fishery accounted for 940,000 pounds (4% of the total). The offshore handline fishery was
responsible for 454,000 pounds or less than 2% of the total catch.

The largest component of the pelagic catch was tunas, which comprised 77% of the total in
2022. Bigeye tuna alone accounted for 65% of the tunas and 50% of all the pelagic catch.
Billfish catch made up 14% of the total catch in 2022. Swordfish was the largest of these, at
48% of the billfish and 7% of the total catch. Catches of other PMUS represented 9% of the
total catch in 2022 with ono being the largest component at 30% of the other PMUS and 3%
of the total catch.

Effort. There were 147 active Hawaii-permitted deep-set longline vessels in 2022, the same
as the previous year. The number of deep-set trips was 1,531 along with 21,299 sets made in
2022. The number of hooks set by the deep-set longline fishery was 63.3 million hooks in
2022. The Hawaii-permitted shallow-set longline fishery operates mainly in the first half of
the year. In 2022, 22 vessels completed 69 trips and made 857 sets, which was 5 vessels, 12
trips and 154 more sets than the previous year. The number of hooks set by this fishery also
rose to 1.1 million in 2022, an increase over the record low observed in 2019. The number of
days fished by MHI troll fishers has been trending lower from its peak in 2013, with 1,166
fishers logging 15,420 days fished around the MHI in 2022. There were 427 MHI handline
fishers that fished 3,726 days in 2022, a slight increase from the lowest number of fishers and
an improvement from the record low days fished in 2020. The offshore handline fishery only
had 6 fishers and 188 days fished in 2022.

CPUE. The deep-set longline fishery targets bigeye tuna and this species had higher nominal
CPUE (2.7 fish per 1,000 hooks) compared to yellowfin tuna (1.3) but bigeye tuna has been
on a downward trend from 2015 while yellowfin tuna CPUE has been higher than average
for the past 6 years. Albacore CPUE was much lower at 0.2 in 2022. Blue marlin and striped
marlin were incidental catches by the deep-set fishery were both at or at 0.3 fish per 1,000
hooks over the ten-year period. In contrast blue shark bycatch species with all fish logged as
released yet its CPUE is third only to bigeye and yellowfin at 1.5 fish per 1,000 hooks. The
Hawaii-permitted shallow-set longline fishery targets swordfish and had a CPUE of 8.9 fish,
in 2022, up from a record low of 7.1 fish in 2021. Blue shark, a bycatch species for this
fishery too, had a CPUE of 5.9 fish, same as the previous year. The MHI troll fishery CPUE
for yellowfin tuna and blue marlin were both on a gradual upward trend. MHI troll CPUE for
skipjack tuna, mahimahi and ono CPUE varied with no clear trend. MHI handline CPUE for
yellowfin showed a strong, consistent upward pattern from 2019. Albacore and bigeye tuna
CPUE were not only much lower than yellowfin tuna but below their respective long-term
CPUEs. Bigeye tuna CPUE for the offshore handline fishery reached a record CPUE in 2022.
Yellowfin tuna CPUE in this fishery was often a magnitude lower and variable over the past
ten years.

Fish Size. With the exception of bigeye tuna, ono and moonfish the average weight for the
remaining pelagic species were below their respective long-term average weight in the deep-
set longline fishery. Bigeye tuna caught in the deep-set fishery was 83 pounds in 2022, 3
pounds above the long-term average. All billfish species caught by this fishery were below
their 10-year average weight while other PMUS species were close to long-term mean
weights. The mean size of swordfish was 130 pounds in 2022, much lower from the 10-year
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average weight. The pattern of average weight for tunas, billfish and other PMUS in by the
shallow-set longline fishery was similar to fish size in the deep-set longline fishery.
Swordfish caught by the shallow-set longline fishery was 169 pounds, below the 10-year
average weight. In general, the average weight of most fish caught by the shallow-set
longline fishery is higher than fish caught by the deep-set longline fishery. In general, the
average weight for fish caught by the troll and handline fisheries was above their long-term
averages. However, the average weight of blue marlin, swordfish and mahimahi were lower
in 2022.

Revenue. The total revenue from Hawai’i’s pelagic fisheries was $129.8 million in 2022.
This was a decrease of 2% from the previous year. The strong revenue in 2022 is again
attributed to the continued recovery from the COVID pandemic. Bigeye tuna and yellowfin
tuna represented 57% and 22% of the total pelagic revenue, respectively in 2022. The deep-
set longline revenue was $106.4 million in 2022. This fishery represented 82% of the total
revenue for pelagic fish in Hawai’i. The shallow-set longline fishery almost doubled to $9.7
million and accounted for 7% of the revenue in 2022. Most of the increase in shallow-set
revenue is from more vessels landing in Hawaii instead of off-loading in California. The
MHI troll revenue was $7.0 million or 5% of the total in 2022. The MHI handline fishery
increased to $4.1 million (3%). The offshore handline fishery was $1.5 million in 2022 and
exhibited the largest increase of the small boat fisheries.

Bycatch. A total of 104,013 fish were released by the deep-set longline fishery in 2022.
PMUS sharks accounted for 86% of the deep-set longline bycatch. There is almost no market
demand for sharks in Hawai’i. Of all shark species combined, 99.9% of the deep-set longline
shark catch was released. Conversely, bycatch rate for the deep-set longline fishery was only
4% for targeted and incidentally caught pelagic species in 2022. A total of 7,554 fish were
released by the shallow-set longline fishery in 2022. PMUS sharks accounted for 95% of the
shallow-set longline bycatch. Of all shark species combined, 99.9% of the shallow-set
longline shark catch was released. Conversely, bycatch rate for the shallow-set longline
fishery was 3% for targeted and incidentally caught pelagic species in 2022. Since shallow-
set longline trips are often longer than deep-set trips, the shallow-set sector conserves space
for swordfish, which they target, and foregoes keeping other pelagic species due to their short
shelf life.

243 PLAN TEAM RECOMMENDATIONS

While there were no recommendations by the Pelagic Plan Team specific to the Hawaii
module of the annual SAFE report, there were several relevant work items:

e Hawaii DAR to work with the PIFSC Fisheries Research and Monitoring Division (FRMD)
to assume responsibility for Hawaii pelagic small boat fishery data summaries presented in
the annual SAFE report and at the Pelagic Plan Team meeting.

e PIFSC FRMD to work with Hawaii DAR on data issues regarding inconsistencies between
catch reports and dealer reports to ensure that these deficiencies do not perpetuate further
errors downstream.

e Council staff to work with the established Plan Team working group to incorporate the new
bycatch summaries for Hawaii’s pelagic small boat fisheries into the annual SAFE report.

90



PELAGIC SAFE REPORT

DATA MODULES

2.4.4 OVERVIEW OF PARTICIPATION — ALL FISHERIES

Table 21. Number of HDAR Commercial Marine Licenses

Number of licenses

Primary Fishing Method 2021 2022
Trolling 607 574
Longline 928 957
Ika Shibi & Palu Ahi 329 334
Aku Boat (Pole and Line) 7 8
Total Pelagic 1,871 1,873
Total All Methods 3,265 3,201

2.45 OVERVIEW OF LANDINGS AND ECONOMIC DATA

Table 22. Hawaii commercial pelagic catch, revenue, and price by species

2021

2022

Ex-vessel Average

Ex-vessel Average

Catch revenue price Catch revenue price
Species (1,000 Ibs)  ($1,000)  (%/Ib) (1,000 Ibs)  ($1,000)  ($/Ib)
Tuna PMUS
Albacore 534 $664 $1.71 457 $650 $2.07
Bigeye tuna 16,129 $79,365 $5.23 14,688 $73,645 $5.09
Bluefin tuna 2 $22 $6.56 3 $36 $7.51
Skipjack tuna 494 $596 $2.12 460 $861 $2.85
Yellowfin tuna 6,970 $29,132 $4.38 7,124 $28,197 $4.24
Other tunas 5 $36 $4.43 3 $5 $3.70
Tuna PMUS subtotal 24,134 $109,814 $4.88 22,736  $103,394 $4.76
Billfish PMUS
Swordfish 1,517 $6,282 $4.26 2,048 $10,337 $4.87
Blue marlin 1,101 $2,356 $2.64 1,239 $2,356 $2.70
Spearfish (hebi) 304 $588 $1.85 296 $638 $2.15
Striped marlin 571 $1,799 $2.70 645 $2,313 $2.86
Other marlins 35 $80 $2.65 27 $76 $2.35
Billfish PMUS subtotal 3,528 $11,105 $3.28 4,255 $15,720 $3.80
Other PMUS
Mahimahi 750 $3,438 $4.73 775 $3,164 $4.28
Ono (wahoo) 1,174 $4,262 $3.73 667 $3,135 $4.69
Opah (moonfish) 845 $1,913 $4.18 526 $1,683 $5.18
Oilfish 162 $186 $1.17 164 $200 $1.14
Pomfrets (monchong) 409 $2,356 $5.22 429 $2,542 $5.40
PMUS Sharks 17 $0 $0.00 10 $0 $0.00
Other PMUS subtotal 3,357  $12,156  $4.14 2,572  $10,723  $4.51
Other pelagics 6 $8  $1.72 4 $5  $1.44
Total pelagics 31,025 $133,084  $4.62 29,566 $129,842  $4.60
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Table 23. Hawaii commercial pelagic catch, revenue, and price by fishery

2021 2022
Ex-vessel Average Ex-vessel Average
Catch revenue price Catch revenue price
Fishery (1,000 Ibs) ($1,000) (%/1b) (1,000 Ibs) ($1,000) (%/1b)
Deep-set longline 26,808 $116,306 $4.68 24229  $106,362 $4.66
Shallow-set longline 1,264 $5,120 $4.16 1,873 $9,679 $4.75
MHI trolling 1,829 $7,055 $4.51 1,762 $7,040 $4.46
MHI handline 685 $3,017 $4.48 940 $4,109 $4.43
Offshore handline 257 $887 $2.99 454 $1,494 $2.86
Other gear $700 $3.66 309 $1,157 $3.48
Total 31,025 $133,084 $4.62 29,566 $129,842 $4.60
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Figure 67. Hawaii commercial tuna, billfish, other PMUS and PMUS shark catch

Supporting data shown in Table A-68.
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Figure 68. Total commercial pelagic catch by gear type
Supporting data shown in Table A-69.
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Figure 69. Hawaii commercial tuna catch by gear type
Supporting data shown in Table A-70.
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Figure 70. Species composition of tuna catch

Supporting data shown in Table A-71.
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Figure 71. Hawaii bigeye tuna catch by gear type

Supporting data shown in Table A-72.
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Figure 72. Hawaii yellowfin tuna catch by gear type
Supporting data shown in Table A-73.
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Figure 73. Hawaii skipjack tuna catch by gear type
Supporting data shown in Table A-74.
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Figure 74. Hawaii albacore catch by gear type
Supporting data shown in Table A-75.
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Figure 75. Hawaii commercial billfish catch by gear type
Supporting data shown in Table A-76.
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Figure 76. Species composition of billfish catch
Supporting data shown in Table A-77.
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Figure 77. Hawaii swordfish catch by gear type
Supporting data shown in Table A-78.

97



PELAGIC SAFE REPORT DATA MODULES

| B Deep-set longline OShallow-set longline mMHI troll |

3,000

Pounds (x 1,000)

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Figure 78. Hawaii blue marlin catch by gear type
Supporting data shown in Table A-79.
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Figure 79. Hawaii striped marlin catch by gear type
Supporting data shown in Table A-80.
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Figure 80. Hawaii commercial catch of other PMUS by gear type
Supporting data shown in Table A-81.
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Figure 81. Species composition of other PMUS catch
Supporting data shown in Table A-82.
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Figure 82. Hawaii moonfish catch by gear type
Supporting data shown in Table A-83.
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Figure 83. Hawaii mahimabhi catch by gear type
Supporting data shown in Table A-84.
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Figure 84. Hawaii ono (wahoo) catch by gear type
Supporting data shown in Table A-85.
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Figure 85. Hawaii pomfret catch by gear type
Supporting data shown in Table A-86.
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Figure 86. Hawaii PMUS shark catch by gear type
Supporting data shown in Table A-87.
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2.4.6 HAWAII DEEP-SET LONGLINE FISHERY EFFORT, LANDINGS.
REVENUE, AND CPUE
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Figure 87. Number of Hawaii-permitted deep-set longline vessels and trips
Supporting data shown in Table A-88.
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Figure 88. Number of hooks set by the Hawaii-permitted deep-set longline fishery
Supporting data shown in Table A-89.
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Figure 89. Catch and revenue for the Hawaii-permitted deep-set longline fishery
Supporting data shown in Table A-90.
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Table 24. Hawaii-permitted deep-set longline catch (number of fish) by area

Tunas Billfish Other PMUS

Bigeye Yellowfin Blue Striped Ono PMUS

Year tuna tuna Albacore | Swordfish | marlin marlin Spearfish | Mahimahi | (Wahoo) | Moonfish | Pomfrets sharks
Hawaii+PRIAs EEZ
2013 49,139 7,702 3,461 922 1,177 5,644 5,439 16,726 2,912 2,963 11,051 20,770
2014 43,441 5,199 1,764 866 1,036 5,020 4,248 8,899 4,090 2,172 10,921 20,533
2015 60,987 11,842 3,089 1,324 2,561 5,945 7,087 15,360 6,388 2,754 21,960 25,395
2016 44,704 13,438 1,656 1,233 1,773 3,881 7,189 9,092 5,722 2,323 15,746 23,520
2017 52,275 24,333 277 822 2,296 4311 5,507 8,843 5,126 1,794 12,699 27,666
2018 46,397 19,626 292 1,619 2,916 5,387 5,034 10,219 7,205 2,637 13,077 26,592
2019 39,571 12,176 167 1,126 3,859 5,735 3,747 6,073 8,203 2,142 13,209 30,233
2020 41,830 13,801 75 761 2,387 3,178 2,603 4,691 5,243 1,234 9,548 30,443
2021 58,682 26,606 516 1,267 2,522 4,087 5,066 6,449 11,004 77 9,486 37,446
2022 35,328 20,446 650 761 1,725 3,284 3,472 5,751 3,783 478 6,006 22,328
Outside EEZ
2013 140,016 10,590 9,836 3,230 2,563 6,715 8,954 59,109 10,654 20,386 64,966 34,093
2014 170,261 11,406 6,756 3,604 4,475 9,558 11,348 61,365 18,296 23,564 69,311 51,058
2015 167,550 15,745 7,072 4,048 4,868 7,155 10,707 44,946 18,337 26,593 75,363 59,757
2016 175,867 32,820 8,197 3,870 4,444 7,700 16,828 39,397 24,440 22,029 65,864 65,377
2017 172,039 55,283 3,831 4,751 5,720 8,705 15,161 37,297 20,279 22,999 55,005 71,282
2018 172,662 42,106 3,363 4,492 4,642 10,340 10,443 33,912 24,090 30,548 42,870 76,087
2019 181,754 49,999 4177 3,775 9,066 14,734 12,548 31,700 36,311 22,844 39,891 95,520
2020 165,302 40,594 8,461 3,102 5,790 9,600 7,372 17,258 19,118 15,372 26,529 87,844
2021 128,269 54,688 12,031 2,846 3,725 5,559 6,505 23,376 21,740 7,564 24,637 76,551
2022 136,096 63,519 10,888 2,865 5,384 7,848 7,559 29,990 13,717 4,476 25,675 66,728
All areas

2013 193,603 19,234 14,733 4,264 3,941 12,530 14,875 76,801 14,349 23,465 78,485 56,827
2014 217,823 17,226 8,962 4,580 5,695 14,804 15,838 70,730 23,136 25,783 82,066 72,871
2015 229,943 27,684 10,207 5,397 7,515 13,121 17,853 60,380 24,899 29,349 97,455 86,116
2016 221,149 46,470 9,853 5118 6,261 11,588 24,027 48,494 30,217 24,352 81,690 89,091
2017 224,391 79,620 4,108 5,576 8,018 13,019 20,668 46,146 25,426 24,794 67,736 98,986
2018 219,072 61,758 3,655 6,114 7,560 15,727 15,477 44,138 31,303 33,185 55,949 102,799
2019 221,344 62,177 4,344 4,901 12,926 20,469 16,296 37,779 44,546 24,986 53,102 125,811
2020 207,132 54,395 8,536 3,863 8,177 12,778 9,975 21,949 24,361 16,606 36,077 118,287
2021 186,963 81,301 12,547 4,113 6,247 9,646 11,573 29,825 32,750 8,341 34,125 114,058
2022 171,447 83,969 11,538 3,629 7,109 11,133 11,031 35,752 17,501 4,955 31,683 89,062
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Figure 90. Tuna CPUE for the Hawaii-permitted deep-set longline fishery
Supporting data shown in Table A-91.
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Figure 91. Billfish CPUE for the Hawaii-permitted deep-set longline fishery
Supporting data shown in Table A-92.
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Figure 92. Blue shark CPUE for the Hawaii-permitted deep-set longline fishery

Supporting data shown in Table A-93.

Table 25. Total estimated bycatch in number of fish for the top 10 bycatch species from the
Pacific Islands Region Observer Program for the Hawaii deep-set longline fishery. The top
10 species comprised 92.3% of total bycatch in 2021.

Species 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 Average SD

Lancetfish, Longnose 229,791 230,048| 309,551 275,802| 288,339| 217,244| 258,462.5| 37,766.9
Shark, Blue 102,250 123,166 119,306 134,067| 139,284| 124,209 123,713.7| 12,886.3
Snake Mackerel 110,655 120,432| 79,308| 49,481| 43,862| 67,877| 78,602.5| 31,456.5
Escolar 37,860 35052| 44,873| 47,973| 50,556| 53,089| 44,900.5| 7,142.0
Shark, Bigeye Thresher 11,639 9,551 6,519 10,399 9,754 13,313| 10,195.8| 2,279.1
Tuna, Bigeye 20,723| 20,800 24,053| 19,481| 20,596| 12,360| 19,668.8| 3,896.8
Tuna, Yellowfin 5,615 9,455 5,201 7,434 6,138/ 10,804 7,441.2| 2,254.6
Pomfret, Dagger 6,464 7,443 8,188 8,929 5,667 9,450 7,690.2| 1,451.7
Stingray, Pelagic 6,958 6,608 7,234 10,949 9,357 8,526 8,272.0| 1,672.2
Tuna, Unidentified 5,731 6,337 5,164 6,855 4,097 5,052 5,539.3 986.2
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Table 26. Released catch, retained catch, and total catch for the Hawaii-permitted deep-set
longline fishery in 2022

Deep-set longline fishery
Released Percent Retained Total
catch released catch Catch
Tuna
Albacore 647 5.6 10,891 11,538
Bigeye tuna 2,563 15 168,884 171,447
Bluefin tuna 1 9.1 10 11
Skipjack tuna 160 13 12,426 12,586
Y ellowfin tuna 1,842 2.2 82,127 83,969
Other tunas 0 - 0 0
Tuna PMUS Subtotal 5,213 1.9 274,338 279,551
Billfish
Swordfish 73 2.0 3,556 3,629
Blue marlin 41 0.6 7,068 7,109
Striped marlin 157 14 10,976 11,133
Shortbill spearfish 243 2.2 10,788 11,031
Other billfishes 9 2.0 444 453
Billfish PMUS Subtota 523 1.6 32,832 33,355
Other PMUS
Mahimahi 558 1.6 35,194 35,752
Wahoo 95 0.5 17,406 17,501
Moonfish 4 0.1 4,951 4,955
Oilfish 1,827 18.9 7,837 9,664
Pomfret 405 1.3 31,278 31,683
Other PMUS Subtotal 2,889 2.9 96,666 99,555
Non-PMUS fish 6,130 97.6 151 6,281
Total non-shark 14,755 3.5 403,987 418,742
PMUS Sharks
Blue shark 78,643 100.0 0 78,643
Mako sharks 1,568 98.8 19 1,587
Thresher sharks 8,184 99.6 31 8,215
Oceanic whitetip shark 384 100.0 0 384
Silky shark 233 100.0 0 233
Shark PMUS Subtotal 89,012 99.9 50 89,062
Non-PMUS sharks 246 99.6 1 247
Grand Total 104,013 20.5 404,038 508,051
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Table 27. Average weight (Ib) of the catch by the Hawaii-permitted deep-set longline fishery

Hawaii-pe rmitted deep-set longline fishery

Tunas Billfish Other PMUS Sharks
Bigeye Yellowfin Skipjack Bluefin Striped  Blue Black Ono Mako Thresher
YEAR  tuna tuna  Albacore tuna Tuna Swordfish marlin  marlin Spearfish Sailfish marlin Mahimahi (Wahoo) Moonfish Pomfrets Oilfish shark shark
2013 75 84 47 16 240 184 68 225 31 62 180 1 33 89 13 18 196 173
2014 73 84 50 17 - 158 62 205 30 58 258 12 30 89 14 17 201 214
2015 85 74 52 18 240 165 81 185 33 59 219 12 31 91 13 18 195 219
2016 83 73 55 17 254 165 73 196 31 51 242 13 31 88 13 19 179 183
2017 79 72 49 19 254 190 67 188 32 63 286 12 31 92 13 20 181 200
2018 78 89 52 19 277 189 66 197 32 64 185 11 28 93 15 22 182 184
2019 78 74 53 18 269 189 60 156 28 29 182 12 28 92 14 22 190 190
2020 81 71 41 18 246 145 58 144 26 36 247 12 30 99 14 23 184 183
2021 84 69 39 19 233 129 56 134 26 42 149 12 27 102 12 21 184 183
2022 83 64 37 18 245 130 55 137 26 46 133 11 32 106 13 20 184 183
Average 79.9 75.4 47.5 17.9 250.9 164.4 64.6 176.7 29.5 51.0 208.1 11.8 30.1 94.1 13.4 20.0 187.6 191.2
sD 4.0 7.8 6.3 1.0 14.3 23.8 8.1 31.6 2.8 12.3 50.0 0.6 1.9 6.1 0.8 2.0 7.4 15.0
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2.47 HAWAII SHALLOW-SET LONGLINE FISHERY EFFORT, LANDINGS.
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Figure 93. Number of Hawaii-permitted shallow-set longline vessels and trips
Supporting data shown in Table A-94.
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Figure 94. Number of hooks set by the Hawaii-permitted shallow-set longline fishery
Supporting data shown in Table A-95.
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Figure 95. Catch and revenue for the Hawaii-permitted shallow-set longline fishery
Supporting data shown in Table A-96.
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Table 28. Hawaii-permitted shallow-set longline catch (number of fish) by area

Tunas Billfish Other PMUS

Bigeye Yellowfin Blue Striped Ono PMUS

Year tuna tuna Albacore | Swordfish [ marlin marlin | Spearfish | Mahimahi | (Wahoo) | Moonfish | Pomfrets sharks
Hawaii+PRIA EEZ
2013 93 76 5 1,507 43 298 32 1,679 8 0 3 819
2014 27 57 1 1,689 54 137 37 968 19 0 4 1,280
2015 40 36 1 2,001 23 111 40 804 5 0 3 1,537
2016 20 47 5 1,157 68 104 45 69 19 0 2 1,142
2017 12 31 1 779 32 88 38 38 10 0 2 580
2018 12 11 0 58 1 1 0 12 1 0 0 22
2019
2020
2021 100 94 0 424 41 69 65 34 23 4 36 482
2022 7 51 0 185 13 33 10 13 3 1 0 247
Outside EEZ
2013 359 126 556 9,222 20 92 84 1,995 22 241 129 5,442
2014 810 124 662 13,646 21 231 134 3,321 25 515 228 10,173
2015 1,305 103 305 12,988 26 155 66 1,822 1 645 121 12,489
2016 921 254 54 8,573 27 225 115 1,065 20 271 16 10,737
2017 1,518 1,522 286 13,141 26 323 122 1,263 64 431 37 10,268
2018 1,279 767 137 6,052 4 61 44 627 25 172 24 2,887
2019 874 331 81 3,435 0 12 18 247 3 31 5 3,195
2020 1,099 456 356 4,374 7 23 24 229 9 300 12 6,605
2021 873 1,067 626 6,074 50 123 38 1,218 38 20 1 5,733
2022 947 1,016 1,395 9,426 36 355 52 1,488 32 28 6 6,896
All areas

2013 452 202 561 10,729 63 390 116 3,674 30 241 132 6,261
2014 837 181 664 15,449 75 368 171 4,289 44 535 233 11,632
2015 1,345 139 306 14,989 49 266 106 2,626 16 645 124 14,026
2016 941 301 59 9,730 95 329 160 1,134 39 271 18 11,879
2017 1,530 1,553 287 13,928 58 411 160 1,301 74 431 39 10,852
2018 1,291 778 137 6,110 5 62 44 639 26 172 24 2,909
2019 874 331 81 3,435 0 12 18 247 3 31 5 3,195
2020 1,114 497 356 4,594 23 30 26 241 12 302 12 7,012
2021 973 1,161 626 6,498 91 192 103 1,252 61 24 37 6,215
2022 954 1,067 1,395 9,611 49 388 62 1,501 35 29 6 7,143
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Figure 96. Tuna CPUE for the Hawaii-permitted shallow-set longline fishery
Supporting data shown in Table A-97.

ey SWOrdfish (Y1)  ==@==Striped marlin (Y2) ==@==Blue marlin (Y2)

20.0 2.0

()

£ 150 - - 15 S
o e
g 8
= S
g 100 | - 10 <
5 8
5 S
S 50 - 3
= p

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Figure 97. Billfish CPUE for the Hawaii-permitted shallow-set longline fishery
Supporting data shown in Table A-98.
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Figure 98. Blue shark CPUE for the Hawaii-permitted shallow-set longline fishery
Supporting data shown in Table A-99.

Table 29. Total estimated bycatch in number of fish for the top 10 bycatch species from the
Pacific Islands Region Observer Program for the Hawaii shallow-set longline fishery. The
top 10 species comprised 95.5% of total bycatch in 2021.

Species 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 Average [ S.D.
Shark, Blue 11,853 10,102 4,115 4,225 6,949 6,446 7,281.7| 3,131.5
Lancetfish, Longnose 1,784 2,728 1,211 1,232 1,268 2,480 1,783.8] 6745
Shark, Shortfin Mako 968 1,085 537 298 1,151 808 807.8| 332.7
Escolar 459 765 150 122 152 521 361.5| 262.2
Swordfish 1,049 1,419 735 254 251 499 701.2] 465.0
Oilfish 171 327 114 57 248 219 189.3 96.7
Stingray, Pelagic 245 284 440 82 328 171 258.3| 1244
Snake Mackerel 315 638 62 16 31 98 193.3[ 243.6
Tuna, Bigeye 121 278 153 55 77 79 127.2 81.9
Dolphinfish 83 107 34 18 20 75 56.2 37.2
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Table 30. Released catch, retained catch, and total catch for the Hawaii-permitted shallow-set

longline fishery in 2022

Shallow-set longline fishery
Released Percent Retained Total
catch released catch Catch
Tuna
Albacore 19 1.4 1,376 1,395
Bigeye tuna 7 0.7 947 954
Bluefin tuna 0 0.0 4 4
Skipjack tuna 0 0.0 31 31
Y ellowfin tuna 12 1.1 1,055 1,067
Other tunas 0 - 0 0
Tuna PMUS Subtotal 38 1.1 3,413 3,451
Billfish
Swordfish 262 2.7 9,349 9,611
Blue marlin 0 0.0 49 49
Striped marlin 3 0.8 385 388
Shortbill spearfish 0 0.0 62 62
Other billfishes 1 8.3 11 12
Billfish PMUS Subtota 266 2.6 9,856 10,122
Other PMUS
Mahimahi 3 0.2 1,498 1,501
Wahoo 0 0.0 35 35
Moonfish 2 6.9 27 29
Oilfish 9 42.3 131 227
Pomfret 2 333 4 6
Other PMUS Subtotal 103 5.7 1,695 1,798
Non-PMUS fish 3 23.1 10 13
Total non-shark 410 2.7 14974 15,384
PMUS Sharks
Blue shark 6,355 100.0 0 6,355
Mako sharks 709 99.4 4 713
Thresher sharks 44 100.0 0 44
Oceanic whitetip shark 26 100.0 0 26
Silky shark 5 100.0 0 5
Shark PMUS Subtotal 7,139 99.9 4 7,143
Non-PMUS sharks 5 100.0 0 5
Grand Total 7,554 335 14,978 22,532
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Table 31. Average weight (Ib) of the catch by the Hawaii-permitted shallow-set longline fisheries

Hawaii-pe rmitted shallow-set longline fishery

Tunas Billfish Other PMUS Sharks
Bigeye Yellowfin Skipjack Bluefin Striped  Blue Black Ono Mako Thresher
Year tuna tuna  Albacore tuna Tuna  Swordfish marlin  marlin Spearfish Sailfish marlin Mahimahi (Wahoo) Moonfish Pomfrets Oilfish shark  shark
2013 107 111 27 17 187 216 92 281 34 - - 12 42 82 15 23 177 -
2014 87 131 24 14 268 212 91 278 36 51 - 12 42 71 16 24 202 243
2015 79 120 22 16 - 184 97 292 37 51 - 12 39 76 13 22 150 243
2016 86 103 34 16 - 179 97 304 39 51 - 14 33 83 13 21 215 243
2017 98 94 35 18 187 200 102 259 39 51 - 12 36 83 14 20 179 243
2018 89 98 36 15 187 214 94 412 36 - - 10 39 84 14 25 184 243
2019 72 92 35 17 - 217 126 - 35 51 - 9 39 83 16 22 165 -
2020 90 76 28 18 187 148 89 160 34 - - 12 36 83 17 19 175 243
2021 95 101 34 19 225 160 76 177 25 51 - 10 32 84 17 20 175 243
2022 106 92 28 18 210 169 65 182 26 42 - 9 35 80 12 29 175 -
Average 90.9 101.8 30.3 16.8 207.3 189.9 929 260.6 341 49.7 11.2 37.3 80.9 14.7 225 179.7 243.0
SD 11.0 15.6 51 15 30.7 25.4 16.0 78.9 4.9 3.4 1.6 3.5 4.2 1.8 3.0 18.1 0.0
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2.4.8 MHI TROLL FISHERY EFFORT, LANDINGS, REVENUE, AND CPUE
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Figure 99. Number of MHI troll fishers and days fished
Supporting data shown in Table A-100.
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Figure 100. Catch and revenue for the MHI troll fishery
Supporting data shown in Table A-101.
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Figure 101. Tuna CPUE for the MHI troll fishery
Supporting data shown in Table A-102.

| === Blue marlin (Y1) =@==Striped marlin (Y2) |

20.0 4.0
B B
2 15.0 A - 3.0 <
- =
© >
° 3
[<5] S
2 10.0 L 20 &
© n
5 E
o S
a g

5.0 1 - 1.0

0.0 0.0

2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022

Figure 102. Marlin CPUE for the MHI troll fishery
Supporting data shown in Table A-103.
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Figure 103. Mahimahi and Ono CPUE for the MHI troll fishery
Supporting data shown in Table A-104.

2.49 MHI HANDLINE FISHERY EFFORT, LANDINGS, REVENUE, AND CPUE
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Figure 104. Number of MHI handline fishers and days fished
Supporting data shown in Table A-105.
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Figure 105. Catch and revenue for the MHI handline fishery
Supporting data shown in Table A-106.
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Figure 106. Tuna CPUE for the MHI handline fishery
Supporting data shown in Table A-107.
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2.4.10 OFFSHORE HANDLINE FISHERY EFFORT, LANDINGS, REVENUE, AND

CPUE
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Figure 107. Number of offshore handline fishers and days fished
Supporting data shown in Table A-108.
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Figure 108. Catch and revenue for the offshore tuna handline fishery
Supporting data shown in Table A-109.
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Figure 109. Tuna CPUE for the offshore tuna handline fishery
Supporting data shown in Table A-110.

Table 32. Average weight (Ib) of the catch by the Hawaii troll and handline fisheries

Tunas Billfish Other PMUS

Bigeye Skipjack Yellowfin Blue Striped Ono

Year Albacore tuna tuna tuna marlin marlin  Swordfish  Mahimahi (wahoo)
2013 46.1 239 8.6 35.2 257.3 64.7 101.2 12.3 239
2014 43.8 24.1 6.7 345 2454 495 118.9 12.3 220
2015 44.1 215 8.1 339 170.5 729 96.4 13.2 21.7
2016 47.7 20.9 8.4 33.7 145.1 63.1 117.0 12.0 23.0
2017 53.0 24.1 9.1 429 175.1 73.7 1214 110 231
2018 52.5 254 79 45.2 193.2 66.6 110.6 11.8 20.5
2019 54.5 22.8 8.9 33.0 150.8 62.2 129.8 12.7 21.0
2020 55.3 259 11.8 39.8 124.5 46.3 159.3 12.3 21.8
2021 58.2 26.1 10.1 31.7 151.0 79.2 107.9 12.7 221
2022 57.4 29.7 114 49.0 164.1 66.9 103.1 11.8 244
Average  51.2 244 9.1 37.9 177.7 64.5 116.6 12.2 22.3
SD 5.4 2.5 1.6 5.9 43.1 10.2 18.1 0.6 1.2
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2.4.11 PELAGIC SMALL BOAT FISHERY BYCATCH SUMMARIES
[intro text; what/why/how]

2.4.11.1 FISHERY DEFINITIONS
[New definitions; can’t compare to catch and effort stats]

2.4.11.2 BYCATCH SUMMARIES
[descriptive text for trends as desired/necessary]
[note that offshore troll and handline fishery bycatch is not provided here because the data

are non-disclosed due to data confidentiality rules, etc. Only showing MHI troll and MHI
handline]

Table 33. Total reported commercial bycatch (number of individuals) from the MHI
troll fishery for fishing years 2012-2021.

Species 202112020{2019]|2018|2017(2016|2015{2014|2013|2012
Thunnus albacares; Yellowfin Tuna 586 | 615 | 780 | 551 | 497 | 835 |1240(1593| 899 (1113
mg'r‘ﬁ‘:a mazara or Makaira nigricans; Blue 497 | 386 |1167| 949 | 651 | 681 [1269| 797 | 598 | 703
Katsuwonus pelamis; Aku 224 1187 | 124 | 151 | 193 | 417 | 411 | 711 | 652 | 549
Coryphaena hippurus; Mahimahi 146 | 197 | 213 | 216 | 282 | 248 | 427 | 623 | 530 | 461
Seriola dumerili; Kahala 87 | 53 | 94 [ 100 | 92 | 59 55
Acanthocybium solandri; Ono 49 | 20 | 56 | 66 | 60 51 | 92
Tetrapturus angustirostris; Shortbill Spearfish 30 77 | 146|181 | 280 | 180 | 159 | 227 | 193
Thunnus obesus; Bigeye Tuna 28 | 36 | 110 148 | 170 | 394 | 314 | 305
Kajikia audax; Striped Marlin 21 | 38 | 101 | 54 64 [ 75 | 149 | 66 | 104
Selachii (infraclass); Shark (Misc.) 21
Caranx ignobilis; White Papio/Ulua 27 59 | 55
Sphyraena barracuda; Kaka 26 | 37 58
Myripristis spp.; Menpachi n.d. | nd. | n.d. n.d. | n.d.
Heteropriacanthus cruentatus; 'Aweoweo n.d. | n.d. n.d. | n.d.
Selar crumenophthalmus (Juvenile); Halala n.d.
Euthynnus affinis; Kawakawa 202 | 437
Caranx melampygus; 'Omilu 47

Percent of all Bycatch| 97 | 95 | 94 | 66 | 57 | 87 | 96 | 97 | 87 | 83

Note: n.d. = non-disclosed due to data confidentiality rules; the species presented in this table represent the ten
species most frequently released in each year over the past ten years.
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Table 34. Total reported commercial bycatch (number of individuals) from the MHI
handline fishery for fishing years 2012-2021.

Species 202112020{2019|2018|2017{2016|2015(2014|2013|2012
Thunnus albacares; Yellowfin Tuna 246 | 118 | 183 | 261 | 168 | 283 | 434 | 476 | 519 | 438
Katsuwonus pelamis; Aku nd. {nd {nd |[nd | 13 | 20 | 44 | 58 | 42 | 38
Belonidae (family); 'Aha n.d. n.d.
Elagatis bipinnulata; Kamanu nd. {nd. [nd. [ nd. |nd. | 26 | nd. |nd. |nd.|nd.
Thunnus obesus; Bigeye Tuna 13 {nd.| 46 | nd.| 92 | 34 | 40 | 63 | 120 | 33
Acanthocybium solandri; Ono nd. {nd [nd | 21 | nd. | 28 | nd.|n.d. |nd.|nd.
Selachii (infraclass); Shark (Misc.) n.d. | n.d. n.d. 6
Coryphaena hippurus; Mahimahi nd. {nd. | 44 | 13 | 23 | nd.|nd.| 47 | nd. |nd.
Sphyraena barracuda; Kaka n.d.
Alopias vulpinus; Thresher Shark n.d. 4
Seriola dumerili; Kahala 12 {nd.| 20 7 | nd. 18
Pristipomoides filamentosus; 'Opakapaka n.d.
Decapterus macarellus; 'Opelu n.d. n.d.
Euthynnus affinis; Kawakawa nd. | nd. | nd. | nd.|nd. |n.d.
Carcharhinus longimanus or Triaenodon obesus n.d. 5 5
Balistidae (family); Humuhumu n.d. n.d. | n.d.
Caranx melampygus; 'Omilu n.d.
Thunnus alalunga; Tombo 15 n.d.
Prionace glauca; Blue Shark n.d.
Selar crumenophthalmus; Akule n.d. | n.d.
Carangidae (family); Papio, Ulua (Misc.) n.d.
Xiphias gladius; Broadbill Swordfish n.d.
Gempylus serpens; Hauliuli n.d.
Kyphosus bigibbus or Kyphosus cinerascens; nd.
Nenue

Percent of all Bycatch| 66 | 65 [ 59 | 99 | 78 | 88 | 75 | 88 | 84 | 83

Note: n.d. = non-disclosed due to data confidentiality rules; the species presented in this table represent the ten
species most frequently released in each year over the past ten years.
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2.5 NON-COMMERCIAL PELAGIC FISHERIES
2.5.1 OVERVIEW OF NON-COMMERCIAL PELAGIC FISHERIES

Fishing, either for subsistence, sustenance, or recreation continues to be an important activity
throughout the Western Pacific region in its four major populated island areas: Hawaii,
American Samoa, Guam, and the CNMI. These non-commercial fisheries are important in
island communities that depend on fish and other marine organisms as one of its few local
sources of protein. This section was not updated in the 2021 or 2022 report in preparation of
a revised section in the 2023 annual SAFE report, consistent with recommendations by the
Council’s Pelagic Plan Team.

In Hawaii, non-commercial shoreline fishing was more popular than boat-based fishing up to
and after World War 2. Boat-based fishing during this period referred primarily to fishing
from traditional canoes (Glazier 1999). All fishing was greatly constrained during World
War 2 through time and area restrictions, which effectively stopped commercial fishing and
confined non-commercial fishing to inshore areas (Brock 1947). Following World War 2, the
advent of better fishing equipment, new small boat hulls, and marine inboard and outboard
engines led to a growth in small vessel-based non-commercial fishing.

A major period of expansion of small vessel non-commercial fishing occurred between the
late 1950s and early 1970s through the introduction of fiberglass technology to Hawaii and
the further refinement of marine inboard and outboard engines. By the early 1960s there were
an estimated 5,300 small boats in the State being used for non-commercial fishing. By the
1980s, the number of non-commercial craft had risen to almost 13,000 vessels, and this
number increased further to about 15,000 vessels in the 1990s. There are many fishing clubs
in Hawaii, and a variety of different recreational fishing tournaments organized by both clubs
and independent tournament organizers. Hawaii also hosts between 150 and 200 boat-based
fishing tournaments, about 30 of which are considered major international competitions. This
level of interest in recreational fishing is sufficient to support local fishing magazines,
Hawaii Fishing News and Lawai’a, with articles about local recreational fishing, as well as
several recreational fishing television programs.

Elsewhere in the Western Pacific region, non-commercial fishing is less structured. In Guam,
fishing clubs have been founded along ethnic lines by Japanese and Korean residents. These
clubs had memberships of 10 to 15 people along with their families. Four such clubs were
founded in Guam over the past 20 years, but none lasted for more than a 2 to 3 years (Gerry
Davis, NMFS PIRO, pers. comm.). There was also a Guam Boating Association, comprised
of mostly fishermen, with several hundred members. This organization functioned as a
fishing club for about 10 years before disbanding. Some school groups and the boy scouts
have formed fishing clubs focused on rod and reel fishing, and there is still one spearfishing
club (Marianas Underwater Fishing Federation) that is active. There are also some limited
fishing tournaments in Guam, including a fishing derby for children organized by the
DAWR.

Every summer in Guam, the fishing community gathers to partake in several fishing derbies
and the Gupot Y Peskadot (i.e., Fishermen’s Festival). This includes several fishing
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competitions such as the Kid’s Fishing Derby, In-Shore Tournament (rod and reel),
Spearfishing Challenge and Guam Marianas International Fishing Derby (trolling).

There are a few fishing clubs in the in the Northern Mariana Islands. The Saipan Fishermen’s
Association (SFA) has been in existence since 1985 and is the sponsor of the annual Saipan
International Fishing Tournament usually held in August or September. The SFA also
developed a “Tasi to Table” Youth Fishing Club, which provides fishing experiences and
training to high school students. One spearfishing club, the Marianas Apnea Spearfishing
Club, was founded in 2007 and continues to instill traditional cultural fishing skills among
the people of the CNMI to encourage sustainable fishing.

Levine and Allen (2009) provided an overview of fisheries in American Samoa, including
subsistence and recreational fisheries. Citing a survey conducted in American Samoa by
Kilarski et al. (2006), Levine and Allen (2009) noted that approximately half of the
respondents stated that they fished for recreation, with 71 percent of these individuals fishing
once a week or less. Fishermen also fished infrequently for cultural purposes, although
cultural, subsistence, and recreational fishing categories were difficult to discern as one
fishing outing could be motivated by any combination of the three reasons.

Boat-based recreational fishing in American Samoa has been influenced primarily by fishing
clubs and fishing tournaments. Tournament fishing for pelagic species began in American
Samoa in the 1970s, and between 1974 and 1998, a total of 64 fishing tournaments were held
(Tulafono 2001). Most of the boats that participated were alia catamarans and small skiffs.
Catches from tournaments were often sold, as most of the entrants were local small-scale
commercial fishermen. In 1996, three days of tournament fishing contributed about one
percent of the total domestic landings. Typically, seven to 14 local boats carrying a total of
55 to 70 fishermen participated in each tournament, which were held two to five times per
year (Craig et al. 1993).

Most tournament participants operated 28-foot alia vessels, the same vessels that engage in
the small-scale longline fishery. With more emphasis on commercial longline fishing since
1996, interest in the tournaments waned (Tulafono 2001) and pelagic fishing effort shifted
markedly from trolling to longlining. Catch-and-release recreational fishing is virtually non-
existent in American Samoa. Landing fish to meet cultural obligations is of such high
importance such that releasing fish would generally be considered a failure to meet these
responsibilities (Tulafono 2001). Nevertheless, some pelagic fishermen who fish for
subsistence release fish that are in excess of their subsistence needs.

Most of the non-commercial boat-based fishing is done by the Pago Pago Game Fishing
Association (PPGFA), which was founded in 2003 to host regular fishing competitions. The
PPGFA has annually hosted international tournaments with fishermen from neighboring
Samoa and Cook Islands attending. The non-commercial vessels extensively use anchored
FADs, and venture to the various outer banks such as the South Bank (35 miles), North East
Bank (40 miles NE), South East bank (37 miles SE), Two Percent Bank (40 miles), and East
Bank (24 miles East) during tournaments. The PPGFA plays host to the Steinlager I'a Lapo'a
Game Fishing Tournament, which is a qualifying event for the International Game Fish
Association’s Offshore World Championship. There is no full-time regular charter fishery in
American Samoa similar to those in Hawaii, CNMI, or Guam. However, Pago Pago Marine
Charters does include fishing charters among the services it offers.
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There is also some non-commercial fishing activity within portions of the PRIA, namely at
Midway, Wake Island, and Palmyra Atoll. There are no resident populations at Howland
Island, Baker Island, Johnston Atoll, or Jarvis Island, and fishing activity at these locations is
likely minimal. There was a tourist facility at Midway until 2002, which operated a charter
boat fishery targeting primarily pelagic fish. The company operated five vessels for charter
fishing, consisting of three 22 to 26 foot catamarans for lagoon and nearshore fishing
operations and two 38 foot sportfishing vessels used for blue water trolling. In addition, there
were approximately seven small vessels maintained and used by Midway residents for non-
commercial fishing. Of these seven, three vessels engaged primarily in offshore trolling for
PMUS including yellowfin tuna, wahoo, and marlin. All vessels fishing at Midway were
required to file a float plan prior to a fishing trip and complete the “Midway Sports Fishing
Boat Trip Log” upon completion of each trip. The U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service was
responsible for compiling these catch data.

At Palmyra Atoll, an island privately owned by The Nature Conservancy, small boats are
operated within the lagoon for trolling. There are several craft used for non-commercial
fishing at the military base on Wake Island, including two landing craft and two small
vessels.

2.5.2 NON-COMMERCIAL CATCH AND EFFORT

Estimates of non-commercial catch are summarized and provided in Table 33. Data on total
catch and trips are reported in each island area’s respective module and non-commercial
catch and trips were either calculated by subtracting the commercial catch or by utilizing data
from NMFS PIFSC on the boat-based creel survey estimates for commercial versus non-
commercial portions of landings.

Both Hawaii and American Samoa have large total pelagic catch due to the inclusion of
longline landings, which results in non-commercial catch being proportionally minor for
American Samoa. Additionally, non-commercial catch estimates for American Samoa were
anomalously low in 2020, possibly due to the COVID-19 pandemic impacting survey
sampling. Conversely, non-commercial catch for Hawaii in 2020 was relatively high while
total pelagic catch was slightly lower than normal due to the impacts of COVID-19 on
commercial pelagic fisheries. In comparison, CNMI and Guam both have a higher percentage
of non-commercial fishing than American Samoa. This difference between island areas is to
be expected, as both Hawaii and American Samoa have larger markets to which they can
supply fish (i.e., hotels, restaurants, exports, and the cannery).

Table 33. Summary of estimated non-commercial landings by island area in 2020

Non-
Total Non- Non- .
. Total . . Commercial
Island Area Pelagic Trios Commercial Commercial % of Total
Catch (Ib) P Catch (Ib) | Fishing Trips ” oatch
American Samoa 1,892,277 221 32 6 >0.01%
CNMI 689,136 9,481 23,862 3,747 3.46%
Guam 614,633 9,200 69,899 6,089 11.37%
Hawaii 30,399,157 760,174 14,537,548 743,859 47.8%

Source: NMFS PIFSC, WPacFIN, State of Hawaii DAR and HMRFS, MRIP.
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Charter fishing data are provided in each of the island areas’ respective modules and are
summarized in Table 34. Data for Hawaii is provided by the State of Hawaii Commercial
Marine License reporting system. There is no charter data from American Samoa available.
For species-specific charter information (landings, trips, CPUE, etc.), please refer to the
individual island area sections.

Overall, charter fishing in the region primarily target the same pelagic species in each island
area utilizing primarily trolling gear. Charter fishing in Hawaii is more focused on catching
blue marlin, which in 2004 formed about 50 percent of the total annual charter vessel catch
by weight. An increase in catch and release effort of marlins in the industry that has grown
since 2004 and, coupled with the lower price per pound received for marlins, outside forces
such as the Billfish Conservation Act that reduced the ability for fishermen to export marlin
and marlin products outside of Hawaii may be the reason. In 2020, Hawaii’s charter industry
took 1,257 trips and kept 134,889 Ib of fish. Both trips and catch were down nearly 75
percent from previous years due mainly to the inability to fish during much of the COVID-19
pandemic due to stay-at-home orders and the lack of tourism. Guam’s charter industry has
slightly expanded but is subject to the availability of military and visitors, and, thus, it has
waxed and waned with the tourism industry. The COVID-19 pandemic in 2020 showed this
impact with charter landings, effort, and trips all being well below 2019 values. In CNMI,
charter fishing was nonexistent as the pandemic eliminated tourism, the sole source of charter
fishing, resulting in no charter catch in 2020.

Table 34. Summary of charter fishing in the Western Pacific region in 2020

Island Effort CPUE . .

Area Catch (Ib) (Trips) (Ib/trip) Principal Species

CNMI 0 1 0 skipjack tuna, mahltmuﬁgl, wahoo, yellowfin

Guam 3,167 202 15.68 mahimabhi, skipjack tung, blue marlin, wahoo,
yellowfin tuna

Hawaii 134,889.5 1,257 107.31 Yellowfin tuna, quearlr(mjrlm, mahimahi, ono,

Source: NMFS PIFSC, WPacFIN, State of Hawaii CML database.

Hawaii is the only island area in the region that has a specific non-commercial fishing data
collection program through the Hawaii Marine Recreational Fishing Survey (HMRFS). This
collaborative project between the State of Hawaii and NMFS Office of Science and
Technology is part of the nationwide Marine Recreational Information Program (MRIP) used
by NMFS to estimate recreational catches in most of the coastal states of the U.S. For more
information on HMRFS data collection, see https://dInr.hawaii.gov/dar/fishing/hmrfs/.

Table 35 provides summaries of the non-commercial, boat-based catch between 2013 and
2020 for pelagic fish in Hawaii. Non-commercial catches of pelagic fish were higher in 2020
than 2019 and above the mean for the time series. The species composition of the catch in
2020 was predominantly yellowfin tuna as in past years, followed by skipjack tuna,
mahimahi, blue marlin, wahoo, and striped marlin (Figure 110). The species composition of
the catch in 2020 was predominantly yellowfin tuna as in past years, followed by skipjack
tuna, mahimabhi, blue marlin, wahoo, and striped marlin (Figure 110). CPUE, measured in
pounds per angler trip, in 2020 had a similar species composition, and every species had a
CPUE of less than 10 Ib/angler trip that year except for yellowfin tuna at 11.16 Ib/trip (Figure
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111). The number of estimated boat-based angler trips was slightly up in 2020 from 2019 at

743,859 angler trips and remains well above the average for the time series (Figure 112).

Table 35. Estimated non-commercial boat-based pelagic catch in Hawaii from 2013 to 2020

Year Catch (Ib) Change from previous year
2013 14,245,945 +1,915,307 (+16%)
2014 10,833,018 -3,412,927 (-24%)
2015 13,065,927 +2,232,909 (+21%)
2016 6,572,343 -6,493,584 (-50%)
2017 6,308,217 -264,126 (-4%)

2018 20,876,569 +14,568,352 (+231%)
2019 12,785,507 -8,091,062 (-38.76%)
2020 14,537,548 +1,752,041 (+13.7%)
AVG 12,395,079
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Figure 110. Non-commercial catch (Ib) in Hawaii by species from 2003 to 2020

Note: Weight estimates were missing for the catch in some waves (wave = two-month period), but the number

of fish could be estimated from interview data that lacked corresponding weight measurements. The weight

estimates for these estimated fish numbers were imputed by using average weight from other waves in the year.

If there were no mean weight estimates for a whole year, the estimate of mean weight from the previous year

was used.
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Figure 112. Estimated angler trips in the Hawaii non-commercial fishery from 2003 to 2020
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2.6 INTERNATIONAL
2.6.1 INTRODUCTION

The U.S Pacific Island EEZs managed by the Council are surrounded by large and diverse
fisheries targeting pelagic species. The International Module contains reported catches of
pelagic species in the entire Pacific Ocean by fleets of Pacific Island nations and distant
water fishing nations and information for a SAFE report that includes the most recent
assessment information in relation to status determination criteria. Fishery trends in the entire
Pacific Ocean are illustrated for the purse seine, longline and pole-and-line fisheries. The
tables of this section show the catches of pelagic MUS by U.S. longline (Hawaii and
California-based) and U.S. territorial longline fisheries in the Western and Central Pacific
Fisheries Commission (WCPFC) Convention Area from 2018-2022, as reported by NMFS to
the WCPFC. The catches for 2022 are preliminary.

Table 44 through Table 46 provide the U.S. longline landings as submitted to the WCPFC
and Inter-American Tropical Tuna Commission (IATTC).
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Figure 113. The Western and Central Pacific Ocean, Eastern Pacific Ocean and the WCPFC
Convention Area (WCP-CA) [in dashed lines])
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2.6.2 DATA SOURCES

The data sources for the international module of the annual SAFE report are obtained from
the various literature of the WCPFC, the IATTC, and the International Scientific Committee
for Tuna and Tuna-like species (ISC). These references can be found in Section 5. Additional
sources of data include the U.S. data submissions to the WCPFC and IATTC documented in

this module.

2.6.3 PLAN TEAM RECOMMENDATIONS

There were no recommendations for the International module by the Pelagic Plan Team for
the 2022 annual SAFE report to be forwarded to the Council, only work items to Pelagic Plan

Team members on improvements to other modules.

2.6.4 SUMMARY OF FISHERIES

This section presents the total catch of tuna species in the Pacific Ocean as reported to the
Pacific Community (PC) from all member countries. Table 38 and Figure 114 depict the
combined catch of all fisheries, while the following subsections present fishery specific data
for the three main fisheries: purse seine, longline, and pole-and-line.

Table 38. Estimated annual catch (mt) of tuna species in the Pacific Ocean

Year Albacore Bigeye Skipjack Y ellowfin Total
2012 181,609 269,535 2,001,883 838,293 f 3,291,320
2013 175,643 243,627 2,106,861 811,623 f 3,337,754
2014 162,971 260,928 2,248,280 867,743 f 3,539,922
2015 155,110 250,282 2,118,867 849,259 f 3,373,518
2016 126,953 249,087 2,127,260 915,382 f 3,418,682
2017 151,899 232,958 1,935,840 936,873 f 3,257,570
2018 137,543 245,827 2,133,155 953,881 f 3,470,406
2019 143,530 227,566 2,385,974 935,555 f 3,692,625
2020 113,437 252,578 2,016,127 962,476 f 3,344,618
2021 111,656 222,013 1,950,558 1,034,496 f 3,318,723
Average 146,035 245,440 2,102,481 910,558 3,404,514
STD deviation 24,113 14,665 138,201 68,211 131,933

Source: PC (2022).
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Figure 114. Estimated total annual catch of tuna species in the Pacific Ocean
Source: PC (2022).

2.6.4.1 PURSE SEINE FISHERY IN THE WCPFC
Source: WCPFC-SC18-2022 GN-WP-01

Vessels: The majority of the historic WCP—CA purse seine catch has come from the four
main Distant Water Fishing Nation (DWFN) fleets — Japan, Korea, Chinese-Taipei and USA,
which combined numbered 163 vessels in 1992, but declined to a low of 111 vessels in 2006
(due to reductions in the US fleet), before some rebound in recent years (up to 129 vessels in
2017 and 124 vessels in 2020). The Pacific Islands fleets have gradually increased in
numbers over the past two decades to a level of 142 vessels in 2021. The remainder of the
purse seine fishery includes several fleets which entered the WCPFC tropical fishery during
the 2000s (e.g., China, Ecuador, El Salvador, New Zealand, and Spain).

The total number of purse seine vessels was relatively stable over the period 1990-2006 (in
the range of 180-220 vessels), but thence until 2014, the number of vessels gradually
increased, attaining a record level of 308 vessels in 2015, before steadily declining since (to
267 vessels in 2020). Further declines occurred in 2020 and 2021 with a significant reduction
in vessels from one component of the US purse seine fleet.

The provisional 2021 purse seine catch of 1,740,370 mt was the lowest catch since 2011, and
around 360,000 mt lower than the record catch in 2019 (2,101,405 mt). The 2021 purse seine
skipjack catch (1,254,022 mt: 72% of the catch) was a clear drop of around 440,000 mt on
the record in 2019 (~1,700,000 mt). The 2021 purse seine catch for yellowfin tuna (405,915
mt; 23% of the total purse seine tuna catch) was around 95,000 mt lower than the record
catch in 2017 (501,109 mt) but still amongst the highest annual catches for this fishery. The
provisional catch estimate for bigeye tuna for 2021 (79,167 mt) was the highest since 2014
and a clear increase on the relatively low purse seine bigeye tuna catch in 2019 (49,958 mt).
The increased bigeye tuna catches in both 2020 and 2021 appears to be related to a higher
number of associated sets in conjunction with La Nina conditions.
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Despite the FAD closure for certain periods in each year since 2010, drifting FAD sets
remain an important fishing strategy, particularly to the east of 160°E. The relatively high
proportion of unassociated sets in the eastern areas (e.g. Gilbert Islands) was a feature of the
fishery in 2015-2016 (i.e. corresponding to El Nifio conditions). The move to ENSO-neutral
conditions, then weak La Nifia during 2017 into early 2018 resulted in more effort in the area
west of 160°E compared to recent years, and a higher use of drifting FADs in the area east of
160°E. By late 2018, weak El Nifio conditions presided over the fishery and relatively high
catches were taken in the eastern tropical areas, in and adjacent to the waters of Tokelau and
the Phoenix Group. EI Nifio conditions continued into 2019 with purse seine effort extending
further to the east compared to recent years and very good catches were taken in a few
concentrated areas of the eastern tropical waters. The La Nifia conditions experienced in
2020 and 2021 resulted in a general westward shift of fishing effort compared to 2019.

In general, the distribution of effort for most fleets in 2021 is similar to 2020 activities, no
doubt related to the prevailing (La Nifia) conditions in both years. The US fleet typically
fishes in the more eastern areas as was the case during 2020 with effort extended into the
Gilberts, Phoenix and Line Islands, the Cook Islands, Tokelau and the adjacent eastern high
seas areas with increasingly less effort west of 160°E; during 2021, the US fleet fished even
further east, in the Line Group and the high seas areas north of the Cook Islands and French
Polynesian EEZs. The difference in areas fished by the non-Pacific islands’ fleets (Figures
3.4.2-3.4.5) is related to the areas they have access to and perhaps also related to fishing
strategy (e.g., use of traditional fishing grounds, e.g. FSM, PNG and the Solomon Islands by
the Japan fleet).

Table 39. Total reported purse seine catch (mt) of skipjack, yellowfin, and bigeye tuna in the
Pacific Ocean

Year Skipjack Yellowfin Bigeye Total
2012 1,639,189 596,199 142,654 2,378,042
2013 1,754,271 590,836 133,891 2,478,998
2014 1,878,005 613,970 141,875 2,633,850
2015 1,722,044 563,285 123,883 2,409,212
2016 1,713,933 650,823 130,787 2,495,543
2017 1,588,071 711,486 133,783 2,433,340
2018 1,738,252 621,186 138,817 2,498,255
2019 2,043,578 580,485 119,181 2,743,244
2020 1,700,197 620,375 151,824 2,472,396
2021 1,652,329 683,445 134,111 2,469,885
Average 1,742,987 623,209 135,081 2,501,277
STD Deviation 131,166 46,518 9,419 108,914

Source: PC (2022) and IATTC (2022).
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Figure 115. Total purse seine catch of skipjack, yellowfin, and bigeye tuna in the Pacific
Ocean
Source: PC (2022) and IATTC (2022).

2.6.4.2 LONGLINE FISHERIES IN THE WCPFC
Source: WCPFC-SC18-2022 GN-WP-01

The longline fishery now accounts for only 8-10% of the total WCP—CA catch (OFP, 2021),
but approaches the much larger purse seine catch in landed value. It provides the longest time
series of catch estimates for the WCP— CA, with estimates available since the early 1950s.
The total number of vessels involved in the fishery generally fluctuated between 3,000 and
6,000 for the period 1970-2004, although for some distant-water fleets, vessels operating in
areas beyond the WCP-CA could not be separated out and more representative vessel
numbers for WCP—CA have only become available in recent years. Total longline vessel
numbers have slowly declined over the past 15 years, with the provisional estimate of 1,543
vessels in 2021 showing a 57% drop on vessel numbers in 2005 and a 9% drop on 2019
vessel numbers, mainly due to a decline in the category of non Pacific Islands domestic
fleets, but also no doubt due to the impacts of COVID-19.

The fishery involves two main types of operation:

- Large (typically >250 gross registered tonnes [GRT]) distant-water freezer vessels
which undertake long voyages (months) and operate over large areas of the region.
These vessels may target either tropical (yellowfin, bigeye tuna) or subtropical
(albacore) species. Voluntary reduction in vessel numbers by at least one fleet has
occurred in recent years;

- Smaller (typically <100 GRT) offshore vessels which are usually domestically based,
undertaking trips less than one month, with ice or chill capacity, and serving fresh or
air-freight sashimi markets, or albacore canneries. There are several foreign offshore
fleets based in Pacific Island countries.
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The following broad categories of longline fishery, based on type of operation, area fished
and target species, are currently active in the WCP-CA:

- South Pacific offshore albacore fishery comprises Pacific-Islands domestic “offshore”
vessels, such as those from American Samoa, Cook Islands, Fiji, French Polynesia,
Kiribati, New Caledonia, PNG, Samoa, Solomon Islands, Tonga, Tuvalu and
Vanuatu; these fleets mainly operate in subtropical waters, with albacore the main
species taken. Two new entrants, Tuvalu and Wallis & Futuna, joined this category
during 2011, although the latter fleet has not fished recently. VVessel numbers have
stabilized in recent years, but they may also vary depending on charter arrangements.

- Tropical offshore bigeye/yellowfin-target fishery includes “offshore” sashimi
longliners from Chinese-Taipei, based in Micronesia, Guam, Philippines and
mainland Chinese vessels based in Micronesia, and domestic fleets based in
Indonesia, Micronesian countries, Philippines, PNG, the Solomon Islands and
Vietnam.

- Tropical distant-water bigeye/yellowfin-target fishery comprises “distant-water”
vessels from Japan, Korea, Chinese-Taipei, mainland China and Vanuatu. These
vessels primarily operate in the eastern tropical waters of the WCP-CA (and into the
EPO), targeting bigeye and yellowfin tuna for the frozen sashimi market.

- South Pacific distant-water albacore fishery comprises “distant-water” vessels from
Chinese-Taipei, mainland China and Vanuatu operating in the south Pacific, generally
below 20°S, targeting albacore tuna destined for canneries.

- Domestic fisheries in the sub-tropical and temperate WCP—CA comprise vessels
targeting different species within the same fleet depending on market, season and/or
area. These fleets include the domestic fisheries of Australia, Japan, New Zealand and
Hawai’i. For example, the Hawaiian longline fleet has a component that targets
swordfish and another that targets bigeye tuna.

- South Pacific distant-water swordfish fishery is a relatively new fishery and

comprises “distant-water” vessels from Spain and Portugal (one vessel started fishing
in 2011).

- North Pacific distant-water albacore and swordfish fisheries mainly comprise
“distant-water” vessels from Japan (swordfish and albacore), Chinese-Taipei
(albacore only) and Vanuatu (albacore only).

Catch: The provisional WCP-CA longline catch (191,666 mt) for 2021 is the lowest catch
since 1993 at this stage, acknowledging the negative impacts due to COVID-19 but also
that coverage of available 2021 data is not yet complete. The COVID-19 restrictions played
a role in the distribution of 2021 effort in the longline fishery, with clear declines in effort
in both the south Pacific Albacore fishery and in the tropical longline fishery. The La Nifia
conditions during 2020 and 2021 may also have contributed to lower catches in the longline
fishery, although further investigation would be required to confirm this hypothesis.

The WCP-CA albacore longline catch (66,475 mt — 35%) for 2021 was the lowest since
1996, and nearly 40,000 mt lower than the record of 106,142 mt attained in 2010. The
provisional bigeye catch (49,511 mt — 26%) for 2021 was the lowest since 1983, and well
down on the bigeye catch levels experienced in the 2000s (e.g. the 2004 longline bigeye
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catch was 99,709 mt). The yellowfin catch for 2021 (71,847 mt — 37%), as in 2020, was a
significant drop on the high catch level in 2019 (106,279 mt).

The distant-water fleet dynamics have continued to evolve in recent years, with catches down
from record levels in the mid-2000s initially due to a reduction in vessel numbers, although
vessel numbers for some fleets appear to be on the rise again in recent years, but with
variation in areas fished and target species. The Japanese distant water and offshore longline
fleets have experienced a substantial decline in both bigeye catches (from 20,725 mt in 2004
to 1,524 mt in 2021) and vessel numbers (366 in 2004 to 71 in 2021). The Chinese-Taipeli
distant-water longline fleet bigeye catch declined from 16,888 mt in 2004 to 3,667 mt in
2021, mainly related to a substantial drop in vessel numbers (137 vessels in 2004 reduced to
85 vessels in 2021). The Korean distant-water longline fleet experienced some decline in
bigeye and yellowfin catches since the period of highest catches 15-20 years ago in line with
a reduction in vessel numbers — from 184 vessels active in 2002 reduced to 94 vessels in
2021.

In contrast, the China longline fleet catches of albacore tuna have been amongst the highest
ever in recent years (this fleet caught on average 20,000-25,000 mt of albacore tuna in the
WCP-CA in recent years, although the 2021 albacore tuna catch was 16,076 mt).

With domestic fleet sizes continuing to increase as foreign-offshore and distant-water fleets
decrease, this evolution in fleet dynamics no doubt has some effect on the species
composition of the catch. For example, the increase in effort by the Pacific Islands domestic
fleets has primarily been in albacore fisheries, although this had been balanced to some
extent by the switch to targeting bigeye tuna (from albacore) by certain vessels in the distant-
water Chinese-Taipei fleet almost a decade ago. More detail on individual fleet activities
during recent years is available in the WCPFC-SC18 National Fisheries Reports.

Fleet distribution: Effort by the large-vessel, distant-water fleets of Japan, Korea and
Chinese-Taipei accounts for most of the effort, but there has been some reduction in vessel
numbers in some fleets over the past decade. Effort is widespread as sectors of these fleets
target bigeye and yellowfin for the frozen sashimi market in central and eastern tropical
waters, and albacore for canning in the more temperate waters, mainly in international
waters.

Activity by the foreign-offshore fleets from Japan, mainland China and Chinese-Taipei is
restricted to tropical waters, targeting bigeye and yellowfin for the fresh sashimi market;
these fleets have limited overlap with the distant-water fleets. The substantial "offshore"
effort in the west of the region is primarily by the Indonesian, Chinese-Taipei and
Vietnamese domestic fleets targeting yellowfin and bigeye (the latter now predominantly
using the handline gear). The growth in domestic fleets targeting albacore tuna in the South
Pacific over the past decade has been noted; the most prominent fleets in this category are the
Cook Islands, Samoa, Fiji, French Polynesia, Solomon Islands (when chartering
arrangements are active), Tonga and Vanuatu fleets.
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Table 40. Total reported longline catch (mt) of PMUS in the Pacific Ocean

Year Albacore Yellowfin Bigeye Striped Black Blue Swordfish Total
Marlin Marlin Marlin

2012 122,167 100,620 120,138 6,469 2,007 f 18,262 43,570 413,233
2013 117,437 88,129 101,807 5,881 1,820 f 20,037 41,032 376,143
2014 108,978 109,024 110,774 5,625 2,201 f 20,982 39,422 397,006
2015 112,161 115,012 114,921 5,268 2,522 f 20,231 44,691 414,806
2016 92,514 101,677 98,618 4,335 1,313 f 18,598 42,056 359,111
2017 116,876 96,707 93,486 4,411 1,138 f 16,454 38,103 367,175
2018 102,436 110,195 98,618 4,321 1,245 f 15,774 40,117 372,706
2019 107,067 117,327 97,015 4,872 1,161 f 14,393 34,514 376,349
2020 87,568 87,017 84,261 4,923 1,513" 11,145 36,027 312,454
2021 89,574 86,664 68,303 4,953 1,345 f 10,172 35,354 296,365
Average 105,678 101,237 98,794 5,106 1,627 16,605 39,489 368,535
STD deviation 12,300 11,533 15,058 712 484 3,765 3,478 38,773

Source: SPC (2022) and IATTC (2022).
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Figure 116. Reported longline tuna catches in the Pacific Ocean
Source: PC (2022) and IATTC (2022).
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Figure 117. Reported longline billfish catches in the Pacific Ocean
Source: SPC (2022) and IATTC (2022).

2.6.4.3 POLE-AND-LINE FISHERY IN THE WCPFC
Source: WCPFC-SC18-2022 GN-WP-01

Vessels: Economic factors and technological advances in the purse seine fishery (primarily
targeting the same species, skipjack) have resulted in a gradual decline in the number of
vessels in the pole-and-line fishery and in the annual pole-and-line catch during the past
15-20 years. The gradual reduction in numbers of vessels has occurred in all pole-and-line
fleets over the past decade. Pacific Island domestic fleets have declined in recent years —
fisheries formerly operating in Fiji, Palau and Papua New Guinea are no longer active, only
one vessel is now operating (occasionally) in Kiribati, and fishing activity in the Solomon
Islands fishery during the 2000s was reduced substantially from the level experienced
during the 1990s. Several vessels continue to fish in Hawai’i, and the French Polynesian
bonitier fleet remains active (30 vessels in 2021), but an increasing number of vessels have
turned to longline fishing. Vessel and catches from Indonesian pole-and-line fleet have also
declined over recent years. There is continued interest in pole-and-line fish associated with
certification/ecolabelling.

Catch: The provisional 2021 pole-and-line catch (123,528 mt) was lower than the 2020
catch (200,345 mt) and at this stage, the lowest annual catch since the early-1960s, due to
reduced catches in both the Japanese and the Indonesian fisheries, although 2021 estimates
are provisional at this stage. Skipjack accounts for the majority of the catch (~70-83% in
recent years, but typically more than 85% of the total catch in tropical areas) and albacore
(5- 10% in recent years) is taken by the Japanese coastal and offshore fleets in the
temperate waters of the north Pacific. Yellowfin tuna (recently 10-15%) and a small
component of bigeye tuna (1-4%) make up the remainder of the catch. There are only four
pole and-line fleets currently active in the WCPO (French Polynesia, Japan, Indonesia and
Solomon Islands). Japanese distant-water and offshore fleets (67,910 mt in 2021), and the
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Indonesian fleets (54,204 mt in 2021), account for nearly all of the WCP—CA pole-and-line
catch (99% in 2021). The catches by the Japanese distant-water and offshore fleets in
recent years have been the lowest for several decades and this is no doubt related to the
continued reduction in vessel numbers (although the vessel numbers have been stable at
around 75-80 over the past 5 years). The Solomon Islands fleet recovered from low catch
levels experienced in the early 2000s (only 2,773 mt in 2000 due to civil unrest) to reach a
level of 10,448 mt in 2003. This fleet ceased operating in 2009 but resumed fishing in 2011
with catches generally around 1,000 mt (1,200 mt in 2021 from 4 vessels).

Fleet distribution: The WCP-CA pole-and-line fishery has several components:

- the year-round tropical skipjack fishery, mainly involving the domestic fleets of
Indonesia, Solomon Islands and French Polynesia, and the distant water fleet of Japan

- seasonal sub-tropical skipjack fisheries in the domestic (home) waters of Japan,
Australia, Hawaii, and Fiji

- aseasonal albacore/skipjack fishery east of Japan (largely an extension of the Japan
home-water fishery).

Table 41. Total reported pole-and-line catch (mt) of skipjack in the Pacific Ocean

Year Catch
2012 170,841
2013 169,189
2014 148,851
2015 151,317
2016 156,603
2017 123,466
2018 183,935
2019 158,225
2020 159,440
2021 146,840
Average 156,871
STD deviation 16,328

Source: PC (2022).
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Figure 118. Reported pole-and-line catch (mt) in the Pacific Ocean
Source: PC (2022).

2.6.5 STATUS OF THE STOCKS

National Standard 1 of the MSA requires that conservation and management measures
prevent overfishing while achieving, on a continual basis, the optimum yield from each
fishery for the U.S. fishing industry. NMFS advisory guidelines for National Standard 1
require the Council to evaluate and describe in their fishery management plans, the criteria
for determining if a stock is subject to overfishing, and when a stock is overfished, or
approaching a condition of becoming overfished. This section briefly summarizes the status
determination criteria (SDC) for pelagic MUS described in the Pelagic FEP, the stock status
relative to the SDC, and lists the stock assessments completed since the last SAFE report.

2.6.5.1 DESCRIPTION OF OVERFISHED STATUS DETERMINATION CRITERIA

For all PMUS, the Council adopted a maximum sustainable yield (MSY) control rule shown
in Figure 119. The Pelagic FEP uses minimum stock size threshold (MSST) as the SDC for
an overfished determination, and a stock is considered overfished when its biomass (B) has
declined below the MSST. The MSST is determined based on the natural mortality (M) of
the stock and the biomass at MSY (Bwmsy). Specifically, MSST = cBwmsy, where c is the
greater of 0.5, or 1 minus the natural mortality rate (M). Expressed as a ratio, a stock is
overfished when Byear/Bmsy < 1-M or 0.50, whichever is greater. To illustrate these
specifications of the MSST, for a stock with a natural mortality rate of 0.2, MSST would be
set at 0.8Bwmsy, and the stock would be overfished if Byear/Bmsy < 0.8. For a stock with a
natural mortality rate greater than 0.5, MSST cannot be set below 0.5Bwsy, and the stock
would be overfished if Byear/Bmsy < 0.5.

The Council has also adopted a warning reference point, BrLag, Set equal to Bmsy to provide
a trigger for consideration of management action before a stock’s biomass reaches the MSST.
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A stock is approaching an overfished condition when there is more than a 50 percent chance
that the biomass will decline below the MSST within two years.

It is important to note that NMFS National Standard 1 guidelines at 50 CFR
665.310(e)(1)(i)(C) defines Bwmsy as the long-term average size of the stock measured in
terms of spawning biomass (SB) or other appropriate measure of the stock’s reproductive
potential that would be achieved by fishing at Bmsy. Thus, whenever available, NMFS will
use estimates of SB in determining the status of a stock. When estimates of SB are not
available, NMFS may use estimates of total biomass (B), or other reasonable proxies for
determining stock status.

2.6.5.2 OVERFISHING SDC

The Pelagic FEP uses maximum fishing mortality threshold (MFMT) as the SDC for
overfishing. Specifically, overfishing occurs when fishing mortality (F) is greater than the
fishing mortality rate that results in MSY (Fmsy). Expressed as a ratio, the MFMT is
exceeded and a stock is subject to overfishing when F/Fmsy > 1.0. However, for a stock
where biomass has declined below MSST, the default MSY control rule requires the MFMT
to be reduced linearly below Fusy to allow for rebuilding of the stock.

It is also important to note that all finfish managed under the Pelagic FEP are also managed
under the international agreements governing the WCPFC and/or the IATTC to which the
U.S. is a party. Additionally, both the WCPFC and IATTC have adopted criteria for
overfishing and overfished for certain species that differ from those described above.
Pursuant to Section 304(e)(1), for those fisheries managed under a fishery management plan
or international agreement, NMFS shall determine the status of a stock using the criteria
specified in the plan, or the agreement. For the purpose of stock status determinations, NMFS
will determine stock status of Pelagic MUS using the SDC described in the Pelagic FEP.
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Figure 119. MSY control rule and reference points for pelagic MUS
2.6.6 INFORMATION ON OFL, ABC, AND ACL

Because pelagic squid have an annual life cycle, and all pelagic finfish are subject to
management under the international agreements governing the WCPFC and/or the IATTC,
all pelagic MUS are excepted from annual catch limit (ACL) and accountability measure
requirements of section 303(a)(15) of the MSA, and related reference points. However, this
statutory exception does not preclude the Council from specifying ACLs and related
reference points for pelagic MUS using the ACL process described in the Pelagic FEP, if the
Council deems such specifications are necessary to meet the objectives of the plan.

2.6.7 STOCK ASSESSMENTS COMPLETED SINCE THE LAST PELAGIC SAFE
REPORT

Stock status is most reliably determined from stock assessments that integrate fishery and life
history information across the range of the stock. For Pelagic MUS, most stock assessments
are conducted by several international organizations. In the EPO, IATTC staff conduct stock
assessments mainly for tropical tunas (bigeye and yellowfin) and some billfish (striped
marlin, swordfish). These assessments are presented to the Scientific Advisory Committee of
the IATTC and then to the full IATTC plenary. Assessments for IATTC managed stocks may
be accessed on the JATTC meeting webpage.

In the WCPOQ, the Pacific Community’s Oceanic Fisheries Program (OFP-SPC) conducts
stock assessments as the science provider to the WCPFC. Like the IATTC, the PC-OFP
generally focuses on the tropical tunas, but also conduct stock assessments for South Pacific
albacore and southwest Pacific swordfish and striped marlin. In the North Pacific Ocean, the
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ISC for Tuna and Tuna-like Species in the North Pacific Ocean conducts stock assessments
specifically for the WCPFC Northern Committee. These assessments are presented to the
Scientific Committee of the WCPFC and then to the full WCPFC plenary. Assessments for
WCPFC managed stocks may be accessed on the WCPFC meeting webpage.

Table 42 summarizes the stock assessments for pelagic MUS completed or scheduled for

completion between 2017 and 2022.

Table 42. Schedule of completed stock assessments for WPRFMC PMUS

Management Unit Species Year Completed |Management Unit Species Year Completed
Albacore (S. Pacific) 2021 Swordfish (N. Pacific) 2018
Albacore (N. Pacific) 2020 Wahoo

Other tuna relatives (Auxis sp.) Y ellowfin Tuna (WCPO) 2020
(allothunnus sp., Scomber sp.) Kawakawa

Bigeye Tuna (WCPO) 2020 Bluefin Tuna (Pacific) 2022
Black Marlin Common Thresher Shark

Blue Marlin 2021 Pelagic Thresher Shark

Mahimahi Bigeye Thresher Shark 2017 - risk assessment
Oilfishes Shortfin Mako Shark 2018
Opah Longfin Mako Shark

Pomfrets Blue Shark (N. Pacific) 2022
Sailfish Silky Shark 2018
Shortbill Spearfish Oceanic Whitetip Shark 2019
Skipjack Tuna (WCPO) 2022 Salmon Shark

Striped Marlin (N. Pacific) 2019 Squid

The following pages include links to the most recent stock assessments and assessment
results completed in 2022, including descriptions provided in the WCPFC SC18 Summary
Report. For more information on stock assessments and assessment results completed prior to
2021, please see the past pelagic annual SAFE reports.

2.6.7.1 SKIPJACK TUNA
Stock assessment: Castillo Jordan et al. (2022).
Link: https://meetings.wcpfc.int/node/16242.

a. Stock status and trends

SC18 noted that the total catch in 2021 was 1,547,945t, a 10% decrease from 2020 and a
14% decrease from the 2016-2020 average. Purse seine catch in 2021 (1,254,022t) was a
11% decrease from 2020 and a 13% decrease from the 2016-2020 average. Pole and line
catch (97,908t) was a 39% decrease from 2020 and a 37% decrease from the 2016-2020
average catch. Catch by other gears totalled 192,182t and was a 25% increase from 2020 and
5% decrease from the average catch in 2016-2020.

SC18 adopted the 2022 assessment and a structural uncertainty grid was used to develop
management advice which included axes for tag mixing (three options), growth (two options)
and steepness (three options), resulting in 18 models (Table SKJ-01). All models within the
grid were equally weighted. The assessment grid of models estimated that the overall median
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recent spawning depletion (SBrecent/SBr=0) is 0.51 (80" percentile 0.43-0.64), which is close
to the interim target reference point (TRP) of 0.50 (CMM 2021-01). No grid models were
below the limit reference point (LRP) of 0.20 SBr=o. The median of Frecent/Fmsy was 0.32
(80" percentile 0.18-0.45) (Table SKJ-02). The 2022 stock assessment of skipjack tuna for
the WCPOQ, indicated that according to WCPFC reference points the stock is not overfished,
nor undergoing overfishing.

Catches of skipjack tuna in the WCPO have increased from approximately 250,000 metric
tonnes in the late 1970s to a peak catch of approximately 2,000,000 metric tonnes in 2019;
catches have dropped from 2019 to 2021 (Figure SKJ-02). Catches are dominated by purse
seine fisheries in equatorial regions 6, 7, and 8, and purse seine and other gears in region 5
(Figure SKJ-03). Catches are dominated by pole-and-line in the northern regions 1-4 and
continue to be low compared to those in the equatorial regions (Figures SKJ-03 and SKJ-04).
The spawning potential and total biomass, while showing variability over time, do not show
sustained long-term declining trends (Figures SKJ-05 and SKJ-08). In contrast, the trajectory
of spawning potential depletion (SB/SBr=0) shows a long-term trend towards a more depleted
status (Figure SKJ-09). The spawning potential depletion trajectory was largely driven by the
model estimates of increased levels of unfished spawning potential over time which are in
turn driven by the model estimates of increasing recruitment over time (Figure SKJ-05). The
model estimated increased recruitment over time to account for the increased catches in the
face of a relatively stable biomass that is partly informed by several long-term stable CPUE
indices of abundance (i.e., pole-and-line fishery indices) within the assessment. However, it
IS noted that spawning potential, recruitment and total biomass are estimated to have declined
since around 2010 (Figure SKJ-05).

Fishing mortality continues to increase over time for the adult and juvenile components of
the stock, with fishing mortality being consistently higher for adults (Figure SKJ-06).

Fishery impact analyses show that the purse seine fisheries continue to dominate the impact
in the equatorial regions 6, 7, and 8, with similar impacts by the ‘associated’ and
‘unassociated’ components, except for region 8 where ‘associated’ fishing appears to have
more impact (Figure SKJ-07). Fishery impacts in region 5 are dominated by purse seine and
other gears, and in regions 1-4, by pole-and-line, but with increasing impact of purse seine
over time (Figure SKJ-07).

The influences of the structural uncertainty grid axes on key management quantities are
shown in Figure SKJ-10. Tag mixing assumptions that applied longer tag mixing periods,
and the externally estimated growth curve, resulted in more optimistic estimates of spawning
potential depletion and spawning potential and lower fishing mortality.

Majuro and Kobe plots summarising stock status for the 18 models in the structural
uncertainty grid are included for the ‘latest’ (2021, Figure SKJ-11) and ‘recent’ periods
(2018-2021, Figure SKJ-12). These plots show that the stock status estimates across the 18
models are all within the zones indicating that the stock is not overfished nor undergoing
overfishing.

The assessment provided a range of diagnostic analyses derived from the diagnostic model
that indicated conflict between tag and CPUE data and instability in the convergence minima.
Despite this, the model showed low retrospective bias and the important spawning potential
depletion management quantities were robust to the differences in model convergence.
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However, as noted by several CCMs, data conflicts and the instability in model convergence
minima require follow-up work and should be improved.

SC18 noted that the skipjack assessment continues to show that the stock is currently
moderately exploited and the level of fishing mortality is sustainable.

SC18 noted that the stock was assessed to be above the adopted LRP and fished at rates
below Fmsy with 100% probability. Therefore, the skipjack stock is not overfished, nor
subject to overfishing. At the same time, it was also noted that fishing mortality is
continuously increasing for both adult and juvenile stages while the estimated spawning
potential has shown a declining trend since the mid to late 2000s, and spawning potential
depletion reached a historically low level in recent years.

SC18 noted that levels of fishing mortality and depletion differ between regions, and that
fishery impact was highest in the tropical region (Regions 5, 6, 7 and 8 in the stock
assessment model), mainly due to the purse seine fisheries in the equatorial Pacific and the
“other” fisheries within the Western Pacific.

b. Management advice and implications
SC18 did not achieve a consensus on the management advice for skipjack tuna in the WCPO.

2.6.7.2 BLUEFIN TUNA
Stock assessment: ISC (2022).

Link:
https://isc.fra.go.ijp/pdf/1ISC22/I1SC22 ANNEX06 Report of the PBFWG Workshop Dec2
021.pdf.

a. Stock status and trends

SC18 welcomed successful completion of an updated Pacific bluefin tuna (PBF) stock
assessment and noted the following stock status and conservation information provided
by ISC.

SC18 noted the following stock status from ISC:

PBF spawning stock biomass (SSB) has gradually increased in the last 10 years, and
the rate of increase is accelerating. These biomass increases coincide with a decline
in fishing mortality, particularly for fish aged 0 to 3, over the last decade. The latest
(2020) SSB is estimated to be10.2% of SSBo.

1) No biomass-based limit or target reference points have been adopted for PBF,
but the PBF stock is overfished relative to the potential biomass-based
reference points (20%SSBo) adopted for other tuna species by the IATTC and
WCPFC. On the other hand, SSB reached its initial rebuilding target (SSBwmep
= 6.3%SSBo) in 2019, 5 years earlier than originally anticipated by the
RFMOs.

2) No fishing mortality-based reference points have been adopted for PBF by the
IATTC and WCPFC. The recent (2018-2020) Feser is estimated to produce a
fishing intensity of 30.7%SPR and is below the level corresponding to
overfishing for many F-based reference points proposed for tuna species
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(Table PBF2), including SPR20%.

SC18 noted that while the gradual improvement of the Pacific bluefin tuna stock is a step in
the right direction, it must be remembered that the current spawning biomass of the stock is
only 10.2% of the unfished level. This is well below the LRP of 20% adopted for the key
tuna species in WCPFC and suggests the Pacific bluefin tuna stock remains overfished
relative to the LRP of key tuna species.

SC18 noted some CCMs encourage a precautionary approach towards the management of
Pacific bluefin tuna until such time as the second rebuilding target is met, especially as the
stock assessment and projection results are based on certain assumptions, including those on
future recruitment, that may not always be met.

SC18 supported the continued monitoring of recruitment and spawning stock biomass, and
research on a recruitment index for the stock assessment given the uncertainty in future
recruitment and the influence of recruitment on stock biomass, as well as the impact of
changes in fishing operations due to management changes.

b. Management advice and implications

SC18 noted that the updated stock assessment presented at SC18 indicates that the stock is
likely recovering as planned or possibly faster, which suggests that the measures
incorporated in CMM 2021-02 appear to be working as intended.

SC18 recommended that the Commission exercise a precautionary approach, and noted that
the PBF stock is still in a depleted state (10.2% of SSBo) when it considers any revisions to
the current CMM. Consideration of any increases to the catch limit needs to be weighted
against reducing the probability of recovering to the second rebuilding target.

SC18 further welcomed ISC’s effort on further investigation of structural uncertainty to
incorporate it in future management advice.

SC18 noted the following management information from I1SC:

After the steady decline in SSB from 1996 to the historically low level in 2010, the PBF
stock has started recovering, and recovery has been more rapid in recent years, consistent
with the implementation of stringent management measures. The 2020 SSB was above the
initial rebuilding target but remains below the second rebuilding target adopted by the
WCPFC and IATTC. However, stock recovery is occurring at a faster rate than anticipated
by managers when the Harvest Strategy to foster rebuilding (WCPFC HS 2017-02) was
implemented in 2014. The fishing mortality (Fespr) in 2018-2020 has been reduced to a level
producing 30.7%SPR, the lowest observed in the time series. Based on these findings, the
following information on the conservation of the Pacific bluefin tuna stock is provided:

1. The PBF stock is recovering from the historically low biomass in 2010 and has
exceeded the initial rebuilding target (SSBwmepiss22014) five years earlier than
expected. The rate of recovery is increasing and under all projection scenarios
evaluated, it is very likely the second rebuilding target (20%SSBo with 60%
probability) will be achieved (probabilities > 90%) by 2029 (Table PBF-3). The risk
of SSB falling below the historical lowest observed SSB at least once in 10 years is
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negligible.

2. The projection results show that increases in catches are possible without affecting
the attainment of the second rebuilding objective. Increases in catch should consider
both the rebuilding rate and the distribution of catch between small and large fish.

3. The projection results assume that the CMMs are fully implemented and are based on
certain biological and other assumptions. For example, these future projection results
do not contain assumptions about discard mortality. Although the impact of discards
on SSB is small compared to other fisheries, discards should be considered in future
harvest scenarios.

4. Given the uncertainty in future recruitment and the influence of recruitment on stock
biomass as well as the impact of changes in fishing operations due to the
management, monitoring recruitment and SSB should continue and research on a
recruitment index for the stock assessment should be pursued.

5. The results of projections from sensitivity models with lower productivity
assumptions show that this conservation information is robust to uncertainty in stock
productivity.

2.6.7.3 NORTH PACIFIC BLUE SHARK
Stock assessment: ISC (2022).

Link:
https://isc.fra.qo.jp/pdf/ISC22/ISC22 ANNEX12 Stock Assessment for Blue Shark.p
df.

a. Stock status and trends

SC18 thanked ISC for the updated stock assessment for North Pacific blue shark and
noted the following conclusions on the stock status provided by ISC.

Target and limit reference points have not yet been established for pelagic sharks in the
Pacific Ocean by either the WCPFC or the IATTC. Stock status was reported in relation to
MSY-based reference points. The following information on the status of North Pacific BSH
was provided.

The median of the annual spawning stock biomass (SSB) from the model ensemble had a
steadily decreasing trend until 1992 and slightly increased until recent years. The median of
the annual F from the model ensemble gradually increased in the late 1970s and 1980s and
suddenly dropped around 1990, which slightly preceded the high-seas drift gillnet fishing ban,
after which it has been slightly decreasing. The median of the annual age-0 recruitment
estimates from the model ensemble appeared relatively stable with a slightly decreasing trend
over the assessment period except for 1988, which shows a large pulse. The historical
trajectories of stock status from the model ensemble revealed that North Pacific BSH had
experienced some level of depletion and overfishing in previous years, showing that the
trajectories moved through the overfishing zone, overfished and overfishing zone, and
overfished zone in the Kobe plots relative to MSY reference points. However, in the last two
decades, median estimates of the stock condition returned into the not overfished and not
overfishing zone.
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Based on these findings, the following information on the status of the North Pacific BSH is
provided:

1) Median female SSB in 2020 was estimated to be 1.170 of SSBmsy (80"
percentile, 0.570 - 1.776) and is likely (63.5% probability) not in an
overfished condition relative to MSY-based reference points.

2) Recent annual F (F2017-2019) is estimated to be below Fumsy and overfishing of
the stock is very likely (91.9% probability) not occurring relative to MSY-
based reference points.

3) The base case model results show that there is a 61.9% joint probability that
NPO BSH stock is not in an overfished condition and that overfishing is not
occurring relative to MSY based reference points.

SC18 noted that the current assessment is an improvement over the previous assessment and
supports the model ensemble approach taken in the 2022 stock assessment as a more
comprehensive way of characterizing structural uncertainty in stock status. However, SC18
noted that the model ensemble did not consider some key uncertainties, in particular natural
mortality or stock-recruitment steepness and SC18 recommended a more thorough use of the
model ensemble approach is recommended to better represent uncertainty for future
assessments.

b. Management advice and implications
SC18 noted the following conservation information from ISC.

Stock projections of biomass and catch of NPO BSH from 2020 to 2030 were performed
assuming fOUI’ dlﬂ:erent harvest pOlICIeS Fcurrent (2017'2019), FMSY, Fcurrent+20%, and Fcurrent'
20% and evaluated relative to MSY-based reference points. Based on these findings, the
following conservation information is provided:

1) Future projections in three of the four harvest scenarios (Fcurrent (2017-2019),
Feurrentt20%, and Feurrent-20%) showed that median SSB in the North Pacific
Ocean will likely (>50 probability) increase; the Fmsy harvest scenario led to a
decrease in median SSB.

2) Median estimated SSB of BSH in the North Pacific Ocean will likely (>50
probability) remain above SSBwmsy in the next ten years for all scenarios
except Fusy; harvesting at Fmsy decreases SSB below SSBwmsy (Figure E5).

3) There remain some uncertainties in the time series based on the quality
(observer vs. logbook) and timespans of catch and relative abundance indices,
limited size composition data for several fisheries, the potential for additional
catch not accounted for in the assessment, and uncertainty regarding life
history parameters. Continued improvements in the monitoring of BSH
catches, including recording the size and sex of sharks retained and discarded
for all fisheries, as well as continued research into the biology, ecology, and
spatial structure of BSH in the North Pacific Ocean are recommended.

SC18 noted that recent estimated recruitment was below the average level from the
Beverton-Holt stock recruit relationship, and that if these low recruitments persist into the
future then the projection results could be overly optimistic.
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Table 43. Estimates of stock status in relation to overfishing and overfished reference points for WPFMC PMUS

Is

Approaching

Approaching

Stock 0verf|sh|ng overfishing | Overfishing (2 Overflshed_ Is the. stock Overfished Assessment Naturlal MSST
reference point oceurring? ¥) reference point overfished? 2yr) results’ mortality?

. Castillo et al.

Skipjack Tuna Fao1r. SB2018-2022/SBwmsy=3.12,

(WCPO) 2020/Fusy=0.32 No No SB2018-2021/SBr=0=0.52 No No (20€§gosrtC18 >05yr-1 0.5 SBuay
Sk'p@‘};“o;“”a NA NA NA NA NA NA '\’zggqg? NA NA
Yellowfin Tuna F201s- SB2018/SBusy=2.43, Vincent et al. p

(WCPO) | orrlFusy=0.37 No No SBuote/SBr-0=0.54 No No (2020) 08-16yr' | 0.5 SBusy

) Yes, SB2o1s- .
Ye"‘zg‘;r(‘);“”a F/Fus=1.01 | because | Notapplicable | 2017/SBusy=1.08, No No Mgte('z\gjrg)et 0207y | 0.5Busy
F>MFMT B2015-2017/Bumsy=1.35 '
Albacore (S. F2015- No No SB2019/SBumsy=2.50 No No Jor%:?]tig?al 02:04vr | 06SB
Pacific) 2016/Fsy=0.25 SB2016/SBr=0=0.37 | y D OBy
Albacore (N. Fao15- SBaots- y
Pacific) 2017/Fmsy=0.60 No No 2017/SBF=0=0.43 No No ISC (2020) 04yr 0.6 Busy
. Ducharme-
Bigeye Tuna F2o14- SB2018/SBumsy=1.70, | No, because 4

(WCPO) 2017/Fmsy=0.74 No No SB2018/SBF=0=0.38 SSB-MSST No Ba(r2tf82e(§)a| 04yr 0.6 SBus

. Yes SB2o15-

Bigeye Tuna Fao1s- ’ , _ No, because : Xuetal. i y ~0.75
(EPO) wilFusy=1.15 IESI(\:AaI-PI\jl?r Not applicable 82212/2801857%;::%291 SSB>MSST Not applicable (2018) 0.1-0.25yr Busy
Pa"i%r?;“efi“ Fis 30.7% SPR No Notapplicable |  SBunlSBro=0.102 | ‘seroconsy | Notappicable | 1SC(2022) | 02516yr-1 | ~0.75Busy
Blue Marlin Faot7- SBao17- 0.22-0.42 yr- ~0.7
(Pacific) 2019/Fmsy=0.6 No Unknown 2019/SBmsy=1.13 No Unknown ISC (2021) ! SBusy
Swordfish Farte No Unknown | SBzore/SBusy=187 No Unknown | 1SC(2018a) | 03yr' | 0.7 Busy

(WCNPOQ) 2015/Fmsy=0.45 ' ' '

) Yes,
Swordfish | £ Fusy=1.11 | because F > | Notapplicable | SBz12/SBusy=1.87 No Unknown | 1SC(2014) | 035y | 0.65Busy
(EPO) MFMT
Striped Marlin Fao1s Yes, be\((:ilsjlse
: . - : 1
WC (N. Pacific) | 2017/Fusy=1.07 lgfl(\:/la;l\jl?r Not applicable SB2017/SBusy=0.38 SSBao7<MS Not applicable | ISC (2019) 0.4 yr 0.6 SBwsy
ST
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_— Is Approaching . Approaching
Stock Overflshmg overfishing | Overfishing (2 Overflshed_ Is the_ stock Overfished Assessment Natur.al MSST
reference point . reference point overfished? results? mortality?
occurring? yr) (2yr)
. . o Hinton and
S”'("Negp"(")a)r““ Ngigg‘s"éﬁz‘r’n'” No No SBauoo/SBusy=1.5 No Unknown Maunder 05yrt | 05Busy
(2011)
Blue Shark (N. Faot7- 0.145-0.785
Paci ﬁc)z( sralFrore0.445 No Unknown SB2020/SBusy=1.17 No Unknown ISC (2022) o ~0.8 SBusy
Oceanic white- BTgeth?);
tip shark Fa016/Fmsy=3.30 Yes Not applicable SB2016/SBusy=0.11 Yes Not applicable y ' 0.18 yr-1 0.82 Busy
(WCPO)? (2019), SC15
Report
Silkv shark Clarke et al.
(WéPO) 3 Faot6/Fmsv=1.61 Yes Not applicable SB2016/SBusy=1.18 No Unknown (2018), SC14 0.18 yr 0.82 Busy
Report
Silky Shark Lennert-Cody
(EPO)’ Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown atal. (2018) Unknown Unknown
Longfin mako
shark (N. Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
Pacific)
Shortfin mako F 0.872
shark (N. 213 No Unknown SB2016/SBwsy=1.36 No Unknown ISC (2018b) | 0.128 yr '
Pacific) 2015/Fmsy=0.62 Busy
Common Teo et al
thresher shark F/Fmsy=0.21 No Unknown SB/SBwmsv=1.3 No Unknown ' 0.04 yr 0.96 Busy
(N. Pacific) (2018)
Bigeye
resher shar nknown nknown nknown nknown nknown nknown nknown nknown nknown
thresher shark Unk Unk Unk Unk Unk Unk Unk Unk Unk
(N. Pacific)
Pelagic
thresher shark Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
(N. Pacific)
S?,ngr;(;gg)rk Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
'\?Pagg;ii;" Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
(\g:ggg) Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
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_— Is Approaching . Approaching
Stock Overflshmg overfishing | Overfishing (2 Overflshed_ Is the_ stock Overfished Assessment Natur.al MSST
reference point . reference point overfished? results? mortality?
occurring? yr) (2yr)
Opah (Pacific) Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
Pomfret (family
Bramidae, W. Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
Pacific)
Bl?slgcri?;;lm Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
Shortbill
spearfish Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
(Pacific)
(}szlclf;;s) Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
K?F\,A; acl?;:)/a Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
Oilfish (family
Gempylidae, Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
Pacific)
Other tuna
relatives (Auxis
Spp.,
Allothunnus Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown
spp., and
Scomber spp,
Pacific)
(ﬁgz:gi) Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown Unknown

'For some WCPO stocks, the Scientific Committee of the WCPFC may adjust the weighting of the structural uncertainty grid, based on scientific uncertainty,
used to derive median limit reference points. For these stocks, the reference to the SC meeting report at which the weighting decision was made is provided in

addition to the stock assessment report reference.

2Estimates based on Boggs et al. (2000) or assumed in the assessments.
3As of this publication, NMFS has not yet determined that this stock assessment is the best scientific information available for the purposes of stock status

determination.
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2.6.8 U.S. LONGLINE LANDINGS REPORTED TO WCPFC AND IATTC FOR 2021

The tables of this section show the catches of pelagic MUS by U.S. longline (Hawaii and California-based) and U.S. territorial
longline fisheries in the WCPFC Convention Area from 2018-2022, as reported by NMFS to the WCPFC in 2023. The catches for
2022 are preliminary.

Table 44. U.S. and territorial longline catch (mt) by species in the WCPFC Statistical Area, 2018-2022

U.S. in North Pacific Ocean CNMI in North Pacific Ocean Guam in North Pacific American Samoa in North Pacific | American Samoa in South Pacific Total
Ocean Ocean Ocean

2022 | 2021 | 2020 | 2019 | 2018 | 2022 | 2021 | 2020 | 2019 | 2018 | 2022 | 2021 | 2020 [ 2019 | 2018 | 2022 | 2021 | 2020 | 2019 | 2018 | 2022 | 2021 | 2020 | 2019 | 2018 | 2022 | 2021 | 2020 | 2019 | 2018
Vessels 142 | 137 135 138 | 136 | 119 | 131 | 119 | 128 | 121 0 0 0 0 0 133 24 122 127 | 113 11 12 11 18 14 153 150 146 156 151
Species
Albacore, NPO 108 | 105 | 48 88 59 22 30 8 12 11 129 135 57 101 70
Albacore, SPO 1,073 | 835 | 542 |1,050)1,542| 1,073 | 835 542 1,050 | 1,542
Bigeye tuna 3,237 3,748 | 3,546 | 3,459 | 3,393 |544 [1,500| 925 | 999 | 993 1,546| 405 | 1,563 (1,514 | 798 | 19 30 23 31 53 | 5,346 | 5,683 | 6,058 | 6,003 | 5,236
Pacific bluefin tuna 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 1 1 2 1
Skipjack tuna 84 | 130 | 124 | 198 | 105 10 15 16 28 15 39 53 63 69 76 133 198 203 295 196
Yellowfin tuna 1,969 (2,021 | 1,199 | 1,556 | 1,868 184 | 274 | 160 | 220 | 209 | 148 | 214 | 222 | 189 | 261 | 2,301 | 2,509 | 1,581 | 1,965 | 2,339
Other tuna 0 0 0 0 0
TOTAL TUNA 5,399 [ 6,005 | 4,918 [ 5,302 | 5,425| 544 1,500 925 | 999 | 993 1,762 | 725 [1,747 |1,7741,034(1,278|1,132| 851 |1,3391,934| 8,984 | 9,362 | 8,442 | 9,415 [ 9,384
Black marlin
Blue marlin 351 | 332 | 440 | 747 | 529 52 31 44 83 38 47 34 28 29 32 | 450 | 397 513 860 598
Sailfish 8 9 5 12 9 1 1 1 2 1 1 1 1 2 1 9 11 7 16 11
Spearfish 111 | 110 94 154 [ 171 8 10 11 16 15 1 1 0 2 1 120 121 105 173 187
Striped marlin, NPO 230 | 196 | 241 | 397 | 332 25 30 47 62 44 255 226 288 458 375
Striped marlin, SPO 2 3 2 2 1 2 3 2 2 1
Other marlins 0 1 1 0 1 0 1 1 0 1
Swordfish, NPO 735 | 528 | 266 | 510 [ 590 26 39 40 44 41 760 | 567 306 555 631
Swordfish, SPO 0 0 0 0 0 3 3 3 4 6 3 3 3 4 6
TOTALBILLFISH |1,436(1,177 (1,047 1,821 |1,631 111 | 111 | 143 | 208 | 138 | 53 42 33 39 41 | 1,600 | 1,329 | 1,223 | 2,068 | 1,811
Blue shark 3 3
Mako shark 1 1 2 32 36 0 0 0 3 5 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 35 42
Thresher 2 1 1 4 2 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 1 1 5 2
Other sharks
Oceanic whitetip shark
Silky shark
Hammerhead shark
Tiger shark
Porbeagle
TOTAL SHARKS 3 1 3 36 38 0 1 0 3 5 0 0 0 1 4 3 2 3 40 47
Mahimahi 129 | 109 75 123 | 155 14 18 11 20 14 6 1 5 2 5 149 128 92 145 174
Moonfish 80 | 109 | 198 | 368 | 390 12 26 40 59 58 0 1 1 1 1 92 136 238 428 449
Qilfish 57 52 55 89 98 7 6 8 15 14 0 0 0 0 0 64 58 63 103 112
Pomfret 138 | 132 | 157 | 246 | 265 17 18 23 29 32 0 0 0 0 0 155 150 181 275 298
Wahoo 194 | 314 239 401 264 25 41 35 60 34 12 16 18 18 31 231 371 292 479 329
Other fish 1 2 1 1 4 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 3 2 2 5
TOTAL OTHER 600 | 718 | 726 [1,228 (1,178 74 | 109 | 118 | 184 | 153 | 18 19 24 21 37 692 846 867 | 1,433 | 1,367
GEAR TOTAL 7,437]7,901 | 6,694 | 8,387 8,272 | 544 [1,500 925 | 999 | 993 1,946| 945 |2,008 2,169 |1,329)|1,350]1,193| 908 | 1,400 |2,016]11,278[11,539 10,535 12,955 | 12,610
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Table 45. U.S. longline catch (mt) by species in the North Pacific Ocean, 2018-2022

U.S. (ISC)

2022 2021 2020 2019 2018
\Vessels 147 146 147 149 143
Species
Albacore, North Pacific 201 226 156 104 87
Albacore, South Pacific
Bigeye tuna 6,374 7,039 7,445 7,692 7,591
Pacific bluefin tuna 1 1 2 2 1
Skipjack tuna 103 153 168 261 150
Yellowfin tuna 2,427 2,501 1,733 2,029 2,500
Other tuna
TOTAL TUNA 9,107 9,920 9,504 10,088 10,327
Black marlin
Blue marlin 444 382 531 901 664
Sailfish 9 12 7 18 13
Spearfish 130 132 116 199 219
Striped marlin, North Pacific 283 247 336 545 465
Striped marlin, South Pacific
Other marlins 1 2 1 1
Swordfish, North Pacific 927 684 543 734 1,052
Swordfish, South Pacific
TOTAL BILLFISH 1,793 1,459 1,534 2,398 2,414
Blue shark
Mako shark 2 5 16 47 60
Thresher 3 3 3 5 2
Other sharks
Oceanic whitetip shark
Silky shark
Hammerhead shark
Tiger shark
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U.S. (ISC)

2022 2021 2020 2019 2018
Porbeagle
TOTAL SHARKS 8 19 62
Mahimahi 178 166 119 198 227
Moonfish 239 385 740 1,039 1,392
Qilfish 75 74 83 140 143
Pomfret 189 182 227 332 389
Wahoo 250 406 334 571 390
Other fish 2 2 4
TOTAL OTHER 932 1,214 1,505 2,281 2,545
GEAR TOTAL 11,837 12,601 12,563 14,819 15,348

Table 46. U.S. longline catch (mt) by species in the Eastern Pacific Ocean, 2018-2022

All U.S. vessels U.S. vessels > 24 m U.S. vessels <24 m

2022 | 2021 | 2020 | 2019 | 2018 | 2022 | 2021 | 2020 | 2019 | 2018 | 2022 | 2021 | 2020 | 2019 | 2018
'Vessels 108 112 121 126 121 22 23 27 30 30 86 89 94 96 91
Albacore, North Pacific 12 90 100 4 17 15 20 16 1 3 57 71 84 3 13
Albacore, South Pacific
Bigeye tuna 1,047 | 1,386 1,410| 1,720 | 2,408| 178 357 332 507 524 869 | 1,029 | 1,078 | 1,212 | 1,883
Pacific bluefin tuna 1 1
Skipjack tuna 8 8 28 35 30 1 2 4 9 9 7 5 24 26 21
'Yellowfin tuna 274 205 374 254 422 41 51 82 75 99 233 155 292 179 323
Other tuna
TOTAL TUNA 1,402 | 1,690 1,913 | 2,013 | 2,876| 236 430 435 593 635 | 1,166 | 1,260 | 1,478 | 1,420 | 2,241
Black marlin
Blue marlin 41 19 47 71 98 7 3 6 16 11 35 16 41 55 87
Sailfish 1 2 1 4 3 - 1 - 1 1 1 1 1 2 2
Spearfish 11 13 11 28 32 2 4 2 7 7 9 9 9 21 25
ﬁgc'f’ffg marlin, North 28 | 21 | 48 | 87 | 90 | 3 6 11 | 23| 15| 24 | 15| 37 | 64 | 74
Striped marlin, South
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All U.S. vessels

U.S. vessels > 24 m

U.S. vessels <24 m

2022 | 2021 | 2020 | 2019 | 2018 | 2022 | 2021 | 2020 | 2019 | 2018 | 2022 | 2021 | 2020 | 2019 | 2018
Pacific
Other marlins 1 1
Swordfish, North Pacific | 167 117 237 179 422 96 90 194 110 215 71 27 43 69 207
Swordfish, South Pacific
TOTAL BILLFISH 247 172 | 345 | 369 644 | 108 | 103 | 213 | 158 | 249 140 68 132 | 211 | 395
Blue shark
Mako shark 1 5 14 12 19 1 4 13 8 11 1 1 4 8
Thresher 1 1 2 1 1 1
Other sharks
Oceanic whitetip shark
Silky shark
Hammerhead shark
Tiger shark
Porbeagle
TOTAL SHARKS 2 6 16 13 19 2 5 14 9 11 1 2 4 8
Mahimahi 35 39 32 55 57 6 9 6 14 11 29 29 26 41 46
Moonfish 147 | 249 | 502 | 612 944 25 54 116 | 196 | 258 122 195 | 386 | 416 | 686
Oilfish 11 16 20 36 30 2 4 6 10 9 8 12 15 26 22
Pomfret 34 32 47 57 91 5 8 8 17 30 29 24 38 40 61
\Wahoo 31 51 60 110 91 4 12 12 33 22 28 39 48 77 69
Other fish 1 1
TOTAL OTHER 259 | 387 | 662 | 870 | 1,215 42 88 149 | 270 | 331 216 | 300 | 513 | 600 | 884
GEAR TOTAL 1,909 | 2,255| 2,936 | 3,264 | 4,754 388 | 626 | 811 | 1,029| 1,226 1,522 | 1,629 | 2,125 | 2,235 | 3,528
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3 FISHERY ECOSYSTEMS

3.1 FISHER OBSERVATIONS

Hawaii fishermen Clay Tam and Roy Morioka started the fisher observations initiative in 2020 to
add traditional and local ecological knowledge, and on-the-water observations to complement
fishery-dependent data sources in the annual SAFE reports. Fisher observations from 2021 can
be found in the pelagic and the respective archipelagic reports (WPRFMC 2022a; WPRFMC
2022b; WPRFMC 2022c; WPRFMC 2022d).

In 2021, the Council collected fisher observations for pelagic fisheries during quarterly advisory
panel meetings for Hawai‘i, American Samoa, Guam, and the CNMI. Input collected at these
meetings was limited to Advisory Panel members. The Council also convened two meetings
dedicated to fisher observations in February 2022 — one for Guam and the CNMI on February
23, 2022 and one for Hawai‘i on February 24, 2022. There was no American Samoa fisher
observations meeting in 2022 to cover 2021 due to COVID-19. The Guam and CNMI, and
Hawai‘i annual fisher observations meetings included some Advisory Panel members, but also
included individuals from the fishing community in those areas. The full results from these two
fisher observations meetings are available as PIFSC data reports (Ayers et al. 2022a; Ayers et al.
2022b).

Fisher observations for pelagic species were collected during quarterly Advisory Panel meetings
for each of the respective jurisdictions. Annual fisher observation meetings were held for
American Samoa, Guam and CNMI, and Hawai‘i in 2023 to cover 2022. Data from these
meetings will be published as PIFSC data reports. Pelagic fisher observations from 2022 will
begin with a summary of fisher observations collected during the 2022 quarterly advisory panel
meetings, separated by island area/jurisdiction, then followed by a summary of pelagic
management unit species data collected from the fisher observations meetings.

3.1.1 INFORMATION FROM ADVISORY PANEL MEETINGS
3.1.1.1 AMERICAN SAMOA

From April to June, COVID-19 lockdowns and associated mandates limited fishing activity and
pelagic fishing trips. Another reported that the community members from Manu‘a and the
American Samoa Longline fleet reported good fishing in the second quarter of 2022. From July
to September, rough weather reduced effort by smaller recreational and alia vessels. The
albacore season was good for the longline fleet despite increases in food costs and decreases in
fish prices. According to Tautai 0 Samoa Longline and Fishing Association, only one vessel was
able to go jigging and reported high costs to outfit the vessel with fishing gear. The association
would like to get more vessels to jig for albacore. The raft closure started in the summer, but they
expect more vessels to return in October. Purse seiners are fishing in the east and the cannery has
been purchasing fish from foreign-flagged purse seine vessels.

3.1.1.2 CNMI

From April to June, CNMI AP members reported an abundance of sharks, with some even
hitting vessels. Many FADs have been lost. Another AP member reported seeing just one FAD
west of Tinian, the ‘FF’ buoy. The individual noted seabirds attacking lures rather than fish, with
some birds going after squid and mahimabhi lures. A strange occurrence not seen before by these
fishers. Fuel prices continued to increase, with diesel fuel prices reaching $9-10 per gallon on
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Tinian. Military activities are increasing, but the main issue in the CNMI are the high fuel prices.
One AP member felt that Saipan needs another boat ramp for fishing. Fishing base is full of
activity every weekend. The crowding, along with weekend community events discourage
fishing vessels from launching.

Fishers on Tinian are still waiting on the floating marina on Tinian to be finished. The Tinian
Marina held its groundbreaking ceremony and the new marina will be paved. Another AP
member noted that fuel prices continue to rise, but fish prices remain the same. From July to
September, an AP member on Tinian caught the largest Marlin ever caught by a Tinian fisher,
which weighed in at 772.5 pounds. Wahoo catches on Tinian have been good, with an average
weight around 25 pounds.

A Rota fisher reported catching small tuna, all weighing two pounds or less and also reported
that wahoo were not as active as they are around the more Northern Mariana Islands. Fuel prices
on Rota dropped to $6.90 per gallon, which is still very expensive. Another fisher reported that it
was difficult to find seabirds. It’s unusual to find schools of fish not accompanied by seabirds.
Sharks have been active, but one fisher reported fishing for 4 hours with no shark sightings or
depredation.

3.1.1.3 GUAM

From January to March, AP members noted small runs of bonito. The cost of diesel increased 25
cents to $7.25 per gallon, with regular unleaded at $6.39 and Premium at $6.79. AP members
hope that upcoming tournaments will bring more fish, but added that it will be unlikely without
any FADs. From March to June, one AP member reported few fish being caught. When calm
waters prevailed, few fishing seabirds were observed and few skipjack tuna were caught. Strange
weather and strong winds were also noted during the second quarter of 2022. One fisher reported
catching a small mahimahi and wahoo during a recent fishing trip. The mahimahi weighed in
during the Greg D. Perez fishing tournament were small, with a 3.2 pound fish placing third
overall. Since Guam had not assessed any fines and did not enter into a specified fishing
arrangement with Hawai‘i longliners for additional bigeye tuna quota [such arrangements fund
sustainable fishing and fisheries development for participating U.S. territories], there has not
been funding for the Guam Marine Conservation Plan. The AP felt that the Council should
explore additional means to fund the plan.

3.1.1.4 HAWAII
3.1.1.4.1 Hawaii Island

From January to March, fishers expect ono, but they have not been observed by AP members.
Fishers have been finding ‘ahi instead. From April to June, one AP member reported a decrease
in fishing trips due to the high cost of fuel, ice, and boat maintenance. Fishers noted an increase
in ika abundance along with spotted dolphin. Fuel prices increased in Hilo and 100 pound ‘ahis
were biting. Only small marlin and mahimahi being caught on the Hilo side, but fishers did find
some nice ono (30 pounder). Ika shibi fishers did well with ono during a recent overnight trip.
From July-September, fishing and fish prices were steady, with high fuel prices increasing
fishing costs. Hilo fishers observed a bloom of tuna eggs spanning over to Maui on the flight to
Oahu. The bloom usually occurs in July and is late. Fishers also reported good mahimahi fishing.
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3.1.1.4.2 Kauai

From January to March, AP members noted that FAD buoy ‘KK’ has disappeared. From April to
June, tuna catches began to improve. Despite improved fishing conditions, AP members reported
that fishers are being more selective about going fishing due to higher fuel prices. Fishers also
noted more otaru coming up, an abundance of akule, ‘oama coming in, an abundance of nehu,
large bird aggregations, and the water boiling with fish off of the north shore. West side fishers
noted more fish piles coming close, good fishing and good prices. Fuel prices approached $6 per
gallon, which limited fishing trips.

3.1.1.43 Maui

From January to March, Maui fishers reported sustained high fuel prices. Tuna fishing improved
in the Spring, from April to June. Maui Co-op fishers caught tuna, but reported high fuel prices.
From July-September, fishers observed an abundance of tuna, and mahimahi. One fisherman
caught 25 pieces of otaru.

3.1.14.4 Oahu

From January to March, AP members observed a strong mango and avocado bloom which
usually means a good year for fishing. During the first quarter of 2022, the small boat fishery
have experienced a strong ‘ahi bite. The longline catch has been low in this quarter, but the
prices have remained near $5-$6 per pound. Increased swordfish catches have been absorbed by
local and domestic markets.

Another AP member noted that the ‘ahi have been jumping just like the 1980s and noted the
strong correlation with the strong avocado bloom. Other AP members agreed that there a lot of
small to medium-sized ‘ahi around. Another member noted that this year has seen an early
mango bloom which is often associated with an abundance of ‘ahi and otaru. In terms of FADs,
O‘ahu AP members noted that FAD ‘X’ north of O‘ahu is gone. From April to June fishers
observed an abundance of mahimahi. They reported a moderate ‘ahi catch that was offset by high
fuel and maintenance costs. An AP member said they observed a slowdown in fishing, but
fishers were still finding big ‘ahi, nearing 100 pounds. Another AP member reported that the
Hawai‘i longline catch has been higher relative to recent months with moderate demand. From
July to September more aku and otaru were seen offshore and a bloom of mu [Bigeye emperor,
Monotaxis grandoculis] off of O‘ahu’s north shore.

3.1.2 INFORMATION FROM THE AMERICAN SAMOA ANNUAL SUMMIT
MEETING

From 6-8pm Samoa Standard Time on February 14, 2023, the Council convened a fisher
observations meeting with American Samoa Advisory Panel members and other members of the
American Samoa fishing community. The meeting included 8 American Samoa fishers with
remote attendance by 4 Council staff and 1 PIFSC social scientist. Advisory Panel members
reached via their social networks to the American Samoa fishing community to invite fishers to
attend the meeting and contribute to 2022 fisher observations. Advisory panel members often
have experience in multiple gear types, many years of fishing experience, and are well-informed
of fishery changes. For the 2022 American Samoa fisher observations meeting, they tried to
secure participation and gather data from current or past ‘highliners’ with different fishery
specializations, including individuals on small ‘alia’ vessels that target pelagic species.
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Highliners have more fishery knowledge than less experienced fishers and thus may offer deeper
insights.

Just as in 2021, the focus of the 2022 meeting was to describe notable fishery events, changes in
timing of fisheries events, issues the council should pay attention to, including drivers of
changes. Discussions were based upon a streamlined interview guide developed by Roy Morioka
and Zach Yamada. Although the interview guide was streamlined from the previous year, it did
not substantially change participant responses. Participants were asked follow up questions as
needed related to different social, economic, ecological, and management (SEEM) aspects of the
fishery to facilitate their use in fisheries science and management. These four SEEM categories
comprise a qualitative construct which have been used to complement the quantitative P*
construct and process, and provide additional guidance when setting annual catch limits,
although the process has never been applied to pelagic management unit species (Hospital et al.
2019).

The American Samoa fisher observations meeting was not recorded, but PIFSC staff along with
Council staff took detailed notes during the meeting and captured attendee quotes as close to
verbatim as possible and captured all main ideas shared by meeting attendees. Main ideas were
categorized topically using the SEEM categories, then into additional sub-categories to provide
further detail on fisher observations from American Samoa fishers in 2022. Below, their
observations of pelagic fisheries are separated and described using the SEEM categories.

3.1.2.1 SOCIAL

COVID-19 continued to impact American Samoa fishers. Meeting attendees referenced the slow
rollout of COVID relief and CARES Act funds. They also conveyed the need to upgrade
American Samoa fishing infrastructure, such as adding more boat slips, upgrading longline
docks, and replacing Fish Aggregating Devices (FADs). There was good turnout for their pelagic
species fishing tournament and the fishing was productive with over 50 masi caught over 2 days,
along with good catches of yellowfin tuna and marlin.

3.1.2.2 ECONOMIC

Several fishers referenced the alia program, a program in which local fishers receive government
assistance to purchase an alia fishing vessel. Another mentioned a Super alia program, which
was announced 6-7 years ago, but is still in development. One attendee reported that ice
availability is an issue for alia fishers, which may decrease market demand due to spoilage of
catch.

3.1.2.3 ECOLOGICAL (BIOLOGICAL AND PHYSICAL/OCEANOGRAPHIC)

American Samoa fishers indicated that 2022 was a good year for pelagic species. One fisher
reported a strong masi run in August and September, catching 6-12 masi per trip. Good catches
of yellowfin tuna and marlin were also referenced, including one fisher that caught a 168 pound
yellowfin. Shark depredation remains an issue, and may be increasing each year. Fishers also
reported severe weather that limited fishing trips. One fisher reported that an earthquake may
have caused yellowfin and aku to move closer to shore, where fishers were catching larger size
classes of fish. Fishers also noted very warm water temperatures throughout the year.
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3.1.2.4 MANAGEMENT UNCERTAINTY

Fishers lamented the lack of support for the Council’s Catchit Logit app to record catches and
expressed apprehension over the uncertainty surrounding Biden Administration’s 30x30 plan
implementation.

3.1.3 INFORMATION FROM THE GUAM AND CNMI ANNUAL SUMMIT

On February 7, 2023 from 6:00-8:00pm Chamorro Standard Time, the Council convened a fisher
observations meeting with advisory panel members from Guam and the CNMI, along with other
members of fishing communities in the archipelago. Hawai‘i fishermen Clay Tam and Roy
Morioka convened and facilitated the meeting and it was attended by 9 Guam fishers and 11
CNMI fishers, along with 4 Council staff, and 2 PIFSC staff. The focus of the meeting was the
same as the American Samoa meeting and discussions/follow-up questions were based on the
same revised interview guide developed by Roy Morioka and Zach Yamada.

The Guam and CNMI fisher observations meeting was not recorded, but PIFSC staff along with
Council staff took detailed notes in the same manner as the American Samoa meeting. Main
ideas were categorized topically using the SEEM categories, then into additional sub-categories
to provide further detail on fisher observations from Guam and CNMI fishers in 2022. Below,
their observations of pelagic fisheries are separated and described using the SEEM categories.

3.1.3.1 SOCIAL

In Guam, fishers described around 30 new boats entering the fishery from Saipan. They also
detailed the loss of Fish Aggregating Devices (FADs), crowding and thefts at boat ramps, fishers
transitioning trolling reels to electric, and customary exchange of fish in the community.

In the CNMI, fishers also reported losing FADs, a marina upgrade, and nearly 30 boats exiting
the fishery, that were delivered to Guam. They also described ongoing military exercises that
interfered with fishing activity and reduce fishing effort.

3.1.3.2 ECONOMIC

Guam fishers reported that fuel costs remained high and fish prices were down due to excess
supply of fish, particularly pelagic species like mahimahi, which made it difficult to get fair
market prices.

CNMI fishers reported challenging market conditions, as noted in previous social research in
fishing community profiles (Allen and Amesbury 2012; Ayers 2018). Fishers did find markets
for their catch or consumed them at home. Fuel costs, normally high in the Marianas, climbed as
high as $7.29/gallon in 2022

3.1.3.3 ECOLOGICAL (BIOLOGICAL AND PHYSICAL/OCEANOGRAPHIC)

A majority of Guam fishers reported good fishing for pelagic species in 2022, both in terms of
amount and size of fish for marlin, aku/bonito, and dogtooth tuna. Mahimahi was particularly
abundant. Some fishers posited that it could be part of a 5-7 year cycle. In terms of phenology,
wahoo showed up later in the year than usual. Guam fishers noted stronger winds and weather,
which inhibited fishing trips. They also observed cooler water temperatures and abnormal
currents that ran opposite the prevailing direction.

CNMI fishers also reported a strong mahimahi year in 2022 and larger numbers of wahoo. Shark
depredation remains an issue around Tinian and Goat island. CNMI fishers also reported rougher
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water due to prevailing weather and wind patterns, cooler water temperatures, and stronger
currents. One fisher noted a lot of fishing debris in the water around CNMI waters.

3.1.3.4 MANAGEMENT UNCERTAINTY
There were no comments from fishers pertaining to management uncertainty.

3.1.4 INFORMATION FROM THE HAWAII ANNUAL SUMMIT

On February 8, 2023 from 6:30-8:30pm Hawai‘i Standard Time, the Council convened a fisher
observations meeting with advisory panel members from Hawai‘i, along with other members of
the fishing community. Hawai‘i fishermen Clay Tam and Roy Morioka convened and facilitated
the meeting and it was attended by 18 Hawai‘i fishers or fisher representatives, including 8 from
O‘ahu, 5 from Hawai‘i Island, and 1 each from Kaua‘i and Maui. Council staff, staff from the
Hawai‘i Division of Aquatic Resources, and 3 PIFSC staff also attended. The focus of the
meeting was the same as the American Samoa, and Guam and CNMI meetings. The interview
guide, notetaking, and analysis process was also the same. Below, 2022 Hawai‘i fisher
observations of pelagic fisheries are separated and described using the SEEM categories.

3.14.1 SOCIAL

In 2022, customary exchange remained an important social and cultural component of Hawai‘i
pelagic fisheries. Fishers reported fishing infrastructure challenges such as crowded boat ramps
in Hilo, the loss of a charter weigh-in station and tags for billfish in Kailua-Kona, maintenance or
replacements needed on Fish Aggregating Devices (FADSs), safety issues for fishers unfamiliar
with navigation channels in Kawaihae, and conflicts associated with private FADs (PFADS)
offshore. The boat ramp crowding and infrastructure needs affected access for pelagic fishing
trips, and the FADs and PFADs affected fishing trips targeting pelagic species. Changes in social
networks included older fishers exiting the fishery and newer, less experienced fishers replacing
them. COVID-19 continued to affect fishing operations, making it difficult to find crew at times
and potentially making remote fishing spots more crowded.

3.1.42 ECONOMIC

Economic conditions were mixed, with most O‘ahu fishers reporting good market conditions for
pelagic species like mahimahi, monchong, and ono due to their closer proximity to the United
Fishing Agency Auction in Honolulu. Fuel prices were up for most of the year, as were prices for
bait, tackle, and ice, with a slight decrease in fuel prices observed late in the year. Fewer tuna
imports may have helped secure better market prices for Hawai‘i-caught fish.

3.1.4.3 ECOLOGICAL (BIOLOGICAL AND PHYSICAL/OCEANOGRAPHIC)

Fishers reported greater abundance and availability of pelagic species with a few exceptions. One
being Hawai‘i island fisheries, where aku was more difficult to find and in smaller size classes
when located. Hilo trollers also reported a poor season off of their side of the island. Sharks
continued to depredate catch during fishing trips. O‘ahu fishers reported few issues with
currents, but Kona fishers observed a change in currents due to La Nifia and/or increases in
easterly wind days. The change in current has negatively affected fishing in west Hawai‘i. Winds
were up and down with extended periods of both strong and light winds.
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In terms of phenology, one Oahu fisher reported that he did not find many open schools of
mahimahi but was able to catch some off the ledge while trolling in the spring. Another fisher
saw a video online where fishing vessels were filling their decks with mahimahi using cane
poles, and stated that he never realized he was competing with this type of fishery in the markets.
According to another Oahu fisher, shark depredation was a serious issue on ika shibi trips. Ono
was hard to come by in 2021 for one Oahu fisher who mainly caught mahimabhi trolling on the
way back from bottomfish fishing trips.

Currents may have been one explanation as to why the normal fishing grounds were not as
productive for aku fishing in 2021. As one Kona fisher explained, the Kohala current was not
moving like it usually does. The Kau current was the dominant current even though the
tradewinds seemed normal. An Oahu fisher felt that the eddies were not moving toward Hawaii
from South America like they usually do and summer conditions associated with water
temperature and arrival of summer species were happening in very early on, in February. Strong
winds prevented fishing trips on the Hamakua side of Hawaii Island. Warmer water temperatures
were noted by an Oahu fisher who reported 80 to 84 degree Fehrenheit temperatures throughout
the year. Warmer temperatures, perhaps fueled by La Nifia, were noted by Hawaii longline
vessels as far north as 32 degrees latitude. Another Oahu fisher noted a lack of bioluminescence
in the Kaiwi channel.

3.1.4.4 MANAGEMENT UNCERTAINTY

The comments related to management uncertainty dealt with the lack of data collection from
unsold fish caught by Kona fishing charters, and the need for Hawai‘i fishing communities to
share the importance of fishing.
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3.2 SOCIOECONOMICS

The socioeconomics section outlines the pertinent economic, social, and community information
available for assessing the performance of Fishery Ecosystem Plan (FEP) management measures
for the Pelagic Fisheries (WPRFMC 2009d). This section meets the objective “Support Fishing
Communities” adopted at the 165" Council meeting; specifically, it identifies the various social
and economic groups and their interconnections within the region’s fishing communities. The
section begins with an overview of the socioeconomic context for the region, and then provides a
summary of relevant general studies and data for each jurisdiction, followed by summaries of
relevant studies and data for each specific fishery within the jurisdiction.

In 1996, the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act’s (MSA) National
Standard 8 (NS8) specified that conservation and management measures take into account the
importance of fishery resources to fishing communities. In doing so, the measures would ensure
the community’s sustained participation in fisheries and minimize associated adverse economic
impacts provided that these considerations do not compromise local conservation. Unlike other
regions of the United States, the settlement of the Western Pacific region was intimately tied to
the sea (Figure 120), which is reflected in local culture, customs, and traditions.
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Figure 120. Settlement of the Pacific Islands!

1Source: Wikimedia Commons, https://commons.wikimedia.org/wiki/File:Polynesian_Migration.svg.
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Polynesian voyagers relied on the ocean and marine resources on their long voyages in search of
new islands, as well as in sustaining established island communities. Today, the population of
the region also represents many Asian cultures from Pacific Rim countries, which hold similar
significance for many marine resources. Thus, fishing and seafood are integral ways of life in the
local community. This is reflected in the amount of seafood eaten in the region in comparison
with the rest of the United States, as well as in the language, customs, ceremonies, and
community events of the region. Because fishing is such an integral part of the culture, it is
difficult to discern commercial from non-commercial fishing, with many trips involving multiple
motivations and multiple uses of the catch landed. While economics are an important
consideration, fishermen report other motivations (e.g., customary exchange) as being equally
important, if not more so. Due to changing economies and westernization, recruitment of
younger fishermen has become a concern for the sustainability of fishing and fishing traditions in
the region. During the COVID-19 pandemic, the diversification of the fisheries in the region and
their ability to adapt to shift from a national and global economy to a local one played a vital role
in supporting local food systems, nutrition, food security, and community social cohesion
(Kleiber et al. 2022, Smith et al. 2022).

3.2.1 RESPONSE TO PREVIOUS COUNCIL RECOMMENDATIONS

At its 190" meeting held via web conference and in Hagatfia, Guam, and Garapan, Saipan,
CNMI in March 2022, the Council directed staff to work with the Advisory Panels on
restructuring fishermen’s observation meetings and reports. PIFSC social scientists continued to
assist the AP chairs, participating in organizational sessions, serving as note-takers, and
providing synthesis reports.

At its 191% meeting held via web conference and in Honolulu, HI in June 2022, the Council
directed staff to continue developing options for fishing regulations in the Papahanaumokuakea
Marine Expansion Area. PIFSC social scientists have reviewed noncommercial fishing laws,
policies, and regulations, and served as subject matter experts to assist the Council in developing
potential alternatives for discussion.

At its 192" meeting held via web conference and in Honolulu, HI in September 2022, the
Council directed staff to develop a process for improving noncommercial data collection.
Council members noted the importance of including non-fish species or species of concern.
PIFSC social scientists are reviewing noncommercial fishing concepts in policy documents and
peer-reviewed literature. This analysis identified core data needs for a more comprehensive
understanding of noncommercial fishing as well as potential categories for data collection.
PIFSC social scientists are also examining cultural prioritization of marine taxa. Publications on
both of these topics are expected in 2023.

Also at its 192" meeting, regarding the proposal to expand the PRIMNM, the Council requested
NMFS assist the territories on a scientific and economic evaluation of the proposal, including
unintended consequences to American Samoa fisheries. PIFSC staff have developed an analysis
of the economic contributions from commercial fisheries to the American Samoa economy and
this report should be published in 2023.

Also at its 192" meeting, the Council requested PIFSC report on recent information on market
prices and trends to better understand underlying market dynamics and targeting in the Hawai‘i
longline fishery. PIFSC has offered to prepare, upon request, a market snapshot report to present
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alongside the midyear and annual Hawai‘i Longline Fishery Report at future SSC and Council
meetings, as a complement to these recurring reports provided by our Fisheries Reporting and
Bycatch Program.

Also at its 192" meeting, the Council requested PIFSC to work with vessel owners to infer
socioeconomic impacts of the LVPA (and the recent exemption of large vessels) and inform
trends in fishery participation. In 2021, PIFSC conducted an American Samoa small boat fishery
cost-earning survey to better understand the economic, social, and cultural characteristics of
small boat fishing in American Samoa. In total, 37 surveys were completed with respondents
from Tutuila (76%) and the Manu'a Islands (24%). In an open ended question, Do you have any
suggestions for how American Samoa’s fisheries should be managed or topics that you feel need
further study, approximately 11% of surveys received expressed concerns that specifically
reference the LVPA exemption of large vessels negatively impacting small boat fishery
performance, while 14% desired more local government authority over fisheries management. In
considering general trends in fishery participation, 22% of respondents felt that fewer people will
fish for pelagic species in the coming year. PIFSC expects to publish the results of this survey in
2023, and therefore these results are preliminary at this time.

Also at its 192" meeting, the Council directed staff to incorporate scenario planning for extreme
environmental events into EBFM-related planning. PIFSC, PIRO, and Council staff initiated a
contract and began coordinating a training to build scenario planning capacity, which would be
held in early 2023.

At its 193" meeting held via web conference and in Honolulu, HI in December 2022 the Council
requested NMFS staff to work with SSC members to evaluate the impacts of large static closed
areas in the Pacific Islands Region (including the Marine National Monuments) on target and
non-target species, to address the SSC’s concerns about a lack of reproducibility of findings by a
recent paper published in Science, and also evaluate socioeconomic impacts. PIFSC staff
conducted further analysis, and found the results presented in the 2022 Science paper, “Spillover
benefits from the world’s largest fully protected MPA™ are reproducible following the approach
presented in the paper. There are questions as to the suitability of the approach taken, with the
main statistical concerns related to the data transformation and the choice of underlying
statistical distribution of the data used. The approach assumed an underlying Gaussian
distribution and even with the transformation applied in the paper, the distribution of scaled
catch rates is not well described by a Gaussian distribution. Assuming an incorrect form of the
underlying distribution of the data can bias results. Using the approach taken, the overall effect
of the spillover benefit is around 0.75 yellowfin tuna per 1000 hooks close to the Monument,
decreasing by 0.25 yellowfin tuna per 1000 hooks per 100 nautical miles away from the
monument. The effects are less for bigeye tuna. Further work could be done to understand the
effect of the assumed statistical distribution, but is currently not planned.

3.2.2 SOCIAL AND CULTURAL ELEMENTS

3.2.2.1 EQUITY AND ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE

NOAA Fisheries equity and environmental justice (EEJ) goals are to 1) Prioritize identification,
equitable treatment, and meaningful involvement of underserved communities, 2) Provide
equitable delivery of services and 3) Prioritize EEJ in our mandated and mission work with
demonstrable progress.
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NOAA Fisheries commitment to EEJ is particularly relevant to the Pacific Islands Region. While
every community is a fishing community in the Pacific Islands Region, there are specific features
of these communities that can create barriers to EEJ. While some are shared across the region
such as comparatively smaller populations and geographic isolation for NOAA Fisheries
headquarters, others are specific to the cultural and political context of each archipelago, territory
and commonwealth.

In this first year of adding EEJ to the SAFE report we will report a synthesis of feedback from
partners and communities collected in informal listening sessions conducted in 2022.

Going forward we will work to further develop this section to highlight the social and cultural
impacts of fisheries science and management, and highlight the EEJ issues specific to pelagic
fisheries.

3.2.2.1.1 2022 Listening Sessions

EEJ themes for pelagic fisheries were extracted from feedback in 2022 listening sessions that
were relevant to pelagic fisheries.

3.2.2.1.2 Key EEJ themes

e The remote location of the U.S. Pacific territories creates logistical challenges that aren’t
accounted for in many U.S. standards, many of which impact the territorial pelagic
fisheries.

e There is frustration with closure of federal waters to fishing, creating a barrier to local
access to pelagic fisheries.

3.2.2.2 AMERICAN SAMOA
3.2.2.2.1 Introduction

As described in Chapter 1, fishing has played a crucial role in American Samoan culture and
society since the Samoan archipelago was populated. An overview of American Samoa history,
culture, geography, and relationship with the U.S. is described in Section 1.3 of the American
Samoa FEP (WPRFMC 2009a). Over the past decade, a number of studies have synthesized
more specifics about the role of fishing and marine resources in American Samoa, as well as
information about the people who engage in the fisheries or use of fishery resources (Armstrong
et al. 2011; Grace-McCaskey 2015; Kleiber and Leong 2018; Levine and Allen 2009; Richmond
and Levine 2012). These studies describe the importance of marine resources in cultural,
economic, and subsistence aspects of Samoan village life. Fishing was held in high esteem in
traditional Samoan culture, with proficiency in fishing bringing high social status; fishing
activities were featured prominently in Samoan mythology as well. The basic units of Samoan
social structure are the family and village, with the family as the central unit. The village
leadership would decide, according to season, what sort of community fishing should take place.
The tautai, or master fishermen of the village, were key decision makers who were awarded
higher status than others when it came to matters of fishing (even those that might otherwise
outrank him). Village-level systems of governance and resource tenure are still largely intact,
and Samoan cultural systems and representation are formally incorporated into the Territorial
Government. Reciprocity is emphasized over individual accumulation. Gifts of food (especially
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fish and other marine resources) mark every occasion and help maintain Samoan social structure
to this day.

Recent studies have found that American Samoa is ethnically and culturally very homogeneous
(Levine et al. 2016; Richmond and Levine 2012). Polynesians account for the vast majority of
the territory’s people (93%). The primary language spoken at home is Samoan (91%), although
English is often spoken in school and business settings. Contemporary American Samoan culture
is characterized by a combination of traditional Samoan values and systems of social
organization, as well as the strong influence of Christianity. Maintaining fa'a Samoa, or “the
Samoan way”, was considered a priority under the territorial constitution. Given the cultural
homogeneity, nearly everyone in American Samoa accepts and complies with Samoan traditions
of land and resource tenure.

However, over the last half century or more, fishing has become less prominent as a central and
organizing community force. Through this time, modern fishing gears and new technologies
were introduced, tuna canneries became a major economic force in Pago Pago, the population
more than tripled, and the gradual but continuous introduction of Western cultural norms and
practices altered locals’ relationship with the sea. While many traditions and village-based
systems of governance have been maintained, the islands have experienced a shift from a
subsistence-oriented economy, where sharing of fish catch was extremely important, to a cash-
based economy, where fishing is often viewed as a more commercial venture.

A recent study by Levine et al. (2016) found that American Samoans still consume seafood
frequently, with 78% of respondents stating that they eat fish or seafood at least once a week.
Most American Samoans purchase seafood from stores or restaurants, with 65% of survey
respondents listing this as their first or second choice for obtaining seafood. Other common
means for obtaining fish include markets and roadside vendors (45%) and fish caught by
household members (37%). This corroborates Levine and Allen’s (2009) observation that
American Samoans largely rely on, and in many cases prefer, store-bought food to locally-caught
fish, with the majority of fish consumed in American Samoa imported from Samoa.

The introduction of outboard engines and other technology in the 1950s and 1960s allowed
American Samoan boats to go farther and faster, but also made it necessary for boat owners and
operators to sell a portion of their catch to pay for fuel and engine maintenance. The disruption
of other traditional values, as well as the introduction of a cash economy based primarily on
government jobs and cannery employment, also decreased reliance on traditional, subsistence
fishing and allowed commercial fishing to develop on the islands (Levine and Allen, 2009).

Unlike other areas within the Western Pacific region, American Samoa also experienced the
development of domestic industrial-scale fisheries, including tuna processing, transshipment, and
home port industries. This is due to the excellent harbor at Pago Pago, 390,000 km? of
surrounding exclusive economic zone (EEZ), and certain special provisions of U.S. law that
allowed the development of the fish processing industry. For example, the territory is exempt
from the Nicholson Act, which prohibits foreign ships from landing their catches in U.S. ports,
and American Samoan products with less than 50 percent market value from foreign sources
enter the U.S. duty free.

The two most important economic sectors are the American Samoa Government (ASG), which
receives income and capital subsidies from the Federal Government and tuna canning. According
to the last published Statistical Yearbook (American Samoa Government 2022), main imports
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include fish brought in for processing. Exports are primarily canned tuna and associated
products. In 2019, domestic exports from American Samoa amounted to $353,215,000, of which
$351, 470,000 (over 99%) was from canned tuna (American Samoa Government, 2022). Private
businesses and commerce comprise a third sector. Unlike some of its South Pacific neighbors,
American Samoa has never had a robust tourist industry.

In 2020, the ASG employed 6,614 people (40% of total employment; American Samoa
Government 2022), and the private sector employed 7,424 people (Figure 121). Supporting data
for Figure 121 are provided in Table A-111. The canneries employed 2,361 people, which is
14% of the total people employed in the territory. Ancillary businesses involved in re-
provisioning the fishing fleet generate a significant number of jobs and income for local
residents.
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Figure 121. American Samoa Employment Estimates from 2011-2020*
1 Source: American Samoa Government (2022).

The canneries have been operating since 1954, represent the largest private-sector source of
employment in the region, and, until recently, were the principal industry in the territory.
Although as many as 90% of cannery workers are not American Samoa citizens, the canneries
play a large role in the American Samoa economy (e.g., via delivery of goods or services to tuna
processors and expenditures and buying patterns of cannery workers). Trends in world trade,
specifically reductions in tariffs, have been reducing the competitive advantage of American
Samoa’s duty-free access to the U.S. canned tuna market, and the viability of the canneries has
been uncertain for nearly a decade. In 2009, the Chicken of the Sea cannery closed, resulting in a
loss of approximately 2,000 jobs. It was bought by Tri Marine International, which invested $70
million in rebuilding and expansion before reopening in 2015. In October 2016, StarKist Co.
suspended operations due to lack of fish, partly because of the Effort Limit Area for Purse Seine
(ELAPS) closures (Pacific Islands Report 2016). That same month, Tri Marine International
announced that it would suspend production indefinitely in December 2016 (Honolulu Star
Advertiser 2016). There are currently no plans to reopen (Pacific Islands Report 2017). Starkist
Samoa is currently the only cannery operating in American Samoa and is the largest private
employer with about 2,000 workers.
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Even before Tri Marine International’s closure, American Samoa’s economy was identified as
being in a highly transitional state that should be monitored closely (McCaskey 2015). It will be
important to monitor any changes and developments related to the tuna industry, given the
historically close connection between the tuna canneries, employment levels, population trends,
and the economic welfare of the territory. It is also possible that increased federal aid in recent
years has masked the full extent of the economic recession.

Members of the American Samoa fishing community had also expressed concerns about the
impact of National Marine Sanctuary of American Samoa (NMSAS) expansion in 2012 and
management of the Rose Atoll Marine National Monument, which was established in 2009. In
both of these cases, the local communities have been concerned about the impacts on fishing
practices as well as broader social and cultural issues, such as traditional marine tenure and the
ability of villages to manage their own resources.

In 2017, understanding the relationship of pelagic fisheries with cultural fishing practices took on
a greater focus. During the peak of longline landings in 2002, NMFS created a Large Vessel
Prohibited Area (LVPA) to prevent gear conflicts and catch competition between large and small
vessels, as well as to preserve opportunities for fishing by American Samoa’s small boat (“alia’)
fleet (NOAA 2017). Since 2002, both large and small vessels have experienced declining catch
rates, fish prices, and increasing fuel and operating costs. In 2016, NMFS published an
exemption to the LVPA rule to allow large U.S. vessels holding a federal American Samoa
longline limited entry permit to fish in portions of the LVPA (NOAA 2016). NMFS and the
Council were then sued by the American Samoa Government, who claimed that the 1900 and
1904 Deeds of Cession were not considered in the rulemaking process. The U.S. District Court
ruled in favor of American Samoa in March 2017, requiring NMFS to preserve American
Samoan cultural fishing practices as part of their obligations to the Deeds of Cession. A study
examining dimensions of cultural fishing for the small and large longline fleets found that these
fisheries play an important role in maintaining cultural practices, primarily through sharing of
catch (Kleiber and Leong 2018). The Council took action to provide a four-year exemption for
vessels permitted under the American Samoa Longline Limited Entry permit, which reduced the
area closed to large vessels from 25.5 to 11.5%. In September 2020 the Ninth Circuit Court of
Appeals reversed the District Court decision in favor of NMFS. In February 2021, the ASG
appealed to the Supreme Court of the United States, but the writ of certiorari was denied June 21,
2021. NMFS published the original 2016 LVPA exemption as a final rule, effective July 6, 2021.

3.2.2.2.2 People Who Fish

Few studies have been conducted that include demographics or other information about people
who fish in American Samoa. Information at the fishery level will be reported in the fishery
specific sections below. Qualitative research has resulted in some general observations about
trends in fishing by American Samoans.

One household survey by Levine et al. (2016) found that over half of residents participate in
fishing or gathering of marine resources. Approximately 15% reported fishing once a week or
more and over 30% of households stated that they engaged in fishing or gathering at least once a
month. Commercial fishing is very uncommon in American Samoa, with only 3% of those who
fish stated that they frequently did so to sell their catch and 62% never selling their catch. More
commonly, people fish to feed themselves and their family or to give to extended friends, family,
pastors, and village leaders.

170



PELAGIC SAFE REPORT FISHERY ECOSYSTEMS

While fishing and marine resources are universally considered to be important aspects of fa’a
Samoa, limited income has made American Samoans less inclined to engage in strenuous fishing
activities when food imports are relatively more available (Levine and Allen 2009). Only a small
number of American Samoans engage in boat-based or commercial fishing. Although
unemployment in the territory has increased, the percentage of individuals participating in
subsistence activities (including fishing for food or home use) decreased between 2000 and 2013
(Grace McCaskey 2015). However, a large number of island residents have been employed by
the canneries in Pago Pago, which facilitated the availability of low-cost fish for many residents
and ensured that the livelihood of American Samoans is still tightly tied to fishing activities.

As described in the FEP, American Samoans have been discouraged from working on foreign
longline vessels delivering tuna to the canneries for a number of reasons, including harsh
working conditions, low wages, and long fishing trips. While American Samoans prefer
employment on the U.S. purse seine vessels, the capital-intensive nature of purse seine
operations limits the number of job opportunities for locals in that sector.

Local fishermen have indicated an interest in participating in the more lucrative overseas markets
for fresh fish. However, they are limited by inadequate shore-side ice and cold storage facilities,
as well as infrequent and expensive air transportation.

As noted by Levine and Allen (2009), the trend of decreasing reliance on local fish as a food
source is reflective of a society that has been undergoing a shift from a subsistence-oriented
economy to a cash economy. Changes such as a decrease in leisure time, a shift in dietary
preferences towards store-bought foods, a preference to buy fish at the market rather than expend
effort in fishing, and an increased availability of inexpensive imported reef fish from Western
Samoa and Tonga are also likely contributing to decreasing rates of subsistence fishing in the
region (Richmond and Levine 2012).

3.2.2.2.3 American Samoa Longline

The American Samoa longline fishery only includes landings in American Samoa by American
Samoa longline permitted vessels, it does not include the bigeye landings in Hawaii by the dual
(Hawaii and American Samoa) permitted vessels. The American Samoa longline fishery is a
limited entry fishery with a maximum of 60 permits. Under the limited access program, NMFS
issued a total of 60 initial longline limited entry permits starting from 2005 to qualified
candidates. The American Samoa longline limited entry permit is required for anyone using
longline gear to fish for pelagic species within the EEZ around America Samoa or anyone
landing or transshipping pelagic species in American Samoa that were caught within the EEZ
around American Samoa. The total active permits (vessels) fishing in the South Pacific Ocean
and landed in American Samoa in 2016 was 20. The American Samoa longline permit may be
used to fish and land catch with longline gear in the EEZ around Guam, the CNMI, and the
Pacific Remote Island Area (PRIA). It may not, however, be used to fish with longline gear in
the Hawaii EEZ.

The American Samoa longline fishery faces many challenges in recent years. A cost-earnings
study conducted in 2009 had already indicated a thin profit margin and significant economic
challenges encountered by the longline fleet (Arita and Pan 2013). Pan (2015) also observed that
at the end of 2013, the majority of the vessels in the American Samoa fleet were tied up at dock,
and 18 vessels posted “For Sale” signs. They noted that the collapse of the fishery seemed
inevitable due to the poor economic performance resulting from the continuous decline in catch

171



PELAGIC SAFE REPORT FISHERY ECOSYSTEMS

per unit effort, increases in fuel prices, and a sharp drop in albacore prices in 2013. The small-
scale alia fleet has been greatly reduced in recent years.

3.2.2.2.4 American Samoa Trolling

According to Levine and Allen (2009), until 1995, boat-based fishing in was primarily trolling
and bottomfish handlining, with the pelagic fishery in American Samoa being largely troll-based.
In 1996, the majority of trolling fishermen converted their alias to longlining, especially larger
commercial trollers, although some continued to troll occasionally. Consequently, the alia fishery
has experienced a decline in its catch and effort. In 1996, seven of the 35 trolling vessels rarely
sold catch; their captains primarily fished for recreation on weekends, holidays, or competed in
fishing tournaments. By 2001, longlining became the dominant fishing method in American
Samoa and the number of trolling boats, and their total catch dropped dramatically. Nevertheless,
alia longlining has dropped dramatically since then. The landings and revenue by alia longline
are not included in this section but are included in the American Samoa longline section.

3.2.2.3 CNMI
3.2.2.3.1 Introduction

An overview of CNMI history, culture, geography, and relationship with the U.S. is described in
Section 1.3 of the FEP for the Mariana Archipelago (WPRFMC 2009c). The CNMI is situated at
the northern end of the archipelago. Over the past decade, a number of studies have synthesized
more specifics about the role of fishing and marine resources across CNMI, as well as
information about the people who engage in the fisheries or use fishery resources.

The ancestors of the indigenous Chamorros first arrived in the Mariana Archipelago around
3,500 years ago and relied on seafood as their principal source of protein (see Chapter 1, Allen
and Amesbury 2012; Grace McCaskey 2014). Similar to other archipelagos in the Western
Pacific, fish and marine resources have played a central role in shaping the social, cultural, and
economic fabric of CNMI that continues today. They fished for both reef and pelagic species,
collected mollusks and other invertebrates, and caught sea turtles. The occupation of CNMI by
foreign nations dramatically changed the island’s ecosystems, reshaped communities, and
disrupted fishing traditions. In the 17" and 18™ centuries, Spanish colonizers destroyed the
Chamorros’ seagoing canoes, suppressed offshore fishing practices, and relocated populations
from their traditional home. CNMI was briefly occupied by Germany from 1899 to the beginning
of World War 2. During World War 2, CNMI was occupied by the Japanese military, and then
was captured by the United States. Throughout this time, fishing remained an important activity.
Later immigrants to the islands from East and Southeast Asia also possessed a strong fishing
tradition. Today, only Saipan, Rota, and Tinian are permanently inhabited, with 90% of the
population on the island of Saipan. Although the CNMI has transitioned to a tourism-based
economy, fishing still plays an important cultural role and serves as a reliable source of local
food (Ayers 2018).

3.2.2.3.2 People Who Fish

Allen and Amesbury (2012) summarized results of studies that demonstrated the sociocultural
importance of fishing to Saipan residents. In a 2005 study, most of the active or commercial
fishermen who responded to the survey had fished more than 10 years. They most often
participated in snorkel spear fishing at night (participated in by 73% of the fishermen) and
snorkel spear fishing during daytime (58% of the fishermen), followed by hook-and-line less
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than 100 ft. deep (36%), trolling (21%) cast net (talaya; 14%) hook-and-line more than 100 ft.
deep (9%), trapping (octopus, crabs, etc.; 19%), foraging the reef (8%); 18% said they
participated in one or more other techniques. Less than a third (30%) said they owned a boat.
Their primary reasons for fishing were social and cultural, including that they just really like
fishing (32%), they need the fish to feed their family (23%), giving catch to family and friends
strengthened social bonds (13%), their family has always fished (12%), and it strengthens bonds
with their children/family (6%). Only 4% said they needed the money from the fish they sold.
Other motivations included strengthening the bond with their fellow fishermen, fishing to catch
fish for fiestas/parties, and seasonal fishing for manahak, ti‘ao, and i‘e (2% each).

The fishermen reported fishing an average of 71 days a year, with 26% going once every 2 to 3
days and 24% fishing once every 2 weeks. They also reported a decrease in their amount of
fishing over time, fishing an average of 93 days a year 10 years ago. Saipan reef fish were the
most frequently caught species (caught by 54% of the fishermen), followed by shallow-water
bottomfish (23%) and reef invertebrates such as octopus, shellfish, and crabs (14%).

As in other parts of the region, much of their catch was consumed by themselves and immediate
family (70%), with another 20% consumed by extended family and friends. Only 8% of the catch
was sold. Only 18 respondents identified themselves as commercial fishermen. They reported a
median monthly income of ~$200 from fishing, with an average of just over $1,000 per month.
Costs exceeded sales for almost every income category of fishermen, suggesting that for most
fishing is not a profitable business and that they sell their catch to recover some of the costs.

While fish remains an important part of the local diet and an integral part of the people’s history
and culture, adaptation to and integration with a more westernized lifestyle appears to have
changed people’s diets on Saipan. Nearly half (45%) of the survey respondents reported eating
“somewhat less fish” than they did 10 years ago, although the majority still ate fish between 1
and 3 times a week. The majority also purchased their fish from a store or restaurant (40%) while
31% purchase fish from roadside vendors. Less common was acquiring fish from an extended
relative/friend (13%) or their own catch (11%). Most of the fish consumed came from the U.S.
mainland (41%), while the next most important source was from inside Saipan’s reef (31%),
deep water or pelagic fish caught off Saipan (23%) or imported from other Pacific islands such
as Chuuk (10%).

Few other surveys have been conducted on fishing in general in CNMI. A household survey
conducted in 2012 found that 37% of respondents said they or someone else in their household
was a fisherman (Kotowicz and Allen 2015). Respondents from fishing households tended to be
younger, have lower education levels, and have a higher rate of unemployment than respondents
from non-fishing households.

The designation of the Marianas Trench Marine National Monument (“the Monument”) in 2009
has resulted in concerns about loss of fishing access (Richmond and Kotowicz 2015; Kotowicz
and Richmond 2013; Kotowicz and Allen 2015; and Kotowicz et al. 2017). Despite long
distance, high cost, and inconvenience, travel to the areas now protected by the Monument were
rare but culturally significant events, and fishing was an essential component. While CNMI
residents generally supported designation of the monument, awareness was low (Kotowicz et al.
2017). In addition, fishing households showed higher awareness of the Monument but were less
likely to strongly support it.
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3.2.2.3.3 CNMI Trolling

While proportionally few residents own a boat, more than 400 vessels were registered in the
CNMI small boat fleet between 2010 and 2011 (Allen and Amesbury 2012). More than 200 of
the vessels were active and operating in CNMI waters, and more than 100 of the vessels were
involved in fishing activities. However, estimates of active vessels have declined in recent years.
The active small boat fleet targets tunas, other small pelagics (through trolling), and bottomfish,
although with the increases in the price of gas, pelagic fishing has dropped off somewhat. The
fish are marketed locally, given away to family and friends, or used for ceremonial purposes
such as parties, culturally significant fiestas, and each village’s patron saint’s day.

On Saipan, fisheries managers estimated the active small boat fleet at approximately 100 vessels
in 2010 and 2011, but it is likely that active vessels have declined in recent years. Full-time
commercial fishing is primarily conducted by ethnic nonindigenous minorities, namely Filipino
residents (who fish primarily as independent owners and/or operators) and recent immigrants
from the Federated States of Micronesia (who are primarily employed for wages). Chamorro and
Carolinians, in contrast, primarily fish for recreational and subsistence purposes, selling catch to
recoup costs. A few vessel owner operators are considered “Pescadores”, a term used to refer to
fishermen who provide fish for important community and familial events. Pescadores
customarily provide 100-200 Ib of reef fish for cooked dishes and pelagic species for kelaguen
(i.e., a raw fish dish) for community and family celebrations. The system of seafood distribution
underwent significant changes from approximately 2000-2010 with the establishment of large
seafood vendors. In contrast to individual fishermen/vendors who only market their own catch,
large vendors typically own and operate a number of vessels and purchase catch from
independent fishermen to sell, which is reportedly depressing prices. In addition, increases in
fuel prices, low market prices for fish, and downturns in the domestic economy have led to a
general decline in participation in this fishery since 2000, with respect to numbers of fishermen,
trips, landings, and seafood purchasers. The Saipan Fishermen’s Association (SFA) is a
nonprofit organization established in 1985 that holds annual fishing derbies and participated in
community involvement projects, such as beach cleanup.

On Tinian, estimates of fleet size range from 15 to 20 vessels in 2010 and 2011. An estimated 1
to 3 fishermen fished consistently with the primary intent of selling fish. Respondents suggested
that fishing and eating of fish was more habitual, rather than geared toward a particular event.
Increasing fuel prices have reportedly led to the decline in number of active fishermen, and
fishermen frequently sell fish to cover fuel costs. Three restaurants and two stores in Tinian
purchase fish, although fishermen also sell house to house and commonly have an established
clientele. A few charter boats serve tourist clientele; however, they do not land much catch and
even trolling trips serve more as photo opportunities. Charter boats are reportedly owned by
nonlocal residents and target tourists from their country of origin (Japan, China, or Korea).

On Rota, fishermen target pelagic species when in season, and fish for bottomfish the rest of the
year. Like on the other islands, the number and activity of fishermen have declined as a result of
increased fuel prices. Family members will often make requests for certain kinds of fish, but they
will also contribute money to purchase fuel for a fishing trip. In addition, fishermen will often
check demand with local restaurants, based on fuel prices. In 2010-2011, fishermen sold catch to
three restaurants, or to neighbors and friends within the community (door to door or from a
cooler on the roadside). One general store sold fish caught by a family member, who fishes
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specifically to sell. Rota holds one fishing derby in celebration of San Francisco, the saint of
their island.

A survey of the small boat fleet was also conducted in 2011 (Hospital and Beavers 2014). On
average, respondents were 41 years old and had been boat fishing for an average of 15 years,
providing evidence of a deep tradition of boat fishing in the CNMI. They were more likely to
identify themselves as Chamorro relative to the general population of the CNMI, although they
were equally likely to have been born in the CNMI. In general, small boat fishermen were more
educated than the general population and of comparable affluence. Pelagic trolling as the most
popular gear type, followed by deep water bottomfish fishing, shallow-water bottomfish, and
spear fishing. Most (71%) fishermen reported fishing at a Fish Aggregating Device (FAD)
during the past 12 months, and on nearly 22% of their fishing trips. A high degree of seasonal
fishing effort was reported across most subgroups of the fleet, although fishermen on Tinian and
Rota were more likely to fish year-round.

Hospital and Beavers (2014) found that a majority of fishermen (74%) reported selling at least a
portion of their catch in the past 12 months. However, less than half (43%) of survey respondents
indicated that they could always sell all the fish that they wanted. A significant percentage of fish
caught was consumed at home (28%) or given away to relatives, friends, or for cultural events
(38%), reflecting the strong family and social connections associated with fishing in the CNMI.
Approximately 29% of fish catch was sold, with the remaining catch either released (2%) or
exchanged for goods and services (3%). Even fishermen who regularly sell fish still retain
approximately 22% of their catch for home consumption and participation in traditional fish-
sharing networks and customary exchange. Additionally, 86% of respondents considered the
pelagic fish they catch to be an important source of food. These findings validate the importance
of fishing in building and maintaining social and community networks, perpetuating fishing
traditions, and providing fish to local communities as a source of food security.

Fishing in the CNMI is a social activity; only 3% of fishermen reported to fish alone, while 70%
reported that their boat is used without them on occasion. In addition, the majority of fishermen
(57%) agreed that as a fisherman, they are respected by the greater community. While nearly a
third of respondents were neutral (27%) and some were hesitant to express an opinion or simply
did not know (13%), the study found that very few (3%) felt that they were not respected by the
community.

Overall, the CNMI small boat fisheries are a complex mix of subsistence, cultural, recreational,
and quasi-commercial fishermen whose fishing behaviors provide evidence of the importance of
fishing to the people of the CNMI. For nearly all fishery participants, the social and cultural
motivations for fishing far outweigh any economic prospects. Nearly all fishermen supplement
their income with other jobs and are predominantly subsistence fishermen, selling occasionally
to recover trip expenses.

3.2.24 GUAM
3.2.2.4.1 Introduction

An overview of Guam’s history, culture, geography, and relationship with the U.S. is described
in Section 1.3 of the Fishery Ecosystem Plan for the Mariana Archipelago (WPRFMC 2009c).
Guam is the largest and southernmost island of the archipelago. It is also the largest and most
heavily populated island in Micronesia. Over the past decade, a number of studies have
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synthesized more specifics about the role of fishing and marine resources across Guam, as well
as information about the people who engage in the fisheries or use fishery resources.

The ancestors of the indigenous Chamorros first arrived in the Marianas around 3,500 years ago
and were expert fishermen and seafarers, relying on seafood as their principal source of protein
(Allen and Bartram 2008; Grace-McCaskey 2014; Hospital and Beavers 2012). They fished on
the high seas in large sailing canoes (proas) and used numerous methods to catch reef and
bottomfish from boats Similar to other archipelagos in the Western Pacific, fish and marine
resources have played a central role in shaping the social, cultural, and economic fabric of Guam
that continues today. Chamorros fished for both reef and pelagic species, collected mollusks and
other invertebrates, and caught sea turtles.

The occupation of Guam by foreign nations dramatically changed the island’s ecosystems,
reshaped communities, and disrupted fishing traditions. In the 17" and 18" centuries, Spanish
colonizers destroyed the Chamorros’ seagoing canoes, suppressed offshore fishing practices, and
relocated populations from their traditional home. Following the Spanish-American War in 1898,
the U.S. Navy took control of Guam, until it was occupied by Japan from 1941 to 1944. Guam
became a U.S. territory in 1950, and the U.S. military is currently in the process of building up
an even greater presence on the island. Throughout this time, fishing has remained an important
activity, although by the beginning of the American period in 1898, the indigenous inhabitants
had lost many of their seafaring and fishing skills and even the native names of many of the
offshore species. Later immigrants to the islands from East and Southeast Asia also possessed a
strong fishing tradition. In 2000, for Guam’s population that identified as a single ethnicity 37%
were Chamorro, followed by 32% Asian (about 80% of whom were Filipino), 17% other Pacific
Islander, 7% white and 1% black. Despite rapid socioeconomic change, households still reflect
the traditional pattern of extended families with multigenerational clustering of relatives,
especially in Guam’s southern villages. Social occasions such as neighborhood parties, wedding
and baptismal parties, wakes and funerals, and especially the village fiestas that follow the
religious celebrations of village patron saints all require large quantities of fish and other
traditional foods, reflecting the role of fish in maintaining social ties and cultural identities.
Sometimes fish are also sold to earn money to buy gifts for friends and relatives on important
Catholic religious occasions such as novenas, births and christenings, and other holidays.

Since the late 1970s, Guam’s most important commercial fisheries activity has been its role as a
major regional fish transshipment center and resupply base for domestic and foreign tuna fishing
fleets. Services provided include fueling, provisioning, unloading, air and sea transshipment, net
and vessel repairs, crew repatriation, medical care, and warehousing. Among Guam’s advantages
as a home port are well-developed and highly efficient port facilities in Apra Harbor; an
availability of relatively low-cost vessel fuel; a well-established marine supply/repair industry;
and recreational amenities for crew shore leave. In addition, the territory is exempt from the
Nicholson Act, which prohibits foreign ships from landing their catches in U.S. ports. Initially,
the majority of vessels calling in Apra Harbor to discharge frozen tuna for transshipment were
Japanese purse seine boats and carrier vessels. In the late 1980s, Guam became an important port
for Japanese and Taiwanese longline fleets, but port calls have steadily declined and the
transshipment volume has also declined accordingly. By the early 1990s, an air transshipment
operation was also established in Guam. Fresh tuna was flown into Guam from the Federated
States of Micronesia and elsewhere on air cargo planes and out 