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Ve need to make sure grey mackerel AND Spanish mackerel are included in the harvest strategy

d that it will be complete before the FIP ends.

Compared with the 'now outdated' East Coast harvest strategy how will the Gulf Harvest

rategy differ? e.g. will there be a protected species component, habitatf ecosystem

mponent? quota and TACC? Harvest controi rules? ) X .
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Ve can use the East Coast harv strategy to predlct what FIP action items will be covered, but l

agine the Gulf harvest strategy will now look quite different to the east coast strategy which now

s to be replaced. }/{NW&\, Sin,km Pa L7

Can we ensure independent review of the harvest strategy (draft or final) and that all reports

» made available to industry? Wty pobiic wllat:
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his is important to ensure the harvest strategy is actually achieving the goals it intends to and we
et the MSC criteria. Itis a MSC recommendatlon that harvest strategies undergo independent

iew. No QL Hoed §w»3?  bav dytndsntly pory-d.

An update on the biological monitoring program for Grey Mackerel, when can we see a stock
sessment?. Are they receiving the necessary data and information, can this be made available
industry- what gaps can industry help fulfil. Also we want access to our own data so that if we
ed to get an mdependent assessment we can.
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ready know it's going to take until 2027ish to get a stock assessment out of fisheries but it would
nice to put some pressure on them to deliver this sooner if possible. (Tﬁe monigt\orin program and
ck assessment is also a critical aspect of the h rvest strategy W ol ber 4= MmO
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With the harvest strategy- what will the protected species management side of things look

»? What is going to be invested into research to ensure that TEPS populations in the Guif are
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ink we could also do our own protected species management strategy if the fisheries one is

t... we also will have TEPS data whereas they won't so our strategy will probably be better.

Nill there be specific management objectives for each subcomponent of GoCIF e.g. N12, N3,
e etc. For instance, will the TEPS management objectives and subsequent strategy be Q} \Qh
ferent for the N12 fishery compared to the N3 fishery. ; \ 6 i
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would ideally like to dlfferentlaé activities in the N12 fishery from N3 (as the risks ank goals are
rarate). The benefit of this is we could use it to argue for ecological risk assessments for the N12
iery separate to the N3 component. The werkplan also sta;tes that each fishery compaonent (N12,

' -~ i*a gwn catch objectives.



