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Intertek Moody Marine. Oregon Pink Shrimp Trdsighery: Surveillance Report

1.0 GENERAL INFORMATION

Scope against which the surveillance isundertaken: MSC Principles and Criteria for Sustainable
Fishing as applied to the Oregon Pink Shrifagngalus jordani) Trawl Fishery

Species. Pink Shrimp Pandalus jordani)
Area: United Sates West Coast Waters of Washingtong@rand California

Method of capture: Trawl

Date of Surveillance Visit: Octaber 2011 (Asper thevariation request granted by the
M SC no on-site audit was conducted, consultations were held
via conference call).

Initial Certification Date: December 6, 2007 Certificate Ref: MM L-F-089
Surveillance stage 1st 2" 3rd 4th
Surveillance team: L ead Assessor: Amanda Park

Assessor (s): Don Par sons, Susan Hanna, Mark Pedersen

Company Name: Oregon Trawl Commission

Address 16289 Highway 101 S. Suite C
Brookings, Oregon
USA
97415
Contact Brad Pettinger, Executive Director
Tel No: 1 503 469-7830
Fax No: 1503 469-7863
E-mail address: webmaster @ortrawl.net
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20 RESULTS, CONCLUSIONSAND RECOMMENDATIONS

This report contains the findings of the third silence audit of the Oregon Trawl Commission
(OTC) Oregon Pink Shrimp Trawl Fishery. As definadthe Certification Report, the specific
scope of the fishery is the commercial pink shrifighery conducted by Oregon permitted
harvesters within the coastal and federal watefstled states of Washington, Oregon, and
California with the product landed in Oregon portSederal waters are defined as those waters
beyond the three nautical mile state water limitsto the 200 nautical mile line. The surveillance
audit was carried out in accordance with the Mar8tewardship Council (MSC) Fisheries
Certification Methodology (FCM), version 6.1.

An announcement of the surveillance audit was phbli on the MSC website on th& 6f
October 2011 advising stakeholders that the suawneié audit was taking place. At that time the
surveillance audit notification was also circulatédl known stakeholders through email.
Subsequently, there were no written submissionsived. Other than the client and management
body, no stakeholders requested a meeting witlageessment team. In relation to the execution
of the third surveillance audit for the fisheryetMSC granted a variation to allow the third
surveillance audit, focused on the management padhton of the 2010 fishery, to be conducted
as a desk audit. As such there was no site vatiter the audit was carried out via conference
call, email discussion and through a review of temitsubmissions and available information.
Over the course of the audit, the assessment tqeokesto Brad Pettinger (Oregon Trawl
Commission), as well as Bob Hannah and Steve J@regon Department of Fish and Wildlife).
Discussions with both organisations focused orofferation and management of the 2010 fishery
to assess if there was continued compliance wihctinditions of certification, and to determine
whether any significant changes in management shefy operations would impact the
certification.

The surveillance team consisted of Amanda Park, BPemsons, Susan Hanna, and Mark Pedersen.
The surveillance audit meetings were conducted bya#da Park and Don Parsons, with the
remaining team members responsible for the revigheoaudit report.

The following section is set out as a table, primmgdgeneral information about the status
of the stock and the fishery for this reportingipéralong with the surveillance team’s
observations, conclusions and recommendations encthrent status of the fishery.

Action had been taken to meet the requirementdi@fconditions of certification by the

second audit, however during this surveillance tacmhditions were revisited to document
any further developments, continued actions orcasicies.

The table includes the assessment performanceabods; scoring guideposts (SG)
associated with the 80 score, requirements of dineliions for those areas scoring below
80, and the elements of the client action plancti@ at meeting the conditions.

In accordance with the Action Plan, the clientsehagvovided information on the work
undertaken to date. For each condition, the regetg out progress to date and provides
an update on activities related to the closed ¢mmdi. This progress has been evaluated
by the Moody Marine assessment team (‘Observatiand’*Conclusion’) against:

* The commitments made in the Action Plan

* The intent of the original Condition; and,

» The original scoring indicator, guideposts and cantary.

The influence of any overall legislative and mamaget changes in the fishery have also
been taken into consideration.
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The surveillance audit includes a re-evaluatiothefscoring of Performance Indicators in
the original MSC assessment. Where the requiren@rascondition have been met, the
Performance Indicators are re-examined to ensumdinu@ed compliance with the
condition, if required.
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Item

Commentsregarding P. jordani off US west coast

1

The Fishery and Stock status

Observations

The Fishery

The 2010 Oregon pink shrimp fishing season (Aprildctober 31) was characteriz
by record high catch rates, continued low price éimdted markets. Howeve
because the catch rates were so high, time spspadfilling vessel holds or meeti
plant-imposed trip limits) was usually two daysless, resulting in reduced operat
costs. The high stock abundance was due to thepggoally strong 2009 and 20
year classes which comprised most of the catch lfearaf shrimp) in 2010 as age
(59%) and age 2 (38%) shrimp, respectively. Thekste considered healthy but, f
the 2011 fishery, the outlook was somewhat uaggrgiven that age-1 recruitme
was forecast to be less than the exceptionally féghls observed in 2009 and 20
(see below).

Approximately 31.4 million pounds of shrimp weradigd at Oregon ports in 201
the highest reported since 2002 and about 9 milponnds more than the 20
landings. Similar to 2009, most of the landing2@10 were taken on the south co
the areabetween Heceta Head and Cape Mendocino accountinglfout 75%
Landings from the north coast were taken primaiilythe Cape Lookout an
Tillamook Head beds, each accounting for approxétga8.7 million pounds.

Stock Status

Since 2003, levels of fishing effort have been lom.2010, 733 trips were made
53 vessels, both slightly more than in 2009. Hdisteed also increased slightly frg
about 18,000 single rig equivalent (SRE) hours062to 20,600 in 2010. The lg
fishing effort, coupled with the relatively hightch, resulted in the highest, ann
catch per unit effort (CPUE) observed for this éish- more than 500 Ib/SRE hour
By area, highest CPUE was recorded off northerrif@ala (about 4,000 Ib/SR
hour), followed by the Port Orford and Bandon batl8,000 and 2,200 |b/SRE ho

respectively. CPUE along the north coast was lcamgl more typical for the fisher

(about 750 Ib/SRE hour).

Continued high catch rates at the end of seasa2Di® indicated that abundan
remained high and the strong age 1 recruitmentOitDZcould result in significan
higher than normal holdver for age 2 in 2011, especially on the southstc
However, the ODFW recruitment model (see Hannah022011), based on Cresc
City sea level (which was 7.3 ft in 2010 comparedi74 in 2009, indicating th
oceanographic conditions may have been less fablauta shrimp recruitment tha
they have been over the last two years), suggéiséchge 1 recruitment in 2011w
be slightly below average. The index of larval sumlis a measure of gene
recruitment along the coast, but does not indisatecific areas or regions whg
recruitment may occur.

Observations from the 2010 fishery gave mixed sgyregarding abundance of ag
shrimp in 2010. Market samples from September@eidber contained far fewer a
0 shrimp than in 2009, supporting observations fstimmpers during this period. (
the other hand, shrimpers also reported unusuaglif Abundance of age 0's

northern California and in areas shore of where most fishing occurred in 20
There was no sampling from these areas to suppesetobservations. At the time
this audit, the 2011 fishery was largely finishdtlwas reported (Hannah and Jorn
pers. comm.) that the 2011 fishery was, in fagbpsuted by an exceptional hold-oy
of age two shrimp. Although the age-1 recruitmerght have been below norm
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(the actual strength has not yet been determitieel)stock remains healthy.
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Item

Comments

2

Condition of Certification 1

Pl and 80SG

Pl 1121
All fishing related mortality is recorded/estimatddhis includes landings, discards,
and incidental mortality (adult and juvenile).

80SG
 Landings and discards are accurately recordéddrbooks as required
regulation.
* Discards are well estimated for adult and juveshrimp.

y

Condition

The client must meet the requirements of the 80irsgauidepost prior to the fir
annual surveillance audit. Discards are to be atelyr recording in log book
Discards are to be well estimated for adult anéfuie shrimp.

During the first surveillance audit in the fall 2008, the assessment team clari
their intent of this condition by reissuing the ddion as: “The client can meet t
requirements of the 80 scoring guidepost if 60%ogbook compliance related

discards is observed prior the first annual sulmede audit; and significal
improvement in that percentage shown by the seemadthird annual surveillang
audit. Results of estimations of target speciesadlts and by-catch will be provide
within seven months of the annual end of season.”
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Action Plan

ODFW agrees that having this information would leeyvvaluable to their shrim
management program. Timing is also excellent ia tarrective action (CA), as tl
department was planning on reordering shrimp logbdbis coming year and thg
will now modify the existing logbooks with a colunthat will catch the discar
information. The OTC is also working with Pacifictafes Marine Fisherig
Commission (PSMFC) on an electronic logbook forvadist coast trawl fisheries a
that feature will be incorporated as well.

P
ne
2
d
S

nd

Conclusion

This condition was closed out following the secaudveillance audit. The issu
associated with this PI are considered as parh@folverall review of the on-goin
operation of the fishery.

g
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Item

Comments

3

Condition of Certification 2

Pl and 80SG

Pl 2114
Information exists on the ability of the ecosyst&mnrecover from fishery relate
impacts.

80SG
« The main elements of the ecosystem affected byfidiery have bee
documented and are understood, and this providemancing scenario g
how the ecosystem would recover from the fishelgtee impacts.

Condition

Within one year, the client must document the maiements of the ecosyste
affected by the fishery. Within two years the wtienust have completed a sty

]

m
dy

(including a report) that will provide inferencesa understanding of the type and

magnitude of effects that shrimp trawling has omithain ecosystem elements. Ba
on the results of the research, a report shouldigeeca convincing scenario of hg
the ecosystem would likely recover if there araigant fishery related impacts.

[As a suggestion, the team thinks that two actiares required: firstly conduct
literature search that focuses on characteriziegetfects of sediment plumes g

sed
W

a
nd

physical contact on representative marine commasjiind then prepare a report that

infers likely effects (and significance) to keyanha species on shrimp grounds;
secondly, analyze any existing data, if availaldecompare areas of heavy trawli
vs. light (or no) trawling to develop inferencedated to ecosystem recovery. T
study would include a semiquantitative analysis differences in the physic
character of the seabed, the abundance of seag®imp, tube worms, corals a
other key infaunal communities between the vartoestments.

If results do not allow for development of a coritg scenario of how the ecosyst
would recover from fishery related impacts, thenthimi 5 years, design ar
implement, as funding becomes available, a coetloéxperiment to characteri
ecosystem recovery. The approach would be to éstabt least two control (ho
trawled) and two shrimp trawled sites; then througiderwater video or oth
acceptable means, perform at least a semi-quévditainalysis of differences

seabed character and the abundance of key infaonaiunities between the ty
treatments.]

and
ng
he
al
nd

Action Plan

This corrective action is in two parts, 1) a litere search and 2) the design :
application of a controlled experiment. The OTCliind the literature search al
ODF&W has already started an ROV study on bentmigaicts this last month. It
important to point out that this study was alreaaythe drawing board before t
Assessment Team began discussing it as a posdI&h@ proactive approach of t
shrimp program, continually trying to better undansl the fishery and it's impacts,
why the Oregon pink shrimp fishery has scored dbagst has.

Literature Search

The OTC will hire a qualified contractor to condacliterature search that will foc
on characterizing the effects of sediment plumes @ther effects on representat
marine communities and to prepare a report thatsnfkely effects (and significanc
to key fauna species on the shrimp grounds thasaiisfy the CA requirements. Th
work will be completed within the 12 month timerfre.

Fishing Effects on Ecosystem Comparison Study
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ODF&W has recently completed 20 hours of remoteperated vehicle (ROV

generated video tape of the sea floor in four asgasind the Nehalem Bank. Two
sites were selected inside and outside of an aredyrclosed to bottom trawling off

of the northern Oregon Coast. The 20 hours of fdotage taken with the ROV wi
require a tremendous amount of time to review,\aahnd evaluate and those effq
will begin this winter and could take up to two y@aAdditional studies relative

this issue are part of a long term line of invesiign (5-10 years). The department is

directed by the Governor (through designees) amdlagislature (through budge
and the staff has a limited ability to truly comrtot do future projects. However

believe that the shrimp program has an outstanaul record of following through

on their plans. As Director of the OTC, | am alsotioe external budget committee for

ODF&W and am able to help explain the value of thigject to the fishery and the

coastal communities if funding turns into an is¢Bead Pettinger, OTC Executi
Director, 2007).

Conclusion

This condition was considered fully met and closkeding the second surveillance

audit. In relation to condition requirements nalfier activities were conducted during

the third surveillance period.

Item

Comments

4

Condition of Certification 3

Pl and 80SG

Pl 3.1.3
The management system incorporates and appliesdaptige and responsib
exploitation strategy.

80SG
A responsible management strategy is followed uidicly:
* explicit long-term management objectives seekntintain stocks at hig
levels of productivity.
* an explicit harvest strategy which accounts focartainty.
» the management system estimates all commerdethes, landings and b
catch and annually assesses the status of taog&sst

Condition

Prior to the first annual surveillance audit, ttierd must prove that the managem
system estimates all commercial catches, landingsg-catch and annually asses
the status of the stock.

[Condition Intent: The deficiencies that reduce tkeore below 80 relate
shortcomings of total catch and estimates of ddscdsee 1.1.2.1 for elaboratio
Periodic observer coverage exists that recordadisoof undersized shrimp, but th
are no estimates of total catches compared witth feridings data.]

e

ent
Ses

(0]
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ere

Action Plan

ODFW had already planned on re-ordering shrimpdogis in 2008 and they codifi¢
the existing logbooks with a column that caughtdieeard information. The Oreg
Trawl Commission (OTC) is also working with the PBE®& on an electronic logbod
for all west coast trawl fisheries, and that featwill be incorporated as well.

2d
DN
k

Conclusion

This Condition was closed out at the first annualiband, as such, has become

part

of the annual audit review of the on-going operadiof the fishery.
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Item

Comments

5

Condition of Certification 4

Pl and 80SG

Pl 3.6.1

The management system measures and records andtegall aspects of the fishe

to provide a basis for assessment of stocks anégeament performance.

80SG
* There is a monitoring program that covers allgatbrs of stock health and
management performance.
» The monitoring program has been subjected topiedéent outside review
to identify gaps

=

y

Condition

Within one year, the client shall subject the figshenonitoring program to a
independent outside review to identify gaps. Theiewe shall verify that the

monitoring program covers all indicators of stoclealth and management

performance.

The review must be undertaken by a credible manageexpert.

>

1”2

Action Plan

The OTC will to hire a credible management expentetview the performance of t
management system. Within 6 months of the certdieavard the OTC will provide:
[1 The proposed reviewers(s) curriculum vita
[1 The terms of reference and scope for the managdresmew.

Prior to the First Annual Surveillance Audit, th& ©will provide:
[] The report of results of the Management Review
[ Identify Gaps from review process
[1 Proposed corrective action for identified gaps
[1 Propose timeline for corrective action plan
[1 Propose period and rationale for subsequent mamageeview

Observation

The report of the independent management review pagided to the certifier 3
required during the first surveillance audit (sggpéndix 3 of surveillance audit 1).

The performance indicator was rescored to 80 faliguthe first surveillance audi

and the condition closed out.

During the second audit, the status of the proposaetions identified in th
management review were examined and it was deteththrat no action was need

as actions to improve performance in this areaicoed. At the same time, Moody

Marine confirmed that the management/scientificnages committed to conductir
the proposed corrective actions, in particularelation to the occurrence of propos
management review, noting that compliance with isuld be examined in futu
audits.

During the third surveillance audit, it was notédttno actions have been taker
proceed with the implementation of regular progreswmiews, as outlined in th
corrective actions related to the program reviewWhile continued regulg
independent review is not a condition requiremant] as such does not affect scot
or the status of the condition, in both the revaawvd the client action plan there wa
commitment to examine the feasibility of the cortthg subsequent or regul
independent review.

It was noted that the listing of eulachon has takggority and requires significar

a)

ad,

g
ed
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resources.
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However, in relation to other proposed actionsofelhg the previous review, |t
should be noted that the client and ODFW contiruertcourage NMFS to provide
coverage and data necessary and in a timely fadbi@valuate the new logbook

program and gear research on bycatch reductiomggiog.

Conclusion

This Condition was closed out at the first annualia The surveillance team note that

actions identified in the independent managemewe hat been undertaken, howe\
this was not part of the requirements set out éncttndition.

er,

Any complaints against the certified operation; recorded, reviewed and actioned

No complaints that would potentially compromise tleetification were reported or
brought to the attention of the audit team durhng third surveillanceaudit.

Any relevant changesto legislation or regulation.

During the past year the following regulation chesgvere noted that relate to the
fishery:

Eulachon listed under ESAOn March 18, 2010 the NOAA Fisheries Service falfyn

listed the southern Distinct Population Segment pBf Pacific eulachon smelt

(Thaleichthys pacificus) as “threatened” under the Endangered Species(ESA)

(NOAA, 2011). In response to the listing, the Qnedrish and Wildlife Commission

(OFWC) imposed a regulation requiring 3/4" rigicaigr bycatch reduction devic

es

(BRD's) by 2012. This was the most effective measo reduce the eulachon bycatch

using existing technology, while allowing the fishdo continue. Furthermore,

provides time for managers and industry to exphbuditional means of minimizing

eulachon bycatch, if necessary. The National MaFkisheries Service (NMFS) h
also published a proposal to define eulachon efiti@bitat which, in time, cou
include grounds currently fished for shrimp.

The Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife (ODFWariie Resources Program
proactive in the task of minimizing eulachon by ctat primarily through traw
groundline gear modifications (ODFW Annual Pink i8ip Review, 2011; Hannah
al., 2011).

BRD Regulation ChangesFurther to the eulachon issue above, the OF\Wiptad
new BRD requirements for the shrimp fishery. Effez 1 January 2011, only rigi
grate BRD'’s are allowed with a maximum bar spa@hd.0 inch. Soft-panel BRD’

are not allowed. The maximum allowable rigid-grage spacing will decrease to ¥4

as of 1 January 2012.

The following have been in place previously, therefare not new changes, howe
they are noted here as they are applicable toetiiied fishery:

Essential Fish Habitat Trawl Closuresthe Pacific Fisheries Management Cou
(PFMC) designated several Essential Fish HabiteH{Eareas off the Oregon coast
no-trawl zones to protect hard bottom habitats asgbciated species. Shrimpers
prohibited from trawling within these areas. Thehlem Bank/Shalepile EFH
most relevant to shrimpers. Other EFH no-trawl suegar traditional shrimp groun
are Daisy Bank, Stonewall Bank, Heceta Bank andullegBank. The Vessg

Monitoring System will enable NMFS to enforce theHEno-trawl zones (PFMC

2011).
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Declarations requiredNMFS requires shrimpers to file a declaratioporé before the
vessel operates in any Rockfish Conservation AR@A). Only one declaration |s
required but it must be filed before leaving foe tfirst shrimp trip of the season
(NOAA Office of Law Enforcement, 2011).

8 Any relevant changes to management regime.

Increased NMFS observer coverag®©bserver coverage in the 2010 fishery was
12.8% (94 of 733 trips), substantially higher thihe 8.7% coverage rate achieved in
2009. While this level of coverage falls shorttloé 20% target set for 2010, it does
show improvement toward attaining this goal. Cagerat this higher level will he
refine catch estimates of eulachon by shrimpersdditfonally, Washington-base
shrimpers were observed for the first time durio@@ which may help define spatjal
and temporal eulachon catch patterns by shrimpeng ¢he west coast in the future

o T

Enforcement Issues The Oregon State Police (OSP) will inspect Hgidtes and
measure bar spacing at the beginning of the 2044o0se to ensure compliance wijth
the current rigid-grate 1.0” maximum bar spacinguieement. ODFW staff will meet
with OSP officers to establish a protocol for takthe measurements. No count-per-
pound issues occurred during the 2010 season.

9 Any other relevant changes

In response to the listing of eulachon as "threat&nand documented concern from
stakeholders, ODFW has been proactive in reducimgacts on eulachon smelt and,
by extension, other bycatch species. FurtherntbeeOregon pink shrimp industry
gives high priority to the reduction of eulachonthe catches. The OFWC wijll
require 3/4" rigid grate BRD's by 2012. As of 3dember 2010, only rigid grates are
permitted; soft-panel BRDs are not allowed.  ODEWtourages shrimpers to be
proactive in reducing bycatch by using grates width" bar spacing as soon |as
possible, considering changes in gear design @iguinating accelerator panels,
modifying ground gear) and moving away from areaken eulachon are
encountered.

Efforts are ongoing to define eulachon critical iteth develop a rebuilding plan and
obtain more information on eulachon ecology. Thetdtted Resources Division
(PRD), while encouraging more research on bycagttuation, has recognized the
efforts made to reduce eulachon bycatch in therghffishery and that the shrimp
fishery is not likely the primary cause of the etlen decline.

The Marine Resources Program of ODFW gives higbriyi in 2011 to research
designed to reduce eulachon bycatch through graardgodification, and observing
eulachon behaviour as they interact with a rigiatgBRD during trawling. Althoug
the research is focussed on eulachon, bycatch tredaavill also benefit species such
as darkblotched rockfish that are designated asrfshed”.

A shrimp fleet survey to document the styles arelalence of groundgear currently
utilized by Oregon shrimpers was planned to begiMarch 2011. Survey results
may be very useful in future, should groundgeagration prove to be an effective
way to reduce eulachon catch.

The model used to forecast recruitment for thibdig (Hannah, 2010; 2011) has
proven to be very informative, not only for foretiag the magnitude of the next
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the way the fishery is managed.

10 Overall conclusion regarding the certification of the Oregon pink shrimp trawl fishery

efforts to reduce impacts on habitat and bycatamooftarget species.

MSC Certification should therefore continue witmaal audits.

year's fishery, but also for demonstrating thatuigment of pink shrimp is driven by
environmental factors rather than fishery effecthis knowledge is fundamental |to

The pink shrimp resource is considered to be hgattbspite the possibility of lower
recruitment of age 1 shrimp to the fishery in 20INo changes in management have
taken place that would be detrimental to the perforce of this fishery against the
MSC standard. Management and industry continugetproactive with research ahd

Information Sour ces:

Golden Marine Consulting. 2008. Report of theelpehdent Review: Oregon Pink Shrimp Fish
Oregon, USA; 35pgs.

Hannah, R.W. 2011. Variation in the distributionogiean shrimpRandalus jordani) recruits: links with
coastal upwelling and climate change. Fish. Ocgari®:4, 305-313.

Hannah, R.W., Jones, S.A., Lomeli, M.J.M, WakefialdW. 2011. Trawl net modifications to redu
the bycatch of eulachonTlfaleichthys pacificus) in the ocean shrimpPéndalus jordani) fishery.
Fisheries Research 110 (2011): 277-282.

ce

Hannah, R.W., S.A. Jones, W. Miller and J.S. Knigl2009. Effects of trawling for ocean shrimp

(Pandalus jordani) on macroinvertebrate abundance and diversityoat 6ites near Nehalem Bar
Oregon. Fishery Bulletin. 108: 30-38.

Hannah, R.W. 2010. Use of a pre-recruit abundandex to improve forecasts of ocean shr
(Pandalus jordani) recruitment from environmental models. CalCOEpR Vol. 51: 9pp.

Oregon Department of Fish and Wildlife. 2011. 22mohual Pink Shrimp Review,
Newport Oregon: 12p. [Online]. Available froimttp://www.dfw.state.or.us/MRP/publications
Accessed: October 2011.

National Oceanographic and Atmospheric AdministrafiNOAA). 2011. Eulachon (Columbia Rive

[Online]. Available from: http://www.nwr.noaa.gov/Other-Marine-Species/Eutatibfm Accessed
October 2011.

NOAA Office of Law Enforcement. 2011. Northwed’@ — Declaration Requirements for Limited
Entry Open Access Tribal Fisheries [Online]. Asahik from:
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/ole/nw_declarationregslhtAccessed: October, 2011.

Pacific Fishery Management Council (PFMC). 201Hishery Management Plan and Amendme
Fishery Management Plan Appendices [Online]. g from:
http://www.pcouncil.org/groundfish/fishery-managertiplan/fmp-appendices/ Accessed: Octobe
2011.

kv

mp

D

=

)

nts:

18

FCS 03 vl Rev 01 Page 13 of 15



Intertek Moody Marine.

Oregon Pink Shrimp Travidhery: Surveillance Report

M eetings
Date Organisation Attending Topics Discussed
_ Logbook program implementation and results from 2010
_ Quantity of catch landed and discarded over the season
_ Bycatch composition and quantity
Oregon Department |Bob Hannah, _ Updates on ongoing research (gear modification, bycatch reduction)

October 11, 2011

of Fish and Wildlife

Steve Jones

October 11, 2011

Oregon Trawl
Commission

Brad Pettinger

_ Eulachon: research, results of listing as 'threatened’, interaction
between fishery and eulachon

_Changes in management, operation, personale, and/or regulations in
2010 fishery

_ Forecast for 2011 fishery

Standards and Guidelines used:

1. MSC Principles and Criteria for Sustainable Fishing
2. MSC Fishery Certification Methodology Version 6 pSamber 2006
3. TAB Directives - all
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Intertek Moody Marine. Oregon Pink Shrimp Travidhery: Surveillance Report

APPENDI X 1: Surveillance Audit Notification

-
Intertek M

DY

INTERNATIONAL

OREGON PINK SHRIMP

MSC Certification
Certification Body: Intertek Moody Marine

Desk Top Audit: Third Surveillance

Following certification of this fishery. we are now contimuing the process of annual surveillance audits of the fishery.
with the third surveillance audit being conducted by Amanda Park and Don Parsons. In addition. the audit report will
be reviewed by Susan Hanna and Mark Pedersen.

These audits have two principal functions:

1. To review any changes in the management of the fishery. including regulations, key management or scientific
staff, or stock evaluation

2. To evaluate the progress of the fishery against any Conditions of Certification raised during the Main
Assessment

A variation has been granted by the MSC to allow for the third surveillance audit, focused on the management and
operation of the 2010 fishery. to be conducted as a desk top audit. As such there will be no on-site visit conducted:
rather the audit will be conducted via conference call. email discussion, and review of written submissions. As with
all surveillance audits the assessment team will be speaking with representatives of the fishery and fishery
management organisations, will be available to stakeholders for discussions. and will consider any written
submissions received.

Should you have any information on this fishery that you feel should be considered during the surveillance audit,
please advise us of:

a) your name and contact details

b) your association with the fishery

¢) the issues you would like to discuss (in order for us to arrange appropriate representation)
d) when would like to meet. all verbal discussions will be conducted via conference call

All stakeholder interactions, written and verbal, must be concluded by SpmGMT on October 14™. As such, written
submissions will be accepted until Spm GMT, October 14™, 2011. Should you wish to arrange a discussion with the
assessment team, please notify us by October 11%, 2011 to arrange a date and time.

Best Regards,

Amanda Park
Lead Assessor
September 27, 2011

E-mail: amanda.park@intertek.com
Fax: (902) 422-9780
Address: Intertek Moody Marine
99 Wyse Road. Suite 815
Dartmouth, NS
B3A 485
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