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England/Mid-Atlantic yellowtail
flounder, and develop new
accountability measures for northern
windowpane flounder; and (4) consider
an inshore transit corridor for limited
access scallop vessels to declare out of
the fishery. The Advisors will also
provide input on potential Council work
priorities for 2015 related to the scallop
management plan. The Council is
expected to discuss these issues at the
September Council meeting.
Special Accommodations
This meeting is physically accessible
to people with disabilities. Requests for
sign language interpretation or other
auxiliary aids should be directed to
Thomas A. Nies, Executive Director, at
(978) 465–0492, at least 5 days prior to
the meeting date.
Authority: 16 U.S.C. 1801 et seq.
Dated: September 2, 2014.
Tracey L. Thompson,
Acting Deputy Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc. 2014–21177 Filed 9–4–14; 8:45 am]
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and Bonnethead Sharks
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ACTION: Notice.
AGENCY:

This action serves as a notice
that NMFS, on behalf of the Secretary of
Commerce (Secretary), has determined
that Atlantic sharpnose sharks
(Rhizoprinodon terraenovae) are split
into two stocks (Atlantic and Gulf of
Mexico), each with a status of ‘‘not
overfished, no overfishing occurring,’’
and bonnethead sharks (Sphyrna tiburo)
are split into two stocks (Atlantic and
Gulf of Mexico), each with a status of
‘‘unknown.’’
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Karyl Brewster-Geisz or Guý DuBeck at
301–427–8503.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Atlantic
sharpnose and bonnethead sharks are
managed under the authority of the
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
Conservation and Management Act.
NMFS manages all shark species under
the 2006 Consolidated Atlantic Highly
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Migratory Species Fishery Management
Plan and its amendments.
Atlantic sharpnose and bonnethead
sharks were both previously assessed in
2007 as part of the Southeast Data,
Assessment, and Review (SEDAR)
process. At that time, both species were
determined to have the status of ‘‘not
overfished, no overfishing occurring.’’
These species were most recently
assessed again in 2013 as ‘‘standard’’
assessments as part of SEDAR 34. While
‘‘benchmark’’ assessments allow for
major changes, standard assessments
generally update previous benchmark
assessments with additional years of
data and allow for only minor changes.
All documents and information
regarding of the most recent assessment
(SEDAR 34) and the 2007 assessment
(SEDAR 13) can be found on the SEDAR
Web page at http://www.sefsc.noaa.gov/
sedar/.
On the first day of the face-to-face
assessment workshop meeting in June
2013, the scientists determined that the
genetic information clearly indicated
both species should be split into a Gulf
of Mexico stock and an Atlantic stock.
However, because the assessments had
been scheduled as standard
assessments, the assessment process and
timing would not allow the scientists to
make this change. Making such a change
would have required four benchmark
assessments rather than two standard
assessments. It would have also
required additional changes to the
format and structure of the data that had
not been anticipated and allowed for in
the overall SEDAR schedule. Based on
a request from fishery managers to
continue given that the previous
assessments were over 5 years old and
updated scientific advice was needed,
the scientists agreed to continue with
the standard assessment of both species
as single stocks in order to provide
management advice on the potential
status of the stocks.
Regarding Atlantic sharpnose, there
were 20 model runs for this species.
Seventeen of the 18 model runs that
considered the species to be a single
stock found that the species as a single
stock was not overfished and no
overfishing was occurring (Base run:
F2011/FMSY = 0.34, SSF2011/SSFMSY =
1.73). A sensitivity run that included
only those indices that were decreasing
found that the species as a single stock
may be overfished with overfishing
occurring (F2011/FMSY = 1.06, SSF2011/
SSFMSY = 0.40). Additionally, the
scientists at the 2013 assessment could
use catch and indices of abundance data
that were split between the two stocks
because the scientists at the 2007
assessment had considered such a split
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and therefore had split overall catch
data and indices of abundance between
the Gulf of Mexico and Atlantic regions.
This split in data allowed the scientists
to conduct sensitivity analyses using the
biology for each stock with the
respective catch data and indices. The
Atlantic sensitivity run found the stock
was not overfished and no overfishing
was occurring (F2011/FMSY = 0.23;
SSF2011/SSFMSY = 2.07). The Gulf of
Mexico sensitivity run also found the
stock was not overfished and no
overfishing was occurring (F2011/FMSY =
0.57; SSF2011/SSFMSY = 1.01).
Considering the assessment as a whole,
including the multiple sensitivity
analyses, the scientists determined that
the assessment provided a consistent
picture of stock status, especially in
terms of the stock not being overfished.
Two of the three peer reviewers agreed
with the results of Atlantic sharpnose
shark assessment; the third reviewer
was concerned about bias in the shrimp
trawl data. Based on these results,
NMFS has decided to split the Atlantic
sharpnose shark species into two
stocks—an Atlantic stock and a Gulf of
Mexico stock—and determined that the
status of both stocks is not overfished
and no overfishing is occurring.
Regarding bonnethead sharks, there
were 19 model runs for this species.
Sixteen of the 19 model runs, including
the base run, found that the species—as
a single stock—was not overfished and
no overfishing was occurring (Base run:
F2011/FMSY = 0.50, SSF2011/SSFMSY =
1.27). The continuity run indicated that
overfishing was occurring (F2011/FMSY =
1.01, SSF2011/SSFMSY = 1.37). A
sensitivity run that looked at only
decreasing indices indicated the species
may be overfished (F2011/FMSY = 0.96,
SSF2011/SSFMSY = 0.58). Two of the
sensitivity runs attempted to examine
the status of the Atlantic stock and the
Gulf of Mexico stock. However, because
the 2007 benchmark stock assessment
for bonnethead sharks did not split the
catch data and indices of abundance
data between stocks, the 2013
assessment did not split the catch and
indices of abundance data between
stocks, which is different from what was
done in the Atlantic sharpnose shark
assessment. Thus, the sensitivity runs
examining the Atlantic stock and the
Gulf of Mexico stock used the respective
biology for each stock but did not split
the data or indices between the different
stocks. Specifically, the Atlantic
sensitivity analysis used the Atlantic
stock biology with the combined Gulf of
Mexico and Atlantic catch data and
indices of abundance; the Gulf of
Mexico sensitivity used the Gulf of

E:\FR\FM\05SEN1.SGM

05SEN1

rmajette on DSK2TPTVN1PROD with NOTICES

Federal Register / Vol. 79, No. 172 / Friday, September 5, 2014 / Notices
Mexico stock biology with the combined
Gulf of Mexico and Atlantic catch data
and indices of abundance. The
sensitivity run using the Atlantic
biology for the single stock found the
stock was overfished and overfishing
was occurring (F2011/FMSY = 1.09;
SSF2011/SSFMSY = 0.73). The sensitivity
run use the Gulf of Mexico biology for
the single stock found the stock was not
overfished and no overfishing was
occurring (F2011/FMSY = 0.45; SSF2011/
SSFMSY = 1.48).
The assessment found that, when
assessed as single stock, the status of
bonnethead sharks was not overfished
and no overfishing was occurring. The
scientists stressed that there is strong
evidence for two separate stocks and
that using the biology corresponding to
the Atlantic for the assessment for a
single stock led to a different conclusion
on stock status (i.e., the stock was
overfished and overfishing was
occurring). None of the peer reviewers
agreed with the determination of
bonnethead sharks for the species as a
single stock. The reviewers all felt that
the species should have been split into
two different stocks and analyzed in a
manner that is similar to what was done
with Atlantic sharpnose sharks. As
such, based on these results and the
peer reviews, NMFS decided to split the
bonnethead shark species into two
stocks—an Atlantic stock and a Gulf of
Mexico stock—and determined that the
status of both stocks is unknown.
In the upcoming Amendment 6 to the
2006 Consolidated Highly Migratory
Species Fishery Management Plan,
NMFS will be considering
implementing total allowable catches
and commercial quotas for the nonblacknose SCS complexes in the
Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico regions,
which includes the sharpnose and
bonnethead stocks, based on the results
of the SEDAR 34 assessment. Pending
such an Amendment, the separate
Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico sharpnose
and bonnethead shark stocks remain
within the overall non-blacknose SCS
management complex, with the quotas
for the complex designated for this
fishing year. Current regulations specify
that ‘‘[i]nseason and/or annual quota
transfers of regional quotas between
regions may be conducted only for
species or management groups where
the species are the same between
regions and the quota is split between
regions for management purposes and
not as a result of a stock assessment.’’
Although the non-blacknose SCS quota
currently is split between regions for
management purposes, transferring
quota between the two regions would be
inconsistent with accomplishing the
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objectives of the fishery management
plan now that sharpnose and
bonnethead have been split into
separate stocks as a result of the stock
assessment. Such a transfer would,
essentially, disregard the scientific bases
for splitting sharpnose and bonnethead
sharks into two stocks, and there is no
practicable way to analyze the impacts
of and establish separate quotas for
these stocks or the complex as a whole
absent the amendment process. The
next assessments for these two species
are not yet scheduled but will include
benchmark assessments for each stock.
Dated: September 2, 2014.
Emily H. Menashes,
Acting Director, Office of Sustainable
Fisheries, National Marine Fisheries Service.
[FR Doc. 2014–21278 Filed 9–3–14; 11:15 am]
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Takes of Marine Mammals Incidental to
Specified Activities; U.S. Navy Training
Activities in the Gulf of Alaska
Temporary Maritime Activities Area
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letter of authorization; request for
comments and information.
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NMFS has received a request
from the U.S. Navy (Navy) for
authorization to take marine mammals
incidental to the training activities
conducted in the Gulf of Alaska
Temporary Maritime Activities Area
(GOA TMAA) from April 2016 through
April 2021. Pursuant to the Marine
Mammal Protection Act (MMPA), NMFS
is announcing our receipt of the Navy’s
request for the development and
implementation of regulations
governing the incidental taking of
marine mammals and inviting
information, suggestions, and comments
on the Navy’s application and request.
DATES: Comments and information must
be received no later than October 6,
2014.
ADDRESSES: Comments on the
application should be addressed to Jolie
Harrison, Chief, Permits and
Conservation Division, Office of
Protected Resources, National Marine
Fisheries Service, 1315 East-West
Highway, Silver Spring, MD 20910–
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3225. The mailbox address for providing
email comments is ITP.Fiorentino@
noaa.gov. NMFS is not responsible for
email comments sent to addresses other
than the one provided here. Comments
sent via email, including all
attachments, must not exceed a 10megabyte file size.
Instructions: All comments received
are a part of the public record and will
generally be posted to http://
www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/permits/
incidental.htm without change. All
Personal Identifying Information (for
example, name, address, etc.)
voluntarily submitted by the commenter
may be publicly accessible. Do not
submit Confidential Business
Information or otherwise sensitive or
protected information.
A copy of the Navy’s application may
be obtained by visiting the Internet at:
http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/pr/permits/
incidental.htm. The Navy’s Draft
Supplemental Environmental Impact
Statement (DSEIS) for the GOA TMAA
was made available to the public on
August 23, 2014. A 60-day public
comment period is open through
October 22, 2014. Documents cited in
this notice may also be viewed, by
appointment, during regular business
hours, at the aforementioned address.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: John
Fiorentino, Office of Protected
Resources, NMFS, (301) 427–8477.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:
Background
Sections 101(a)(5)(A) and (D) of the
MMPA (16 U.S.C. 1361 et seq.) direct
the Secretary of Commerce to allow,
upon request, the incidental, but not
intentional, taking of small numbers of
marine mammals by United States
citizens who engage in a specified
activity (other than commercial fishing)
within a specific geographical region if
certain findings are made and either
regulations are issued or, if the taking is
limited to harassment, a notice of a
proposed authorization is provided to
the public for review.
Authorization for incidental takings
shall be granted if NMFS finds that the
taking will have a negligible impact on
the species or stock(s), will not have an
unmitigable adverse impact on the
availability of the species or stock(s) for
subsistence uses (where relevant), and if
the permissible methods of taking and
requirements pertaining to the
mitigation, monitoring and reporting of
such takings are set forth. NMFS has
defined ‘‘negligible impact’’ in 50 CFR
216.103 as ‘‘. . . an impact resulting
from the specified activity that cannot
be reasonably expected to, and is not
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