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1. Welcome, introductions, agenda overview.

e The California Dungeness Crab Task Force (DCTF) Administrative Team (Admin Team)
introduced and welcomed participants to the DCTF Executive Committee (EC) call.

e The EC is a subcommittee of the DCTF and cannot make decisions on behalf of the DCTF. The
DCTF has directed the EC to begin discussions to address priority topics and help usher DCTF
recommendations between DCTF meetings. Submissions from the public (see Guidelines to
Submit Requests DCTF & Executive Committee Agenda Items) also guide EC discussions. All

meeting outcomes, including ideas and options developed by the EC, will be shared with the full
DCTF for consideration during the next DCTF meeting, which is anticipated for October 15-16,

2025.

e Agenda topics, meeting agreements, and guidelines for providing public comment were
reviewed. A call recording will be available upon request for 30 days following the call. Please
contact info@dungenesscrabtaskforce.com for more information.

2. Public comments on non-agenda items.

e No public comment was provided on this agenda item

3. Updates on the Dungeness crab fishery, including, but not limited to, the Risk Assessment Mitigation
Program (RAMP), follow-up from the July EC meeting, topics related to the Dungeness crab fishery,

etc.

The Admin Team (i.e., the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW), the Ocean Protection
Council (OPC), and Strategic Earth) provided updates on various topics related to the Dungeness

crab fishery.
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e Risk Assessment Mitigation Program (RAMP): Ryan Bartling and Joanna Grebel, CDFW,
shared that the proposed RAMP regulatory changes (§ 132.8 to Title 14 CCR) were submitted
to the Office of Administrative Law and are anticipating the regulatory approval to be approved
at any moment. CDFW anticipates an effective date of November 1, 2025, for the updated
regulations. As soon as they are approved, CDFW will share them with the Admin Team, who
will then share the update through the DCTF email list.

o Line-Marking and Distribution: Surface line will be required to have specific purple and
black line marking for the 2025-26 fishing season. CDFW recently distributed 4,000 coils
of purple and black hydropro line via five events to the fleet with the support of Englund
Marine and Pacific States Marine Fisheries Commission (PSMFC). Each permit holder
who applied for the free line received six to seventeen coils based on their trap permit
tier. Almost all the available coils have been distributed, and there is a waitlist for permit
holders. CDFW may share more coils as they become available. Proposed regulations
to prohibit other fisheries (e.g., the recreational Dungeness crab fishery and other
commercial fisheries) from using the purple and black line and the line colors designated
in Oregon (yellow and black) and Washington (red and black) will be submitted to the
Office of Administrative Law soon.

e Take Reduction Team (TRT): CDFW explained that the National Marine Fisheries Service
(NMFS) reduced the scope of the TRT to only include sablefish at this time, with Dungeness
crab anticipated to be added later, but it is unclear when. Only Humpback whale entanglements
are included/being addressed by the TRT, not blue whale entanglements. The first TRT meeting
is expected to be held November 3-6, 2025. Updates are available on NMFS’s website.

e Follow up on DCTF/EC discussions: There are no updates on the DCTF’s 2024
recommendations, and there has been no action on them by the California Legislature. The
Joint Committee on Fisheries and Aquaculture’s hearing was postponed until October 1, 2025,
and an update on the DCTF’s requests is anticipated to be provided during the hearing.

e Update from an EC Member: Zach Rotwein, EC Member, shared the Restoring America’s
Seafood Competitiveness Executive Order public comment period, which requests feedback
from the public on regulatory improvements to federal fisheries. He explained that because
whale entanglements are a federal issue, the DCTF should develop a “common ask” for the
Trump Administration around fisheries management and impacts from the Marine Mammal
Protection Act (MMPA) and the Endangered Species Act (ESA). He also requested that the
DCTF recommend that CDFW participate in this comment period and discuss with federal
agencies about how to reduce the regulatory burden on the commercial Dungeness crab
fishery. The Admin Team reminded the Executive Committee that they cannot make
recommendations and that this topic would have to go to the DCTF for a formal
recommendation. The next DCTF meeting is October 15-16, 2025, and the public comment
period ends October 14, 2025. However, the EC could discuss some ideas on how to respond
and share with their local associations to inform responses during the comment period.

EC Members discussed the updates:

e RAMP: An EC Member asked when the Incidental Take Permit (ITP) would be issued. CDFW
explained that they are finalizing the fifth public draft of the Conservation Plan, which will be
resubmitted to NMFS before the end of the year. The timeline for their approval is uncertain and

2


https://wildlife.ca.gov/Notices/Regulations/RAMP2024
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Notices/Regulations/Commercial-Lines
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/west-coast/marine-mammal-protection/west-coast-take-reduction-team
https://opc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2024/12/DCTF_LegReport_ADA_November-2024-508.pdf
https://opc.ca.gov/wp-content/uploads/2024/12/DCTF_LegReport_ADA_November-2024-508.pdf
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/action/restoring-americas-seafood-competitiveness
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/action/restoring-americas-seafood-competitiveness

hinges on the TRT timeline and changes in structures within the federal government. An EC
Member asked if the ITP would reflect updated whale populations. CDFW explained that an
updated stock assessment report will be available soon and will inform NMFS’s approval of the
ITP. They clarified that the delay with the TRT was a result of NMFS needing time to develop a
methodology for accounting for unobserved entanglement mortality in the fishery. CDFW is
tracking this process closely and will work with NMFS to inform it. An EC Member asked what
happens when a fishery reaches take limits as part of an ITP. CDFW stated that a consultation
with NMFS would be required. EC Members asked for clarification on various aspects of the
RAMP regulations:

o RAMP scoring: An EC Member asked if RAMP 2.0 changed the accountability scoring.
CDFW confirmed that it would, such that entanglements in unknown fishing gear will
equate to 0.25 of a confirmed entanglement in Commercial Dungeness crab gear, as
opposed to 0.38, and will not count by Nov 1, 2028, when line marking is fully
implemented.

o Alternative Gear: An EC Member asked if pop-up gear would be allowed in the spring
under the new RAMP regulations. CDFW explained that their intention is to approve
some alternative gear types in the spring; however, pop-up gear will not be authorized
until CDFW finishes putting a few other “sideboards” in place (e.g., allowable depths,
etc.). Most likely, alternative gear will be rolled out in phases. CDFW Marine Region is
working closely with the Law Enforcement Division on alternative gear authorizations.

o Line marking: A few EC Members asked for clarification on the line marking
requirements, including whether there are exceptions for gangions, for the upcoming
season. CDFW said they would share a flyer that clarifies the line marking requirements
with the Admin Team to share with the DCTF. Another EC Member requested guidance
on when two trailer buoys/lines are used, especially in deeper water. CDFW clarified
that any line connecting trailer/buoys needs to be marked, with the exception of
gangions. The regulations state: “(2) Any portion of a line that connects two buoys on all
Dungeness crab fishing gear shall be continuously marked pursuant to subsection
(h)(2)(A), excluding buoy gangions (also known as buoy straps). For the purpose of this
section, a buoy gangion is defined as a rope or line that passes through, and is affixed
to, the buoy forming loops on each end of the buoy but does not connect any two
buoys.”

Restoring America’s Seafood Competitiveness Executive Order Public Comment Period: An EC
Member explained that several members from the California Coast Crab Association (CCCA)
traveled to Washington DCTF to meet with folks on the Hill, where they requested that
Humpback whales be delisted. Demonstrating that Humpback whales along the west coast
have recovered would benefit the state-managed Dungeness crab fishery, as it would no longer
be subject to the MMPA and ESA. He explained that although the public comment period ends
on October 14, one day prior to the DCTF’s next meeting, he doesn’t believe there is a hard
deadline to provide comments to NMFS and thinks it's important for the DCTF to discuss it.
Another EC Member stated that if the deadline for public comment is not firm as the other
Member stated, he supported the DCTF discussing it in October.

o The Admin Team reminded the EC that the DCTF is a state body and their

recommendations are shared with the California Legislature, CDFW, and the California
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Fish and Game Commission. Therefore, the discussion around the Seafood
Competitiveness Executive Order should be focused on the context of state fisheries
management. An EC Member expressed support for discussing this topic and explained
his interest in giving the state guidance on their priorities as it relates to their
engagement with federal agencies around this topic. A couple EC Members agreed and
suggested that the DCTF make a recommendation around unobserved entanglement
whale mortality since it greatly impacts the Dungeness crab fishery and RAMP program.

o During the discussion, a number of materials and references were shared via the Zoom
chat, including: 1) Pacific States Fishery Management Council draft public comments to
the Executive Order, including an addendum; 2) Information about public listening
sessions, which is another means to provide public comment beyond letter writing.

o Additionally, this Executive Order is in reference to federal fisheries management, and
the commercial Dungeness crab fishery is managed through California state law, not by
federal law; however, DCTF members are welcome to provide public comment as
individuals. The EC can't make comments on behalf of the DCTF, which is not meeting
until October 15-16, 2025.

e An EC Member requested an accounting from the Pacific States Marine Fisheries Commission
(PSMFC) on the crab quality testing program to see if it is possible to provide more
compensation to participating vessels.

Public Comment

e No public comment was provided on this agenda item

4. Discuss and consider priority topics identified during the May 2025 EC meeting, including, but not
limited to:

4a. Commercial fishermen’s concerns around the purchase of their full suite of trap tags when
gear reductions are in place, especially for multiple seasons.

Context: During the last two Executive Committee meetings, EC Members shared that the fleet has
expressed frustration over paying for a full stack of tags despite only being able to fish a half stack for
multiple seasons in some areas.

Discussion:
e The Admin Team shared that CDFW stated that they cannot issue reimbursements for
unused tags.

e An EC Member suggested that the DCTF recommend changes to regulations to allow CDFW
to issue reimbursements. The EC discussed whether a reduction in future fees would be
easier for CDFW to implement than a reimbursement. The EC discussed that the fee structure
for trap tags and biennial permits exists in both the Fish and Game Code (legislative) and Title
14 (regulatory with CDFW authority), which would require different entities and processes to
change. The EC discussed that the sunsetting Fish and Game Code statutes could be one
step in addressing this issue; however, changes would still need to be made in the Title 14
regulations.
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4a. Commercial fishermen’s concerns around the purchase of their full suite of trap tags when
gear reductions are in place, especially for multiple seasons.

e EC Members stressed the need to ensure the process of reducing fees is simple. CDFW
reiterated the complexity of changing fee structures and stated that it is not a switch that can
be flipped on and off each season.

e The EC briefly discussed the complexities of offering reimbursements or reductions in fees
based on the fact that the tags are issued every two years, and permit transfers could add
another layer of complexity. Additionally, it will be important to have clear documentation on
where a permit holder is fishing to ensure they qualify for a reduction/reimbursement (e.g.,
landing receipts).

e An EC Member suggested the DCTF discuss alternative mechanisms for gear reduction so
that it is proportional to permit tiers rather than a 50% reduction across all permits.

Public Comment:
e No public comment was provided on this agenda item

Conclusion: The EC continues to identify this topic as a priority. More information is needed to
understand what is needed to be able to change permit fees.

4b. Interpretation of regulations allowing the same vessel to fish both recreationally and
commercially in the same season.

Context: The EC discussed the idea that commercial and recreational/sport fishing on a
commercially permitted Dungeness crab fishing vessel is allowed in the same season. An FAQ about
recreational fishing on a commercially permitted vessel is available on CDFW’s website.

Discussion:

e An EC Member expressed concern that CDFW is allowing fishermen to fish recreationally and
commercially in the same season, explaining that the interpretation of the regulations by
CDFW has changed over the years. He stated that a commercially permitted vessel could use
recreational gear before the commercial opener to prospect for fishing areas and crab quality.
The Member also explained that in some ports, recreationally-caught crab is being illegally
sold before the commercial fishery opener. Additionally, allowing a commercially permitted
vessel to recreationally fish increases the amount of gear on the water, resulting in whale
entanglements. This is especially concerning since recreational regulations are not as rigid as
commercial regulations (e.g., a nine-day recreational service interval vs. 96 hours for the
commercial service interval).

e EC Members asked if this issue could be resolved for the 2025-26 season following a DCTF
recommendation in October 2025. CDFW stated that it could not be resolved without changes
to Fish and Game Code, which could not be completed before the start of the current season.
The statute associated with this topic is as follows: Fish and Game Code §9012 (a) No vessel
may be used to take and land crab for both commercial and sport purposes in the same day.

e Various EC Members suggested there should be prohibitions for recreational fishing on a
commercially permitted vessel before the commercial season opener. Other Members
believed recreational fishing should never be allowed on a commercially permitted vessel with



https://wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Marine/Invertebrates/Commercial-Regulations#317641131-can-i-sport-crab-for-dungeness-from-a-commercially-permitted-vessel
https://wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Marine/Invertebrates/Commercial-Regulations#317641131-can-i-sport-crab-for-dungeness-from-a-commercially-permitted-vessel

4b. Interpretation of regulations allowing the same vessel to fish both recreationally and
commercially in the same season.

the exception of those that are dually permitted as Commercial Passenger Fishing Vessels
(CPFV). They acknowledged that there are regulations in place that allow a commercially
permitted vessel to fish as a CPFVs after the season opener and explained that this issue was
different from recreational/sport fishing.

Public Comment:
No public comment was received on this agenda item.

Conclusion: The EC identified this topic as a priority for the DCTF to discuss.

5. Confirm priority topics for future EC discussions and the fall 2025 DCTF meeting, which may
include, but will not be limited to, sunsetting Dungeness crab Fish and Game code sections, DCTF
recommendations, identifying future funding opportunities, and other Dungeness crab fishery
management considerations identified by the EC.

@)

The next DCTF Meeting is anticipated to be held on October 15-16, 2025, in Santa Rosa,
California. To date, the Admin Team has received numerous requests for agenda items, and
the EC has identified many priorities over the last three EC meetings. The Admin Team
reviewed the list of agenda requests and asked the EC to identify their priorities:

The highest priority topics included: 1) Confirm the DCTF charter and new EC
Membership; 2) Receive updates from CDFW and others around a range of topics,
including a follow-up on the DCTF’s recommendation from 2024 around lost fishing gear
recovery. The updates will also include seasonal landings summaries, quality updates,
etc.; 3) Review and discuss the sunsetting Fish and Game code sections (including, but
not limited to, how to encourage decision-makers to act on DCTF recommendations and
identify funding priorities for the fleet); 4) Discuss RAMP and whale entanglements
(including, but not limited to, unobserved entanglement whale mortality, reviewing
RAMP tools and updates/alternatives to gear reduction); 5) Discuss the Restoring
America’s Seafood Competitiveness Executive Order.

The EC acknowledged that the two topics discussed during this meeting (i.e.,
compensating the fleet when fishing under a gear reduction and allowing recreational
fishing on a commercially permitted vessel) were still priorities and should be addressed
as time allows or discussed at another meeting. A request also came from a University
of California, Santa Cruz researcher for a 30-45-minute agenda item to share the results
of their recent study and gather feedback from the DCTF to help predict the temporal
and spatial distributions of domoic acid and Dungeness crab, to help reduce some of
that uncertainty for fishermen and managers. EC Members did not identify this topic as a
priority; however, this information could be shared during public comment and via the
DCTF email list.

Public Comment

Kate Kauer, The Nature Conservancy and DCTF Member, suggested the DCTF prioritize their
time on topics directly impacting the Dungeness crab fishery and not the Seafood
Competitiveness Executive Order, since the public comment period closes before the meeting,
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and time would be better spent on other discussions. She encouraged Members to submit
comments via listening sessions and in writing via email, as outlined by NMFS.

e Carrie Pomeroy, from UC Santa Cruz, stated that, given the many and higher priorities, the UC
Santa Cruz presentation/discussion would focus on harmful algal blooms (HABs), domoic acid
management impacts, and share information to help reduce uncertainty. The second part of the
presentation would focus on the time and space dynamics of HABs and Dungeness crab, which
may also be helpful for whales/RAMP.

e Lisa Damrosch, Pacific Coast Federation of Fishermen’s Association (PCFFA), suggested the
EC prioritize discussing how to move DCTF recommendations forward with decision-makers,
especially considering the number of Fish and Game code sections sunsetting in the near
future. She stated that PCFFA is planning to give a presentation on lost gear recovery as a
follow-up to the DCTF’s recommendation last year. She stated that PCFFA and CCCA are
planning to submit crab-forward letters in response to the Seafood Competitiveness Executive
Order, which doesn’t preclude the EC from discussing it. However, she does not think it is a
good use of the DCTF’s time to discuss it following the public comment deadline.

6. Adjourn
e The Admin Team summarized the next steps that emerged from the call discussion.
e The Admin Team will:

o Produce a summary of this meeting and post it on the DCTF webpage once it has been
reviewed for accuracy by the EC.

o Develop the DCTF’s October 15-16 meeting agenda based on the feedback from this
meeting and circulate it in accordance with the Bagley-Keene Open Meetings Act.

o Follow up with PSMFC on the accounting for the crab quality testing program.
e CDFW will:
o Continue to share updates with the fleet and the DCTF as RAMP 2.0 is implemented.

The next EC meeting is anticipated for spring 2026, and the next DCTF meeting is scheduled for
October 15-16, 2025. More details will be shared on the DCTF webpage and through the DCTF email
list.
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