GPRA 309 Performance Measures Form

Title:  Final Amendment 3 to the Consolidated Atlantic Highly Migratory Species 

Fishery Management Plan and Draft Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) 
CEQ Number(s): 20100086 
Principal Reviewer(s): Beth Walls   Project Location: Atlantic Coastal Atlantic Littoral Zone

Environmental Impacts, Alpha-Numeric Codes:
	Air Issues:
A1= Air Quality

A2= General Conformity

A3= Air Toxics

A4= Transportation Conformity
	Water Issues:
B1: Wetlands

B2: Groundwater

B3: Surface Water

B4: Sole Source Aquifer

B5: Aquatic Resources

B6: Sediment
	Other Issues:
C1: Toxics/Hazardous Waste

C2: Noise

C3: Habitat

C4: Essential Fish Habitat

C5: Pesticides

C6: Radiation
	Other Issues: 
D1: Farmland 

D2: Endangered Species

D3: Environmental Justice

D4: Historic Preservation

D5: Indigenous Peoples

E1: Other (please specify)


1. Significant Environmental Impact:
Impact (Enter Alpha Numeric Code(s) for All that Apply):  _______ 

Prior To Draft Time Frame (if available) Date of EPA Communication: Applicant and his consultants have and continue to confer with EPA staff on pertinent environmental issues____NA__________
Description of Impact (Include Quantitative Data if Possible):
_________________________________________________________________.
Recommendation:  _____________________________________________________________

Result:  Decrease in Impact: (  No Change: (  Increase in Impact: ( ________________________________________________________________
*          *          *          *          *         *         *          *          *          *         *        
Draft (including Draft Supplements)               
Date of EPA Communication: September 21, 2009 comment letter to NOAA/NMFS____________ 
Description of Impact (Include Quantitative Data if Possible): 
The FEIS re-examined fishery management strategies to control harvesting and mortality resulting from overfishing of brownnose, shortfin mako, and smooth dognose sharks.

Recommendation:  In order to better reduce the risk of overfishing of the North Atlantic shortfin mako, EPA recommends including a measurable alternative, such as Alternative C4a, along with Preferred Alternatives C5 and C6.  Since the social and economic impacts of C4a are expected to be minimal, including this alternative would have a positive ecological impact on shortfin mako sharks in the long term.  The addition of alternative C4a would complement and enhance the efforts described in Alternatives C5 and C6.  
Recommendation:   As written this particular section of the DEIS/FMP does not appear to clearly support the decision to select the preferred alternatives.  Consequently to assist in the development of the final EIS, EPA recommends the final EIS better clarify the issues and perceived inconsistencies identified in the enclosed comments.

Recommendation:  As written this particular section of the DEIS/FMP does not appear to clearly support the decision to select the preferred alternatives.  Consequently to assist in the development of the final EIS, EPA recommends the final EIS better clarify the issues and perceived inconsistencies identified in the enclosed comments.

Result:  Decrease in Impact:   No Change: xxx Increase in Impact: 

 **************************************************************
Final (including Final Supplements)   Date of EPA Communication:_4/14/10
Description of Impact (Include Quantitative Data if Possible): 
Result:  Decrease in Impact:  No Change:   Increase in Impact:  
Recommendations:  

Because the South Atlantic Fishery Management Council, the Mid-Atlantic Fishery Management Council, and the State of Georgia, all, support banning gillnet gear believing it long overdue to reduce incidental take of sea turtles and marine mammals, protecting BN sharks, reducing bycatch and protected resource interactions, EPA suggests the identifyication of numeric and(or) narrative “trigger(s)” causing NMFS to either increase or decrease SCS quotas for either non-BN SCS and(or) BN sharks.

****************************************************************
Summary Paragraph:  Rating: LO  
Blacknose sharks are “overfished,” shortfin mako sharks are experiencing “overfishing,” and the smooth dogfish may need conservation and management.  The FEIS identified new preferred alternatives based upon new information from both the 2005 – 2008 Shark Gillnet Observer data and from public comments to the earlier DEIS.
In the FEIS, the preferred commercial quota alternative was raised for both the commercial non-blacknose (BN) and BN small coastal sharks (SCS) while providing flexibility for changing these quotas based upon new data.  Additionally, the commercial and recreational gear preferred alternative was changed to the No Action alternative, which retains all fishing gears including gillnet fishery.  And, the smooth dogfish quota preferred alternative was changed from one to two standard deviations.
	GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS( Complete this form for each impact identified by EPA during the EIS 309 review process in accordance with instructions included on the form and indicated below and submit to Headquarters.



SPECIFIC INSTRUCTIONS FOR GPRA 309 PERFORMANCE MEASURES FORM
· PROJECT REFERENCE INFORMATION
· Title:  Enter the title of the document (Enter the title as written in the lotus notes database, if available). 

Principal Reviewer(s):  Enter the name of the EPA lead reviewer for the project.  (If the lead reviewer changes during the project time frames, more than one name may be listed in this section.)

Project Location:  Enter information regarding the location of this project.  Depending on the relevant and available project information, the data may vary and could include: state, city, or county information, latitude or longitudinal coordinates, etc. 

CEQ Number(s):  Enter the CEQ number(s) for the draft and final time frames of the project (during the prior to draft time frame, the number(s) is not available and the field should be left blank).

ERP Number:  Enter the family number for the project, if one is assigned (during the prior to draft time frame, the number  is not available and the field should be left blank).

· SIGNIFICANT ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
Impact:  Using the table of impact types listed on the form, reference the impact(s) that apply and enter the alpha-numeric codes in the space provided.  To the maximum extent practicable, an impact should correspond to one impact category on the table.  However, for certain impacts, groupings of closely related categories is possible (i.e. sediment and surface water). 

· PRIOR TO DRAFT
Date of EPA Communication:  Enter the date when EPA identified an impact during the prior to draft time frame and made recommendations to the agency.  In the prior to draft time frame, this communication may include formal or informal meetings, emails, phone calls, etc.  

Description of Impact:  Enter a brief description of impact identified by EPA during the prior to draft time frame, and include quantifiable data when it is reasonably available.  

Recommendation:  Enter a brief description of EPA(s recommendation to the agency on the impact during the prior to draft time frame, and include quantifiable data when reasonably available.

Result (box)::  Check the box that applies to changes or commitments made by the agency during this time frame related to the impact.  The change should be considered in relation to the impact as it was first identified by EPA.

Result (narrative):  If the lead agency has made a change or commitment during the prior to draft time frame related to EPA(s recommendation, briefly describe this result, including quantifiable data when it is reasonably available.

· DRAFT
Date of EPA Communication:  Enter the date when EPA identified an impact and made recommendations to the agency. During the draft time frame, this date will most
**Use Continuation Page, if necessary


