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areais shown in relationship to the distribution of small scallopsin the 2002 R/V Albatross survey
and the identified seed beds in the 2003 SMAST video survey. Also shown are the distribution of
kept scallop catch rates and discard proportions from 2003 sea sampling data on observed scallop
trips. Fixed boundary rotation management areas used to analyze and evaluate the effects of area
rotation are shown in blue and the Hudson Canyon Area controlled access areais shown in dark
(0= o PP T PP 5-26
Map 5. Controlled access areas (shaded polygons) for the 2004 fishing year. The target fishing mortality
rate will be 0.40 for al areas. The existing groundfish closed areas and a grid of ten-minute squares
are ShOWN fOr COMPAITSON. .....uviiiiiie et e e e e e e e e e e e s e st e e e e e e e s s snnnrerneeeaaeas 529
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