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STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
FISH AND GAME COMMISSION 

FINAL STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR REGULATORY ACTION 
 

Amend subsections (c) and (e) of Section 29.80, and 
subsections (a)(3) and (a)(7) of Section 29.85 

Title 14, California Code of Regulations 
Re:  Recreational Dungeness Crab and Crab Trap Regulations 

                                                    
I. Date of Initial Statement of Reasons: June 26, 2015 
 
II. Date of Final Statement of Reasons:  October 7, 2015 
 
III. Dates and Locations of Scheduled Hearings: 
 
 (a) Original Notice Hearing        Date: April 8, 2015 
             Location: Santa Rosa 
 
 (b) Notice Hearing:         Date: August 4, 2015 
             Location: Fortuna 

                                           
(c) Discussion/Adoption Hearing:   Date: October 7, 2015 

             Location: Los Angeles 
 
IV. Update: 

 
No modifications were made to the originally proposed language of the Initial 
Statement of Reasons. 
 
At its October 7, 2015 meeting, the Commission adopted the regulations as 
originally proposed. 

 
V. Summary of Primary Considerations Raised in Support of or Opposition to the 

Proposed Actions and Reasons for Rejecting Those Considerations: 
 
(1)  Comment by Jay Yokomizo, at August 4 Commission meeting: Commercial 

Passenger Fishing Vessel (CPFV) operator in support of uniform limits for the 
Dungeness crab fishery. 
 
Response: Supports proposal 
 

(2) Comment by Jon Yokomizo, at August 4 Commission meeting: CPFV operator in 
support of uniform limits for the Dungeness crab fishery who claims that he is 
losing business to people who are paying to go out on private boats that are not 
registered CPFVs to get the higher limit of crab on these boats.  
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Response: Supports proposal 
 

(3) Comment by Jim Yarnell , [Member, Dungeness Crab Task Force (DCTF) and  
Humboldt Area Saltwater Anglers (HASA)], at August 4 Commission meeting: 
Endorses all regulations presented, but would like clarity on whether operator of 
traps has to be present when crab are taken from traps. 

   
Response: The operator of the trap would not have to be present under the 
proposed regulations if a note as specified per Section 29.80(a)(3), Title 14, 
California Code of Regulations (CCR) was used.  Section 29.80 (a)(3), Title 14, 
CCR, specifies that another person may remove crabs from another person’s 
trap if they possess written permission from the owner of the trap.  Although 
exact permission language is not specified, information contained should be self-
evident to the law enforcement personnel that permission was given to another 
person to use the traps.  The information provided could include who the owner 
is, who has permission to operate the traps as well as the dates of operation.  

 
(4) Comment by Marc Gorelnik, [Member, DCTF and Coastside Fishing Club], at 

August 4 Commission meeting: Supports regulation changes but would like to 
know why the term operator replaced the term owner of the trap in regard to 
whose GO ID number is required on the Dungeness crab trap buoy.  Concerned 
that fishers will not be able to share crab traps further explaining that this is a 
way recreational fishers reduce the number of traps used during the recreational 
fishery. 

  
 Response: Sharing of crab traps will still be allowed under the proposed 

regulation changes.  Please see response to Comment #3.  In addition, more 
than one operator’s GO ID number may be marked on the crab trap buoy.     

 
(5) Comment by George Osborne, at August 4 Commission meeting: Supports all 

regulations.  
 

Response: Supports proposal 
 

(6) Letters with signatures received at August 4 Commission meeting: CPFV 
operators in support of uniform limits for the Dungeness crab fishery. 

 
 Response: Supports proposal 
 
(7) Comment by Erik Owen, email received August 27, 2015:  Commercial 

Dungeness crab permitholder is opposed to reducing the size limit for fishers 
aboard CPFVs from Sonoma, Marin, San Francisco, San Mateo, Santa Cruz and 
Monterey counties while still allowing the continued take of female crabs in the 
recreational fishery. He is concerned that reducing the size limit will increase 
likelihood of female crabs being caught by these CPFVs, especially those that 
are brooding with eggs.  He also asked why the prohibition on the retention of 



  3

females was omitted in the Department regulation proposal when it was included 
in the original Coastside Fishing Club petition.  Lastly, he suggests a tag system 
for for crab traps similar to the commercial program and believes it would provide 
better data and a revenue source for the Department to enhance research 
regarding this resource. 
 
Response: Prohibiting the retention of females is something the Department did 
not consider in this regulation proposal for three reasons: 1) the DCTF did not 
provide guidance in the form of a formal vote on this issue, 2) in order to ensure 
compliance the Department would need to provide more education and outreach 
to the public and 3) the recreational fishery under current limits allows the take of 
female crab and  there is no evidence that this practice has resulted in 
recruitment failure of the fishery. In addition, the number of females taken in the 
recreational fishery, or potentially taken under this proposed regulation, is likely 
no greater (and probably much smaller) than the number killed incidentally in the 
commercial fishery, either as discard mortality or killed by larger males in the 
traps. 

 
The original petition from Coastside Fishing Club did include a request to prohibit 
the take of female crabs in the recreational fishery, however this was discussed 
at the DCTF meeting in April 2014 and only the uniform limits issues was 
formerly voted on by members, the meeting summary is provided here:  
http://www.opc.ca.gov/webmaster/_media_library/2009/04/DCTF_FINAL_Summ
aryApr22-23Meeting_06162014.pdf  
 
Female crab become sexually mature at approximately 4 inches carapace width 
and once reached, growth rate slows down compared to males.  After reaching 
maturity, female crabs molt at most once per year and rarely exceed the legal 
size of males, although females larger than 5.75 inches are observed.  The 
recreational sector of the Dungeness crab fishery has been estimated to be less 
than five percent of the overall total take by both the recreational and commercial 
sectors each season (see Section VIII (a)(1) and Attachment A of this 
rulemaking) and take by CPFVs in the recreational fishery is estimated to be 
about one percent of this total take.  Decreasing the size limit for CPFVs in the 
greater Bay Area may increase the take of legally sized female crabs by this 
sector of the fishery, but recreational fishers in the same area who crab from 
shore and on private vessels already employ these daily bag and size limits while 
contributing more to recreational take.  As expressed at the DCTF meeting, 
CPFV operators and recreational fishers can and often do still voluntarily choose 
not to retain legally sized female crabs.    
 
The Department is considering drafting a brochure at a future date to provide 
information about the biology of Dungeness crab and regulations concerning the 
recreational fishery, and this could include pictures to show the visible difference 
between the two sexes as determined by the abdominal flap shape.  Without 
these types of outreach tools available for the public at this time, the Department 
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is reluctant to consider making a regulation change regarding this issue.   
 

A Department-issued tag system for recreational fishers to use on their traps as a 
means to collect data on effort is outside the scope of these proposed 
regulations.  It could be used as an alternative method to label traps to identify 
trap operators as opposed to what is being proposed for operators to label the 
buoys of their trap with their GO ID number, but such a system would increase 
costs to recreational fishers and Department staff time.    
 

(8)  Comment by Joe Nungaray, letter received September 1, 2015: Fisher in the 
commercial Dungeness crab fishery is opposed to decreasing the size limit for 
recreational crabbers on board CPFVs and would prefer that the uniform limits 
the recreational fishery adopt be the same size limits as the commercial fishery 
of 6.25 inches while also prohibiting the take of females.  If the recreational 
fishery adopted this size limit then he does not see a problem with increasing the 
daily bag limits for fishers onboard CPFVs in the greater Bay Area to ten crab per 
day. 

 
Response:  See response to Comment #7 and Section VIII (a)(1).  

 
(9) 34 letters received September 4, 2015:  Recreational fishers that annually utilize 

CPFVs expressed support of uniform bag limits of ten crab per day and 
explained that whether one can afford a private vessel should not be a factor for 
the current disparity of limits. 

 
Response:  Supports proposal 
 

(10)  Comment by Nick Krieger email received September 10, 2015: Fisher in the 
commercial Dungeness crab fishery is opposed to increasing the bag limit for 
recreational crabbers on board CPFVs and would prefer that the daily bag limit 
for the entire recreational fishery be six crab instead of ten crab per day.  Also 
states that the maximum number of traps a CPFV can use should be reduced 
and that all recreational traps should have a similar time interval requirement for 
the checking of traps similar to the commercial fishery.  He is concerned that 
recreational traps are storing crab over a period of weeks resulting in crab death 
or the loss of the trap, but he is in support of a destruct device.  

 
Response: The regulations did not consider lowering the recreational daily bag 
limit to six crab per day.  At current limits, Dungeness crab catch by the 
recreational sector is estimated to be less than 5% of total take by both the 
recreational and commercial sectors of the fishery (see Attachment A of this 
rulemaking) and increasing the bag limit for fishers on board CPFVs should have 
a minimal impact to this overall take. 
 
Lowering the number of traps a CPFV can use, currently set at 60 traps, is 
outside the scope of this rulemaking.  In talks with CPFV operator’s (see 
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Section VIII(a)(4)) large vessel operators were concerned that 60 traps were 
inadequate for the new limit of ten crab per angler and all CPFV operators 
present voted unanimously on repealing this regulation.  At this time, the 
Department is not considering any change to the maximum limit of traps CPFVs 
can use.      
 
Adding a time interval requirement for recreational crab fishers to check their 
crab traps is also outside the scope of this rulemaking.  Commercial fishers are 
allowed up to 96 hours to check their traps and this proposal is not being 
considered in this rulemaking.  

 
(11) Comment by Jeff French email dated October 2, 2015: Commercial fisher in the 

Dungeness crab fishery who is opposed to decreasing the size limit and believes 
this will have a negative impact to the broodstock and resource.  He is concerned 
that the seven day prohibition of crab traps prior to the Dungeness crab 
recreational season would place undue hardship on commercial rock crab 
fishers.  He suggests that traps fished by CPFVs be tagged with the vessel name 
and other identification to prevent conversion of recreational gear to commercial 
gear on dually permitted vessels.  Also, would like a clearer definition of when the 
season begins in regards to when gear can begin fishing as opposed to when 
crab can be possessed and suggests a pre-soak period and gear service interval 
period similar to the commercial fishery. 

 
Response: Please see response to Comment #7 and Section VIII (a)(1) in 
regards to the comment about increasing the size limit for CPFVs in the Bay 
Area.   
 
The seven day prohibition for deploying crab traps in state waters only applies to 
those traps used for the recreational take of crabs and does not apply to 
commercial crab traps so should not unduly affect commercial rock crab fishers.   
 
CPFVs are already required to label their traps and trap buoys with their 
commercial boat registration number (Section 29.85 (a)(5), Title 14, CCR) 
whereas Dungeness crab traps in the commercial fishery are required to be 
tagged with a Department-issued buoy tag (Section 132.1(b), Title 14 CCR).  
Vessels with both a valid commercial passenger fishing vessel license and a 
valid Dungeness crab vessel permit may only fish for Dungeness crab during the 
commercial Dungeness crab season Section 132.1(b), Title 14 CCR).  These 
provisions should ensure that dually permitted vessels that fish for Dungeness 
crab both recreationally and commercially do not fish above their respective trap 
limits.   
 
Please see section VIII (a)(2) in regards to the pre-season deployment of traps.  
 
Section 1.80, Title 14, CCR, defines take as: “Hunt, pursue, catch, capture or kill 
fish, amphibians, mollusks, crustaceans or invertebrates or attempting to do so.”  
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Under this definition, deploying crab traps in an attempt to capture crab is 
considered take.  Dungeness crab can only be taken during the opening season, 
which begins the first Saturday of November.  No take is allowed prior to 
12:01 a.m. on this day and after the season ends on July 30 in Mendocino, 
Humboldt and Del Norte counties and June 30 all other counties. 
 
Please see response to Comment #10 in regards to the time interval requirement 
for recreational crab fishers to check their crab traps. 

(12)  Comment by Richard Powers, email received October 5, 2015 and testimony at 
October 7 Commission meeting: CPFV operator in Bodega Bay would like a pre-
soak period, similar to the commercial fishery, to be implemented for CPFVs due 
to safety concerns.  A pre-soak period would allow gear to be set prior to the 
season start date.  He cites that there is support for this pre-soak provision when 
at the recent meeting between CPFV operators and Department staff that took 
place in May 2015 when all participants in attendance agreed to this as well as 
repealing the present 60 crab pot limit imposed on CPFVs.  Has concerns that 
the current crab pot limit was based on the lower bag limit of six Dungeness 
crabs. 

Response: Please see section VIII (a)(2) in regards to the pre-season 
deployment of traps and section VIII(a)(4) in regards to repealing or increasing 
the CPFV trap limit.  

(13)  Comment by Marc Gorelnik at October 7 Commission meeting:  Concerned that  
the term operator applies in the regulation proposal however written permission 
already in regulations replaced the term owner of the trap in regard to whose GO 
ID number is required on the Dungeness crab trap buoy. 

Response: Please see response to Comment #3 and Comment #4.   

(14)  Comment by Geoff Shester [Oceana] at October 7 Commission meeting: 
Supports the marking of crab trap buoys with the GO ID number as a way to 
identify fishing gear in state waters that would help inform federal staff of the 
types of fishing gear responsible for entanglements with both large mammals and 
sea turtles by as well as the location of where the gear was set, a top priority to 
understanding these events.  

Response: Supports proposal.  

(15)  Comment by George Osborn at October 7 Commission meeting: Representing 
both Coastside Fishing Club and California Sportfishing League supports a pre-
soak of setting gear and increasing the trap limit on CPFVs. 
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Response: Please see section VIII (a)(2) in regards to the pre-season 
deployment of traps and section VIII(a)(4) in regards to increasing the CPFV trap 
limit.  

VI. Location and Index of Rulemaking File: 
 
 A rulemaking file with attached file index is maintained at: 
 California Fish and Game Commission 
 1416 Ninth Street 
 Sacramento, California 95814 
 
VII. Location of Department Files: 
 
 Department of Fish and Wildlife 
 1416 Ninth Street 
 Sacramento, California 95814 
 
VIII. Description of Reasonable Alternatives to Regulatory Action: 
 

(a) Alternatives to Regulatory Action: 
 

1. Size limit.  This proposal would increase the minimum size limit for 
recreational Dungeness crab to 6.25 inches to match the commercial 
size limit.  The arguments in favor of this change centered on a desire 
for consistent regulations between the commercial and sport fisheries 
and a concern that the current sport size limit of 5.75 inches is too low 
to maintain the resource.  The minimum size limit for both fisheries was 
the same, at 6.25 inches, until 1990 when the lower sport fishery size 
limit of 5.75 inches was adopted.  This regulation provided increased 
fishing opportunity for recreational crab fishers, especially with the 
increased effort on fishing grounds following the start of the 
commercial season while still excluding a portion of the reproductive 
resource of Dungeness crab that are between this size limit and 4 
inches, the approximate minimum size at maturity.   
  
This proposal was rejected primarily because reasons for adopting the 
lower sport size limit in 1990 are still valid: 1) It provides added 
opportunity for sport fishers to catch and retain crab that have not yet 
recruited to the more efficient and extensive commercial fishery; 2) The 
sport minimum size limit is greater than the size at reproductive 
maturity and there is no biological or fishery need to increase the size 
limit; and 3) The sport fishery catch is minimal compared to catch 
overall, estimated to be about 2-3% of the total crab catch, based on 
preliminary California Recreational Fisheries Survey sampling data. 
 

2. Pre-season trap deployment.  This proposal would allow CPFVs to set 
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their traps prior to the start of the season.  The arguments in favor 
center on consistency with commercial regulations and safety.  
Commercial fishermen have a 64 hour pre-set in northern California 
(north of the Sonoma/Mendocino county line) and an 18 hour pre-set in 
central California.  Some CPFV operators like to set traps in advance 
of the opening day so that their first trip on opening day with 
passengers allows them to pull fished traps.  Currently, under existing 
regulations, CPFVs either set gear on opening day at or after 12:01 
AM, then return to pick up passengers at daybreak, or alternatively, 
take gear and passengers out at the same time.  There are safety 
concerns that setting gear in the night time hours during late-fall ocean 
conditions is hazardous and having crab gear on board with 
passengers may reach weight overcapacity limits on vessels.   
 
This proposal was rejected because of fairness and consistency issues 
it would generate, by only allowing CPFVs and not allowing private 
sport boats to pre-set.  Either way, the alternative would undermine the 
Department proposal to remove all trap gear from the water seven 
days prior to opening day to avoid illegal fishing prior to the opener, 
and would undermine the intent of the current Dungeness crab fishing 
season set to begin the first Saturday of November.  The setting of 
baited gear is considered fishing prior to the opening day, which would 
be inconsistent with other sport fisheries and confusing to the public.  
 
Six of the nine central California CPFV operators at the May 19, 2015 
discussion meeting (see Appendix A) desired a 42 hour pre-set, which 
is much longer than the 18 hour pre-set for commercial fishermen in 
central California.  Furthermore, in light of the significant increase in 
whale entanglement events in crab trap gear over recent years, the 
Department, NOAA and the commercial crab industry have initiated 
discussions on how to reduce encounters in the future.  A regulation 
that increases the time of trap deployment in any of our fixed gear 
fisheries at this time is not considered a prudent approach to abating 
this issue, while options are being explored.  Regarding the safety 
argument, it has been and continues to be the responsibility of the 
CPFV operators to conduct their operations safely and follow United 
States Coast Guard safety and capacity regulations. 
 

3. Opening day start time. This proposal by some CPFV operators would 
change the start time from 12:01 AM to 12:00 PM (noon) on opening 
day. The discussion focused on safety and operating during daylight 
hours.   
This proposal was rejected because the traditional 12:01 AM opening 
allows more flexibility for a start time any time after, including the ability 
to wait until 12:00 PM to operate.  It would also unfairly impact private 
boat and shore based fishermen who currently enjoy the earlier 
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opening time. 
 

4. CPFV trap limit.  This proposal would increase the CPFV trap limit 
above the current limit of 60 traps. The argument originating from 
CPFV operators is that if the current proposal to increase the CPFV 
individual bag limit from six to ten is accepted, then more traps will be 
needed to catch the new bag limit for customers.   
 
The trap limit was discussed at a May 19, 2015 meeting with CPFV 
operators (see Appendix A).  No mutually acceptable limit was 
identified, but all in attendance were in support of removing the 
regulation in subsection (a)(4) of Section 29.85, Title 14, CCR, that 
caps the maximum number of traps a CPFV can use to take 
Dungeness crab at 60.  This proposal was rejected, in light of the 
significant increase in whale entanglement events in crab trap gear 
over recent years, which are currently under discussion between the 
Department, National Marine Fisheries Service and the commercial 
crab industry.  Discussions are focusing on how to reduce encounters 
in the future; and a regulation that potentially increases the number of 
traps in any of our fisheries at this time is not considered a prudent 
approach to abating this issue while solutions are being explored.  
However, the need for this alternative can be tracked if the new bag 
limit is adopted; if it appears that more traps are needed by a 
significant number of CPFV operators, the Department can reconsider 
the issue.   
 

 (b) No Change Alternative: 
 

1. Recreational fishers aboard CPFVs from Sonoma, Marin, San 
Francisco, San Mateo, Santa Cruz and Monterey counties will continue 
to be limited to take only six Dungeness crab that are 6 inches or 
greater in carapace width unlike other fishers on CPFVs in other 
counties or those not on board CPFVs in the same counties, who enjoy 
a larger bag limit and lower size limit. 
 

2. Crab traps used in the recreational fishery that are derelict will continue 
to fish for crabs and other organisms that may become trapped inside 
with no means to escape. 
 

3. There will continue to be no means to enforce subsection (a)(3) of 
Section 29.80, Title 14, CCR,  that states that it is unlawful to disturb, 
move or damage any trap that belongs to another person since no 
identification of the trap operator is required on traps or buoys used for 
the recreational take of Dungeness crab. 
 

4. Crab traps illegally targeting Dungeness crab out of season will 
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continue to be deployed sometimes up to a week before the 
recreational season begins, giving some fishers an unfair advantage 
before the start of the Dungeness crab season and creating a 
disorderly fishery opening. 
 

5. The geographic location of Point Arguello, which is identified 
subsection (e) of Section 29.80 regarding crab trap areas, will not be 
clarified as being located in Santa Barbara County, as it is identified 
under subsection (b) of Section 29.80 regarding hoop net use.   

 
(c) Consideration of Alternatives: In view of information currently possessed, 

no reasonable alternative considered would be more effective in carrying 
out the purposes for which the regulation is proposed, would be as 
effective and less burdensome to affected private persons than the 
adopted regulation, or would be more cost effective to affected private 
persons and equally effective in implementing the statutory policy or other 
provision of law. 

 
IX. Impact of Regulatory Action: 
 

The potential for significant statewide adverse economic impacts that might result 
from the proposed regulatory action has been assessed, and the following 
determinations relative to the required statutory categories have been made: 

 
(a) Significant Statewide Adverse Economic Impact Directly Affecting 

Businesses, including the Ability of California Businesses to Compete with 
Businesses in Other States:   

 
Costs to comply with new trap and buoy requirements are anticipated to 
be minimal, and the proposed action will not have a significant statewide 
adverse economic impact directly affecting business, including the ability 
of California businesses to compete with businesses in other states.  
 

 (b) Impact on the Creation or Elimination of Jobs Within the State, the 
Creation of New  Businesses or the Elimination of Existing Businesses, or 
the Expansion of Businesses in California; Benefits of the Regulation to 
the Health and Welfare of California Residents, Worker Safety, and the 
State’s Environment: 

 
The Commission does not anticipate any impacts on the creation or 
elimination of jobs, the creation of new business, the elimination of 
existing businesses or the expansion of businesses in California.  The 
proposed regulation changes are intended to provide increased fishing 
opportunity and potential increase in business aboard CPFVs in affected 
county areas, reduce incidences of derelict trap gear continuing to fish, 
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deter crab and trap theft, and promote a more orderly fishery at the start of 
the Dungeness crab season. 
 
The Commission anticipates benefits to the health and welfare of 
California residents.  Providing opportunities for a Dungeness crab 
recreational fishery encourages consumption of a nutritious food.   
 
The Commission anticipates benefits to the environment by the 
sustainable management of California’s Dungeness crab resources. 

 
The Commission does not anticipate any non-monetary benefits to worker 
safety. 
 

(c) Cost Impacts on a Representative Private Person or Business:  
 

The agency is not aware of any cost impacts that a representative private 
person or business would necessarily incur in reasonable compliance with 
the proposed action. 

 
(d) Costs or Savings to State Agencies or Costs/Savings in Federal Funding 

to the State:  
 

None.  
 
(e) Nondiscretionary Costs/Savings to Local Agencies: 

 
None. 

(f) Programs mandated on Local Agencies or School Districts:  

 None. 

(g) Costs Imposed on Any Local Agency or School District that is Required to 
be Reimbursed Under Part 7 (commencing with Section 17500) of Division 
4, Government Code:  

 None. 

(h) Effect on Housing Costs: 

 None.
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Updated Informative Digest/Policy Statement Overview 
 
Under existing law, Dungeness crab may be taken for recreational purposes with a 
sport fishing license subject to regulations prescribed by the Fish and Game 
Commission (Commission).  Current regulations specify seasons, size limits, bag and 
possession limits, closed fishing areas, and gear restrictions.   
 
Recreational fishing groups and constituents, including the Coastside Fishing Club, the 
Golden Gate Fishermen’s Association, and one Commercial Passenger Fishing Vessel 
(CPFV) Captain, sent letters to the Department of Fish and Wildlife (Department) and 
the Commission requesting several changes to Dungeness crab recreational fishery 
regulations.  They proposed making the current Dungeness crab daily bag limits and 
size limits uniform statewide at ten crab that are a minimum of 5.75 inches carapace 
width, in order to eliminate the unfairness to fishers aboard CPFVs in Sonoma, Marin, 
San Francisco, San Mateo, Santa Cruz, and Monterey counties, who are only allowed 
to take six crab that are 6 inches or greater under current regulations.  The Department 
has reviewed landings data for the commercial fleet in this region for the past ten 
seasons and recent recreational catch estimates.  While there is no resource allocation 
between sectors, the data suggest that the increase in CPFV bag limit and decrease in 
minimum size limit would not significantly alter use patterns between sectors, and that 
maintaining different bag and size limit for CPFVs in these counties is not warranted.  
Therefore the Department is proposing that the separate CPFV regulatory language be 
removed.   
 
The Coastside Fishing Club also requested that recreational crab traps be required to 
contain a destruct device to prevent ‘ghost fishing’ by lost traps, and that the trap buoys 
must contain the contact information of the crab trap owner to deter theft of traps and 
crabs from traps.  The Department is proposing that each crab trap possess a destruct 
device similar to commercial crab traps, and that each crab trap buoy must display the 
trap operator's GO ID number located on his/her sport fishing license.   
 
Lastly, the Department proposes a seven day waiting period prior to the start of the 
Dungeness crab recreational season for deploying crab traps.  This would prohibit the 
covert targeting of Dungeness crab under the guise of rock crab fishing before the start 
of the season.  
 
In addition to these changes, the Department is proposing to add clarifying language to 
subsection (e) of Section 29.80, Title 14, CCR, specifying that Point Arguello is located 
in Santa Barbara County.   
 
The following Title 14, CCR, regulation changes are proposed to become effective prior 
to the start of the 2015-16 Dungeness crab season (i.e., November 7, 2015, the first 
Saturday in November): 
 

 Remove the bag and minimum size exception language in subsections (a)(3) and 
(a)(7) of Section 29.85 that limits CPFVs in Sonoma, Marin, San Francisco, San 
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Mateo, Santa Cruz, and Monterey counties to the take of six Dungeness crab 
that are 6 inches in carapace width or greater. 

 
 Add Santa Barbara County as the location of Point Arguello under subsection (e) 

of Section 29.80. 
 

The following Title 14, CCR, regulation changes would specify an effective date of 
August 1, 2016, which immediately follows the close of the 2015-16 Dungeness crab 
season:   
 

 Add language to subsection (c) of Section 29.80 that requires, as of August 1, 
2016, crab traps to have one destruct device of a single strand of untreated 
cotton twine size No. 120 or less that creates an unobstructed escape opening in 
the top or upper half of the trap of at least five inches in diameter when the 
destruct attachment material corrodes or fails. 

 
 Add language to subsection (c) of Section 29.80 that requires, as of August 1, 

2016, every crab trap to be marked with a buoy and that each buoy shall be 
legibly marked to identify the operator’s GO ID number as found on his/her sport 
fishing license.  

 
 Add language to subsection (c) of Section 29.80 that prohibits, as of August 1, 

2016, crab traps from being deployed in ocean waters seven days prior to the 
opening of the Dungeness crab season. 
           

Benefits of the Regulation 
The Commission anticipates benefits to the State’s environment and the health and 
welfare of California residents.  The proposed regulation changes are intended to 
provide increased fishing opportunity, reduce incidences of derelict trap gear continuing 
to fish, deter crab theft and promote a more orderly fishery at the start of the Dungeness 
crab season, and eliminate unfairness and unnecessary complexity in the bag and size 
limit regulations.  The Commission anticipates benefits to the environment by the 
sustainable management of California’s Dungeness crab resources. 

 
Consistency with State or Federal Regulations  
The proposed regulations are neither inconsistent nor incompatible with existing state 
regulations.  Section 20, Article IV, of the State Constitution specifies that the 
Legislature may delegate to the Commission such powers relating to the protection and 
propagation of fish and game as the Legislature sees fit.  The Legislature has delegated 
to the Commission the power to regulate the recreational take of Dungeness crab, 
specifically the size and bag limits and means of taking (FGC sections 200 and 205).  
The Commission has reviewed its own regulations and finds that the proposed 
regulations are neither inconsistent nor incompatible with existing state regulations.  
The Commission has searched the CCR and finds no other state agency regulations 
pertaining to the recreational take of Dungeness crab and the use of crab traps while 
recreational fishing. 
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Update – FSOR 
 
No modifications were made to the originally proposed language of the Initial 
Statement of Reasons.  There have been no changes in applicable laws or to the 
effect of the proposed regulations from the laws and effects described in the 
Notice of Proposed Action. 
 
At its October 7, 2015, meeting in Los Angeles, the Commission adopted the 
regulations as originally proposed.  
  


