
 
 
 
 
 
The Magnuson-Stevens Act: A Record of Bipartisan Success 
The Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (MSA) is the key federal law 
that manages fish that are caught in federal waters (3 nautical miles offshore, although all state 
waters in the Gulf of Mexico are currently extended to 9 nm).  
 
In the past, the reauthorization of the MSA has been done through a strictly bipartisan process 
with a common goal: sustainable fisheries. In 1996, for example, MSA reauthorization 
strengthened requirements to prevent overfishing and rebuild overfished stocks with the 
assistance of rebuilding timeframes and management plans. When the MSA was reauthorized 
in 2007, reauthorization continued to focus on sustainable fish stocks through the creation and 
implementation of annual catch limits and accountability measures. As a result of the past MSA 
reauthorizations and continual improvement of fishery management, over 44 stocks have been 
rebuilt.2  
 

H.R.200: A closer look 
H.R. 200 would reauthorize the Magnuson-Stevens Act with provisions aimed directly at 
weakening the core conservation requirements of the MSA. Undercutting the fundamental 
principles of fishery management, H.R. 200 would reverse decades of substantial improvements 
to how we sustainably fish by creating loopholes to science-based management, watering down 
legal standards, and promoting costly delays.  Specifically, H.R. 200:  
 
- Unnecessarily lengthens rebuilding timeframes for unhealthy stocks, leaving them 

vulnerable for longer, and provides harmful exemptions for having a rebuilding timeframe 
at all, no matter how unhealthy the stock is. (Sec. 303). 

- Ends sustainable management for stocks that are not the main target of fishing by 
exempting them from annual catch limits (ACLs), even if they are caught and sold. This 
removes protections for possibly hundreds of species, vastly increasing the risk of 
overfishing (Sec. 204).  

- Exempt recreational fisheries from robust science-based limits, instead permitting the use 
of weak “alternative fishery management measures” that resulted in significant overfishing 
in the past (Sec. 203) 

- Curbing the development of innovative management techniques and scientific studies by 
adding onerous new requirements for Exempted Fishing Permits (EFPs), making them 
incredibly difficult to use (Sec. 304).  

- Undermines the important requirements for public process and environmental review in 
the National Environmental Policy Act (Sec. 302).  

Reversing Course on U.S. Fisheries Management 
H.R.200 would set back decades of improvements in fishery management 

 



H.R. 200 is a partisan bill.  
Unlike the past reauthorizations of the MSA, H.R. 200 has 
been a wholly partisan process aimed at reversing the 
immense progress the MSA has made in the past 40 years. 
While past reauthorizations have focused on improving the 
longevity of fisheries, H.R. 200 would allow for the further 
depletion of fish stocks to unsustainable levels. By allowing 
overfishing, H.R. 200 would needlessly risk the economic 
wellbeing of coastal communities while harming healthy 
fisheries.  

 
H.R. 200 would put coastal communities at 
risk.  
If enacted, H.R. 200 could have devastating impacts on our 
fisheries and those who depend on them. By exempting 
fisheries from ACLs, H.R. 200 would allow overfishing to occur 
where it currently is not happening. When our fisheries are 
depleted, our coastal communities are put at risk. The 
economy of our fishing communities is dependent on the 
health of the fisheries that surround them. In 2015, U.S. 
commercial and recreational saltwater fishing generated over 
$200 billion in sales and supported over 1.5 million jobs.1 
Unlike past reauthorizations of the MSA, H.R. 200 would 
erode the successes we have made in fishery management, 
impairing our fisheries and coastal communities alike.        
  

Fishermen, business owners, and scientists 
all oppose H.R.200.  
Over 200 scientists have gone on record opposing H.R. 200, 
along with more than 600 organizations and individuals, 
representing fishermen, business owners, chefs, and 
community leaders. Reauthorization of the MSA should build 
upon the continual progress that has been made at 
preventing overfishing and rebuilding depleted fish stocks to 
sustainable levels, which will ensure an abundance of fish and 
provide stability to fishing businesses, recreational fishermen, 
and coastal communities. 
 
 
___________________ 
1http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/sfa/fisheries_eco/status_of_fisheries/archive/2016/status-of-stocks-2016-web.pdf   
2http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/sfa/laws_policies/msa/documents/fisheries_management_msa_onepager.pdf 
3https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/feature-story/status-stocks-2016   
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