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Abstract.-Red Snapper (Lutanus campechanus) are highly prized along the Texas coast

by both sport and commercial anglers alike. While the recreational Red Snapper fishery in Texas

state waters remains open year round, the federal season has recently become increasingly short,

with the 2014 season set at nine days (June 1 through June 9). In order to better understand the

extent of recreational Red Snapper harvest along the Texas coast, Texas Parks and Wildlife

Department developed an online self-reporting system and combined it with targeted intercept

surveys to validate reported effort and landings. Ultimately, more Red Snapper fishing trips

were intercepted (360 trips) than were reported (184 trips) resulting in 4,084 intercepted Red

Snapper (harvested by 1,917 constituents) and 2,187 self-reported Red Snapper (harvested by

1,081 constituents). Total landings (as calculated by summing intercepted landings and reported

landing minus reported landing when intercepted-reported trips overlapped) were estimated to be

6,003 Red Snapper harvested by 2,870 constituents. According to intercept surveys, 36.4 percent

of trips (34.6 percent of Red Snapper landings and 36.3 percent of constituents) were guided

with the remainder classified as private and 84.4 percent of trips (82.4 percent of Red Snapper

landings and 86.9 percent of constituents) harvesting all or a majority of their fish in federal

waters with the remainder occurring in Texas state waters. While the TPWD online self-

reporting system could allow for an estimate of Red Snapper landings and effort during the

concentrated federal season, dramatically improved angler participation is necessary for this

reporting system to be a valuable tool for the state's resource managers. A number of

recommendations are given that could improve angler participation and quality of the data

collected.

Introduction

Red Snapper (Lu janus campechanus) are highly sought after by both commercial and

recreational anglers in the Gulf of Mexico. In Texas state waters, the Red Snapper fishery is

managed by the Texas Parks and Wildlife Department (TPWD) while the fishery in federal

waters is managed by the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration Fisheries Service

(NOAA Fisheries). In 1988, the Gulf of Mexico Red Snapper stock was declared overfished and

was experiencing overfishing (Goodyear 1988) and, as a result, a series of increasingly strict

restrictions were set over the following decades (see review by Hood et al. 2007). The

recreational Red Snapper fishery was first closed in 1997 as annual landings were projected to
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exceed the sector allocation (RFSAP 1997). From this point forward, the federal Red Snapper

season has been shortened based on projected catch of the recreational industry (Hood et al.

2007). These projections are based on historical landings data collected by both NOAA

Fisheries and state management agencies. While the recreational Red Snapper fishery in Texas

state waters remains open year round, the federal season has recently become increasingly short

with the 2014 season set at nine days (June 1 through June 9). A stock assessment conducted in

2009 deemed that the Red Snapper fishery in the Gulf of Mexico was overfished but that over

fishing was no longer occurring (SEDAR 2009). This was confirmed in a 2013 stock assessment

(SEDAR 2013) and, based on the benchmark used in the assessment, the fishery was projected to

recover in the western Gulf of Mexico between 2024 and 2032 (SEDAR 2009, 2013).

In Texas coastal waters, TPWD is the sole entity responsible for collection of fisheries

recreational harvest monitoring data. As such, TPWD performs regular monitoring of the

recreational sector through roving creel surveys in which interview sites are selected in a random

fashion weighted by trailer counts at associated boat ramp facilities (Green 2014). However,

these routine creel surveys are not conducted often enough to adequately capture harvest

information given the shortened nature of the federal Red Snapper season. Timely and accurate

Red Snapper harvest data is essential to assure that the recreational sector does not surpass its

allocation and to set appropriate season lengths in subsequent years. Additionally, if the federal

fishery is ever to be managed on a regional scale, accurate harvest data will assure that an

appropriate allocation of the recreational quota is allotted to the state.

To better understand the extent of recreational Red Snapper harvest on the Texas coast,

TPWD conducted focused harvest monitoring efforts on Red Snapper during the 2014 federal

Red Snapper season. The objectives of this study were to (1) capture total recreational landings

of Red Snapper with an online self-reporting system developed by TPWD, (2) assess length

frequencies of harvested Red Snapper with an increased number of creel surveys at offshore boat

launch facilities and marinas, and (3) assess self-reporting as a possible tool for fisheries harvest

monitoring by comparing Red Snapper effort and harvest data collected at these intercept

surveys to data from the online self-reporting system.
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Methods

Outreach activities initiated before the season started included an internal press release,

answers to frequently asked questions (FAQs) on the TPWD website, emails, articles in local

fishing magazines and outdoor columns, wallet cards, brochures, and posts on social media and

other websites. Approximately 2,000 wallet cards and 1,200 brochures were sent to regional

field offices and distributed to area sporting goods stores, bait and tackle shops, boat dealers, and

directly to constituents (all participants in the fishery including anglers, guides, and deckhands;

Figures A.1 and A.2). In addition to an FAQs page for Red Snapper management previously

posted on TPWD's website (April 2013), an internal press release was published on May 19,

2014 announcing the online self-reporting system. An email 'blast' was sent out on May 27,

2014 to approximately 38,000 subscribers of TPWD's weekly fishing reports. A brief write-up

was included in the May edition of TPWD's Fish Texas e-newsletter, sent out to approximately

40,000 subscribers, and the information was also posted on both TPWD's Facebook and Twitter

accounts. An article was published in Texas Saltwater Fishing Magazine on May 13, 2014 and

in the Corpus Christi Caller Times on May 28, 2014 discussing the logistics and importance of

the online self-reporting system. Links to these public outreach resources are given in Table A. 1.

The online self-reporting system was developed in house by TPWD Information

Technology personnel under the direction of the TPWD Red Snapper Workgroup and can be

accessed at the following link:

www.tpwd.texas.gov/snapper

The website allowed the following information to be entered: date of fishing trip, total number of

Red Snapper landed, number of anglers on the trip, boat registration number, launch type (public

boat ramp, marina, or private dock), and if the anglers returned to the dock after 1800 hours

(Figure 1). Texas Parks and Wildlife Department only asked that private and guided anglers

report their landings as Texas headboat anglers would be monitored under the Gulf Headboat

Collaborative Exempted Fishing Permit (NMFS 2013) and reported by the headboat captains.

In order to validate the self-reported landings, staff from the TPWD Coastal Fisheries

Division intercepted private and guided recreational fishing vessels returning from offshore by

waiting at marinas and docks with high levels of Gulf charter fishing activity along the entire
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Texas coast. Personnel were stationed at these high activity sites during each day of the federal

season. The goal was to intercept at least 10 percent of the trips that self-reported. A target

window of 1400-2000 hours for intercepts was initially used based on Red Snapper intercepts

from previously conducted routine TPWD harvest surveys, with the option of calling local

charter boat operators to fine tune the times and locations. This flexibility allowed staff to focus

sampling efforts during productive times. Texas Parks and Wildlife Department staff quickly

determined that a start time of 1200 hours was generally required to avoid missing trips. Most

Red Snapper surveys were completed by 1800 hours. Forecasted offshore sea conditions were

monitored to ensure sufficient staff was available to survey on good weather days when more

fishing effort was expected (such distinctions relied on the expertise of field personnel and their

knowledge of local fishing activity).

Data from interviews were recorded on standard TPWD data sheets, with the special

study code 101 used to differentiate these data from routine harvest survey data. Interviews were

largely conducted as per routine TPWD harvest monitoring survey procedures (Green 2014).

Differences to survey procedures were as follows: (1) only Red Snapper landings were recorded,

(2) when possible, all Red Snapper landed were measured (as opposed to only six measurements

during routine surveys), (3) interviews concluded with a reminder that anglers also report their

landings on the TPWD Red Snapper website and angling parties were given wallet cards and

brochures with reporting website information, and (4) if no Red Snapper were landed, no

interview was conducted and the intercept was used only as an opportunity to distribute Red

Snapper wallet cards and reporting brochures.

Total trips, total red snapper landed, total number of constituents, mean catch-per-

constituent, and mean length were calculated from reported and interviewed data (with the

exception of mean length which was only collected during interviews). Additionally, these

metrics were compared between guided versus private trips and state versus federal water trips

using only intercepted data (as such distinctions could not be made with reported data). To

reduce downward bias in the catch-per-constituent calculation for guided trips and allow for

better comparison between guided versus private trips, an alternative metric of catch-per-

constituent was calculated for this sector. Here, a single constituent (the guide) is subtracted

from the catch-per-constituent calculation due to the fact that a guide cannot legally retain fish
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during a guided trip (thus approximating a catch-per-angler calculation and better representing

angler success). Comparisons of catch-per-constituent and length were conducted between

guided versus private trips and state versus federal waters using a two-sample permutation test.

Here, the test statistic (D) is simply the difference between group means and the p-value is

determined by randomly permuting group labels (2000 permutations) and comparing the

observed D to the permuted distribution (Higgins 2004). All plotting and statistical comparisons

were conducted in R (R Core Team 2014).

Results

Total recreational harvest of Red Snapper during the nine day federal season as estimated

by combining TPWD intercept catch data with online reported catch data (accounting for online

reports that overlapped with TPWD intercepts) was 6,003 Red Snapper harvested by 2,870

constituents taking 518 trips (Table 1). It should be noted that the term 'constituent' is used

instead of the term 'angler' due to the fact that TPWD intercept surveys count anglers, guides,

and deckhands for inclusion in CPUE calculations (see discussion below for potential

discrepancy between intercepted and reported data regarding this issue). A total of 360 trips

consisting of 1,917 constituents and 4,084 landed Red Snapper were intercepted by TPWD

personnel at boat ramps and marinas (Table 1). Of those interviewed, 63.6% of trips, 63.7% of

constituents, and 65.4% of Red Snapper landed were private, while 36.4% of trips, 36.3% of

constituents, and 34.6% of Red Snapper landed were guided. Additionally, 84.4% of trips

(86.8% of constituents) that were intercepted stated that they harvested all or a majority of their

landings in federal waters (>9 nm) and landed 82.4% of the total Red Snapper harvested.

Conversely, 15.6% of trips (13.1% of constituents) that were intercepted stated that they

harvested all or a majority of their landings in state waters (<9 nm) and landed 17.6% of the total

Red Snapper harvested (Table 2).

Catch-rate (number of Red Snapper per constituent) calculated from raw data (i.e.,

uncorrected for the inclusion of a guide in constituent counts) was not found to be significantly

different for guided versus private trips (D = 0.003, P = 0.99) with 64.1% of guided trips and

73.8% of private trips landing two or more fish per constituent. However, using the alternative

metric for guided CPUE calculations, catch-rate was found to be significantly different between
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guided and private trips (D = 0.82, P = 0.001; Figure 2). Using this alternative metric, 76.8% of

guided trips landed two or more fish per constituent. Additionally, catch-rate was found to be

greater in state waters compared to federal waters (D = 0.52, P = 0.001) with 69.1% of trips from

federal waters landing two or more fish per constituent and 35.7% of trips from state waters

landing four or more fish per constituent (constituents from both guided and private trips

combined; Figure 3).

A total of 3,969 harvested Red Snapper were measured by TPWD personnel during

intercept surveys with a mean length of 589 ( 103, SD) mm. Guided trips yielded a slightly

greater mean length (596 112 mm) than private trips (585 99 mm; D = 11.38, P = 0.001).

Additionally, federal water trips (those that harvested all or a majority of their landings in federal

waters) yielded a greater mean length (602 102 mm) than state water trips (those that harvested

all or a majority of their landings in state waters; 529 88 mm; D = 73.05, P = 0.001).

Frequencies of length class are given in Figures 4 and 5.

A total of 184 trips were reported using the TPWD online reporting system consisting of

1,081 anglers and 2,187 landed Red Snapper (Table 1). Reported launch location was fairly

evenly distributed with most trips launching from public ramps and marinas and fewer from

private docks (Figure 6). Twenty-six of these reported trips were also interviewed by TPWD

personnel. Overlap of these trips was detected by matching the Texas vessel registration

number, or vessel name, with the date of the trip. Ten trips showed inconsistency between

interviewed and reported data in the number of constituents, one trip showed inconsistency in the

number of Red Snapper harvested, and two trips showed inconsistency in both the number of

constituents and the number of Red Snapper (Table 3). Overall, inconsistency between

interviewed and reported data resulted in one percent fewer fish and three percent fewer

constituents being reported. Additionally, there were some anomalies in the self-reported vessel

registration numbers that indicated they were incorrectly or incompletely entered. Seven vessels

reported incomplete or unverifiable registration numbers and of those vessels interviewed by

TPWD staff, 18 were recorded without vessel registration numbers or vessel names. In all such

cases, it would be impossible to verify overlap.



7

The number of trips and catch (both interviewed and reported) declined dramatically after

the first of the nine day federal season. A slight increase in the number of trips and catch was

observed on days six and seven most likely due to day type (i.e., Friday and Saturday; Figures 7

and 8). The overall decreasing trend in number of trips and catch is most likely related to

increasing wind speed and wave height observed throughout the season (Figure 9).

Discussion

The original goal of the TPWD harvest surveys was to intercept at least 10 percent of

reported trips in order to validate the self-reported data. Ultimately, a total of 14 percent of

reported trips were interviewed by TPWD personnel though interestingly a greater number of

trips were intercepted than were reported. It should be once again noted, however, that 18

vessels were interviewed without identifying vessel registration numbers or vessel names and so

would be unverifiable in the reported dataset. Nonetheless, the number of overlapped trips (i.e.,

interviewed and subsequently reported) is relatively small considering the spatial and temporal

extent of TPWD surveys during the federal season. Although extensive effort was made to raise

public awareness regarding the Red Snapper online reporting system (Appendix A); the short

timeframe in which the study was designed and implemented may have precluded adequate

publicity (Table A. 1, A.2). However, interviewed parties were directly asked by TPWD

personnel to subsequently report landings online, though it is clear that many of them did not. If

only online reporting data were used, this would result in a vast underestimation of both harvest

and effort.

In those trips that were intercepted and reported, discrepancies were observed; the most

common being the reported number of constituents (Table 3). This may have been caused by

anglers not including their guide and deckhands in the reported number of 'anglers' as these

instructions were not made clear on the website (see Figure 1), whereas TPWD intercepts did

include both guides and deckhands. This could be easily rectified by adding verbiage to the

reporting website that specifies all individuals participating in angling activity 'including guides

and deckhands' be reported.
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An interesting trend observed over the nine day season was the general decreasing

number of trips and landings with worsening sea condition (Figures 7, 8, and 9). While such a

trend is not surprising, this highlights the need for more flexibility in setting the annual Red

Snapper season to better accommodate region specific drivers of fishing pressure such as

weather.

Although it is common practice for private anglers to fish in both federal and state waters

(though anglers on federally permitted guided trips must abide by federal regulations, regardless

of where the fish are harvested), it should be noted that intercept survey procedures make it

difficult to differentiate fish caught separately in these two zones. Intercept surveys ask where

the majority of fish were caught but do not necessarily designate the number of Red Snapper

landed from each area. This may explain many 'federal' water trips in which greater than two

Red Snapper per constituent were harvested, though non-compliance with both state and federal

regulations was observed by interviewers on some occasions. Since constituents were not asked

to report online if fish were harvested in state or federal waters, only intercept data could be used

to make such distinctions (though not ideal). Regardless, differing bag and size limit regulations

in state (4 fish per angler per day, minimum length: 15 inches; 381 mm) and federal (2 fish per

angler per day, minimum length 16 inches; 406 mm) waters may be at least partially responsible

for the disparity in CPUE and mean length observed between areas.

Finally, while catch-per-constituent calculations are given in Tables 1 and 2, it should be

noted that these values are likely overestimated since only constituents that landed Red Snapper

were interviewed and it is unlikely that anglers would report trips in which no fish were caught

(McCluskey and Lewison 2008). Also, the inability of guides and deckhands to retain their own

limit of fish results in catch-per-constituent calculations for the guided sector to be biased

downward and not truly reflective of angler success compared to the private sector. This may

explain the discrepancy between the two metrics (Table 2). For this reason, a more comparable

calculation of this metric is given. However, due to the fact that deckhands are also present on

many guided trips and, like the guide, cannot legally retain fish, this alternative metric is only a

conservative estimate of guided angler success.
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Based on the results and experience gained from this study, we give the following

recommendations for improvement if such a catch-reporting program is to be continued:

1. Public outreach regarding the online self-reporting system should begin months in

advance of the federal season with increasing publicity as the start of the federal

season draws closer. Media outlets such as newspapers, news programs, and fishing

magazines should be utilized as well as social media and collaboration with fishing

organizations. Such public outreach should not only include advertisement of the

online reporting system but also materials aimed at educating anglers as to the

importance of the self-reporting system,

2. Ask anglers to indicate if the trip was guided or private on the online self-reporting

system in order to separate landings and effort from these two sectors (cross

referencing vessel identification numbers with those of federal reef fish permit and

state guide permit holders can only determine if the captain possesses such a license

but does not necessarily designate the reported trip as private or guided).

Additionally, add verbiage to the self-reporting webpage specifying that guides and

deckhands be included in the 'Number of anglers on trip' count so that intercepted

and reported data are directly comparable,

3. Ask anglers to report where fish were caught (i.e., federal or state waters) and allow

for anglers to report fish caught in both federal and state waters during the same trip,

4. Change online self-reporting options for Launch Type to 'Public Ramp/Marina' and

'Private Dock' as the distinction between public ramp and marina seems unnecessary

and may have been confusing to anglers,

5. Consider making participation in the online self-reporting system mandatory for one

or both of the recreational sectors (private and/or guided).
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If federal Red Snapper management for the recreational sector continues to operate under

a derby style fishery, TPWD will need to deviate from its routine harvest monitoring procedures

in order to capture accurate estimates of fishing effort and landings. While a 'blitz' style survey

design in which TPWD personnel aim to capture all fishing activity via an increased number of

intercept surveys during a very brief season is feasible given the limited number of offshore

access marinas and ramps on the Texas coast, such surveys would nevertheless underestimate

total effort and landings due to the high percentage of anglers using private docks (28%) as

outlined in this study. While using a combination of intercepted and reported data may allow for

generation of non-reporting estimates, dramatically improved angler participation is still

necessary for this reporting system to be a valuable tool for the state's resource managers.
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Tables and Figures

TABLE 1.-A summary of the trips (number of trips), catch (number of Red Snapper),
constituents (number anglers, guides, and deckhands), and catch-per-constituent (mean) during
the 2014 federal recreational Red Snapper season (June 1-9). Reported information was obtained
from online reporting, interview information from TPWD intercept surveys, and online
reported+interviewed the combination of data from these two venues minus online reported data
when both occurred for a given trip.

Trips Catch Constituents Catch/constituent

Reported (online) 184 2,187 1,081 2.03
Interviewed 360 4,084 1,917 2.32
Reported (online)+interviewed 518 6,003 2,870 2.23
(minus overlap)

TABLE 2.-A summary of the trips (number of trips), catch (number of Red Snapper),
constituents (number anglers, guides, and deckhands), and catch-per-constituent (mean) from
TPWD interviews during the 2014 federal recreational Red Snapper season (June 1-9). Data is
split by guided versus private trips and state versus federal water trips (whether a vessel was
recorded as having fished in state or federal waters was determined by where they harvested the
majority of their fish). Alternative metrics for the guided sector are given in parentheses.

Trips Catch Constituents Catch/constituenta

Guided 131 1,412 696 (565) 2.32 (3.14)
Private 229 2,672 1,221 2.32

State waters 56 718 252 2.77
Federal waters 304 3,366 1,665 2.24

alt is expected that catch/constituent values are downward biased for guided trips compared to private trips due to
the fact that guides and deckhands were included in this calculation. In contrast, for private trips, only anglers were
included in the catch/constituent calculation. For this reason, an alternative metric of catch/constituent is given
which excludes the guide from the constituent count. This alternative metric is more reflective of angler success and
thus comparable to that given for the private sector.
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TABLE 3.-A summary of Red Snapper trips that were both intercepted by TPWD personnel and reported online in which the reported
number of anglers and/or the reported catch differed from that observed during the interview.

Reported
launch type

Public Ramp

Marina
Marina

Public Ramp

Marina

Marina

Marina

Public Ramp

Marina

Marina

Marina

Public Ramp

Marina

Date

6/1/2014

6/1/2014
6/2/2014

6/3/2014

6/4/2014

6/4/2014

6/4/2014

6/4/2014

6/4/2014

6/5/2014
6/5/2014

6/6/2014

6/8/2014

Activity

Guided

Private

Guided

Guided

Guided
Guided

Guided

Private

Guided

Private

Guided

Private

Guided

Interviewed Reported Interviewed
constituents constituents catch

2 5 10

4 5 10

7 5 10

5 4 8

8 6 14

6 6 10

6 5 10

4 3 12

3 5 10

4 5 10

6 5 10

7 6 14

6 4 8

Reported
catch

10

10

10

8

12

12

10

12

10

10

10

12

8
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FIGURE 1.-A screen shot of the TPWD Red Snapper Self-Reporting webpage found at
www.tpwd.texas.gov/snapper.
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FIGURE 2.-Bag distribution (Red Snapper catch-per-constituent) from TPWD intercepts of
private and guided trips during the 2014 federal recreational Red Snapper season (June 1-9).
Guided alt. refers to an alternative calculation for Red Snapper catch-per-constituent in which the
guide is removed from the calculation so that the metric is more reflective of angler success.
Note: data from both state and federal waters have been combined.
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FIGURE 3.-Bag distribution (Red Snapper catch-per-constituent) from TPWD intercepts of state
and federal water trips during the 2014 federal recreational Red Snapper season (June 1-9).
Note: data from both guided and private trips have been combined.
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FIGURE 4.-Length frequency of Red Snapper from TPWD intercepts of private and guided trips during the 2014 federal recreational
Red Snapper season (June 1-9). Note: data from both state and federal waters have been combined.
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FIGURE 5.-Length frequency of Red Snapper from TPWD intercepts of state and federal water trips during the 2014 federal
recreational Red Snapper season (June 1-9). Note: data from both guided and private trips have been combined.
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FIGURE 6.-Launch location reported using TPWD's online self-reporting system.

0

0

C)
0

a)
0

0
N\

Q

0

Marina

.



21

i'- Intervawed

I: " N

\t

tC.^ w. .

I

s

II .. ... . 1 ". ""
Jun:-e02 June03 :Ju 04.Jun 0.-J'e. .juneO7

Son Tues Ved Thurs Fri Sat

Day

June08 June09
Sun Mon

:. /-

June01
Sun

FIGURE 7.-Interviewed and reported number of Red Snapper trips during the 2014 federal
recreational Red Snapper season (June 1-9).

0
0

0

0 w
C-m

0

(0

(J

0

~ ,w



22

4,

6 

N 

// 1

Repore

rr

a
(U
C
0)

at,

a)
6
IZ
co
0)
C
v
C
(V
-J

C

0

0

a
0 1

a

1 1 .. II

June02 June03-June04 June0 June06 June07Juneo8 June09
lon Tes Wed Thurs Fr cat Sun Mon

Day

FIGURE 8.-Interviewed and reported number of Red Snapper landed during the 2014 federal
recreational Red Snapper season (June 1-9).
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FIGURE 9.-Wind speed and wave height data from National Data Buoy Center (buoy 42020)
located 60 nautical miles S SE of Corpus Christi, Texas. Data was taken during the 2014 federal

recreational Red Snapper season (June 1-9). The solid horizontal line designates a wind speed of

7.7 meters/second (15 knots) or the point at which a "Small crafts should exercise caution"

warning is issued by the National Weather Service.
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Appendix A. Public outreach material used and distributed by Texas Parks and Wildlife

Department to raise awareness of the online self-reporting system for Red Snapper.
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Table A. 1.-Links to public outreach resources used and distributed by Texas Parks and Wildlife

Department to raise awareness of the online self-reporting system for Red Snapper.

TPWD Frequently Asked Questions- Red Snapper (April 2013):

http://www.tpwd.state.tx.us/newsmedia/releases/news_roundup/redsnapper/faq.phtml

Texas Saltwater Fishing Magazine article (May 13, 2014):

http://www.texassaltwaterfishingmagazine.com/fishing/tpwd-catch-reporting-system-red-

snapper-effect-june-1-2014/subpage2151.html

Texas Parks and Wildlife Department press release (May 19, 2014):

http://www.tpwd.state.tx.us/newsmedia/releases/?req=20140519b

Corpus Christi Caller Times article (May 28, 2014):

http://www.caller.com/news/sikes-starting-sunday-count-your-snapper

Table A.2.- Outreach social media results (from 2 posts).

1. The May 20, 2014 Facebook post received 537 likes, 294 shares and had an estimated

57,056 impressions based on the number of people who potentially saw it in their news

feed.

2. The May 30, 2014 Facebook post received 183 likes, 90 shares and an estimated 27,774

impression based on the news feeds.
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The EticalArigler

. Respects other anglers' rights
* Respects the rights of others who use the

resource
* keeps only thefish he/she wants
* Neeer wasesfisok
. Releases unwanted fish carefullyand

unharmed
* Never litters or pollutes the waters
* Knows and follows angling and boating

regulations
* Continually seeks new knowledge and

skill
* Shares IrheIrknrowledg erthithers
* Promotes the sportoffishing

Report game orfishing violations
Call 1 +(100)792-GAME

Regulations in ederal eaterr: Bnm romshorei rnay

eranom te relations. Fol federal normaton

ca ltorll irem -o88 8ie33-1844

rpcireo-0rm osro

Report Red Snapper Landings

In an effort to better tra':l. landings,
TPVVi is asking all anglers, with
the exception of head boat (parte

boat) anglers to self report all red
snapper landings online Its fast.
simple and easvi Please ic to

www.tpwd.texas.state.uslsnapper

El,

You can help!

Ped snapper are an important sport
fish to marry Thas anglers and to
anglers all across the Gulf of Me>ico

knowing how many fish are landed
each year by anglers is a critical
component of managing the fishery
and a measure of the overall health of
the fishery By submitting your land-
igs online, you can help TPVVD
better manage red snapper stocks so
that they will be available for future
generations

For more information about red snap-
per management and/or the reporting
program, contact your local TPFD
Coastal Fisheries office or email
redsnappesr<tpwd texas gov

FIGURE A.1. -Wallet card created and distributed by Texas Parks and Wildlife Department to
sporting goods stores, bait and tackle shops, boat dealers, and constituents in order to raise
awareness of the online self-reporting system for Red Snapper.

Report your landings here

www.tpwd.texas.state.usisnapper

Beginning June 1, 2014 with the
ercepton of party boat (head boat)
anglers who are exempt from report-
ing their catches because the captain
reports those for you, all anglers are
asked to report their daily red snapper
landings VVtrhen you go online to
report your landings, you will be
asked for your license number (Lic
#), the boat registration number (Tu.

#) of the vessel you were fishing froi,
the date of your catch, and the num-
ber of red snapper you landed It's
that simple

Texas state waters (<9nm firm shore) are
open yeat round for red snapper wth a foui
fish bag hmit and minimurn sle it of I5"

T# #
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Front

Report your landings here!
Wth he excepion of head boat (caity

tat) anqiets who are eyeipt from re-
portin their catches because the captain
reports those for you al angers are
asked to report their daily red snapper
landings, Wre you go onie to report
your endings, you wr be asked for your
License number (L. k,tire boat registr-
tion number (TX #) of the vessel you
were fishing from, the date of your catch
and tie number oft red snapper you tand-
ed its that simpler

wwwitpwd.statetx us/snapper

. ..

For more r tor en r contact your local
TPW Coastal Fisheite Offce

Sabine Lake
601 Channelsee Drive
Port Arthur, TX 77640

1409) 983-1104

Galveston Bay
1502 PPM 517 East

Oirnursor0 TX 77539
281) 534-0110

Matagorda Bay
2200) Harrison

Palaces, TX 77465
361 ) 972-6253

San Antonio Bay
P 0 Box 688. 418S I. 6th Street

Pot O'Connor TX 77982
(361) 983-4425

Aransasi Bay
824 S Fuqua St.

Rockport. TX 78382
(361) 729-5429

Corpus Christi Bay
702 Navigation Circle
Rockport. TX 78382

3611 729-2328

Upper Laguna Madre
Natural Resource Center

6300 Ocean Dive Suite 2500
Corpus Chntr, TX 78412

1361)825-3353

Lower Laguna Madre
95 Fish Hatchery Road
Brownsri )e, TX 78520

(956) 2504490

Red Snapper
Landings Reporting

Program

wwwtpwd state tx usisnapper

Get involved, Help manage the red
snapper fishery for future generations.

FIGURE A.2. Educational brochure created and distributed by Texas Parks and Wildlife
Department to sporting goods stores, bait and tackle shops, boat dealers, and constituents in
order to raise awareness of the online self-reporting system for Red Snapper.



28

FIGURE A.3.-Educational brochure created and distributed by Texas Parks and Wildlife
Department to sporting goods stores, bait and tackle shops, boat dealers, and constituents in
order to raise awareness of the online self-reporting system for Red Snapper.
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In accordance with Texas Depository Law, this publication is available at the
Texas State Publications Clearinghouse and/or Texas Depository Libraries.

TPWD receives funds from the USFWS. TPWD prohibits discrimination on the basis of race, color, religion, national origin, disability, age,
and gender, pursuant to state and federal law. To request an accommodation or obtain information in an alternative format, please contact
TPWD on a Text Telephone (TDD) at (512) 389-8915 or by Relay Texas at 7-1-1 or (800) 735-2989. If you believe you have been discriminated
against by TPWD, please contact TPWD or the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, Office for Diversity and Workforce Management, 5275 Leesburg
Pike, Falls Church, VA 22041.


