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Key take-aways:

1. Our findings do not contradict the NOAA assessment — they
supplement it.

2. We estimated high exploitation in known areas of high
abundance yet suspect little exploitation on uncharacterized

bottom.

3. High abundance over uncharacterized bottom may explain
weak S-R relationship.



Key take-aways:

4. 30% tag return rate shows low post-release mortality.

5. Stakeholder-engagement efforts were successful. Roughly
60% of anglers surveyed were familiar with the GRSC.
Awareness of the GRSC was associated with up to three times

higher satisfaction with fisheries management (Scyphers et al.
In Press)

6. This study provides a framework for future efforts to
estimate absolute abundance for other stocks.
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