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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF HAWAI‘I 

CONSERVATION COUNCIL FOR 
HAWAI‘I, a non-profit corporation, and 
MICHAEL NAKACHI, an individual, 

Plaintiffs, 
v. 

NATIONAL MARINE FISHERIES 
SERVICE, Department of Commerce; 
NATIONAL OCEANIC AND 
ATMOSPHERIC ADMINISTRATION, 
Department of Commerce; and GINA 
RAIMONDO, in her official capacity as 
Secretary of the United States Department 
of Commerce, 

Defendants. 

Civil No. 

PLAINTIFFS’ COMPLAINT 
FOR DECLARATORY AND 
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

22-cv-00224
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INTRODUCTION 

1. Plaintiffs Conservation Council of Hawai‘i and Michael Nakachi 

bring this action for declaratory and injunctive relief to remedy Federal 

Defendants’ (collectively, the National Marine Fisheries Service (“NMFS”)) 

failure to protect threatened oceanic whitetip sharks from harm caused by fisheries 

in the Western Pacific Ocean. Specifically, NMFS has failed to complete required 

consultation under the Endangered Species Act (“ESA”) regarding the effects of 

NMFS’s continued authorization of two fisheries managed under the Fishery 

Ecosystem Plan for Pacific Pelagic Fisheries of the Western Pacific Region 

(“Pelagic FEP”) on the oceanic whitetip shark. By failing to complete consultation, 

NMFS is failing to ensure that these activities do not jeopardize the continued 

existence of the species, in violation of Section 7 of the ESA and its implementing 

regulations.  

2. The oceanic whitetip shark has suffered a precipitous population 

decline of up to 88 percent in recent decades. The decline is due primarily to 

significant fishing pressure in the form of incidental capture and death in fisheries 

targeting other species (“bycatch”) and targeted catch. Ongoing fishing-related 

mortality and harm continue to threaten the shark’s existence.  

3. In recognition of its population decline and ongoing threats, NMFS 

issued a final rule in January 2018 listing the oceanic whitetip shark as a threatened 

Case 1:22-cv-00224-DKW-KJM   Document 1   Filed 05/17/22   Page 2 of 25     PageID #: 2

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


 2 

species under the ESA.  

4. Section 7 of the ESA requires every federal agency to ensure, through 

consultation with the relevant federal wildlife agency (here, NMFS’s Office of 

Protected Resources), that any agency action that may affect a threatened or 

endangered species will not jeopardize the species’ continued existence. 

5. In the time since it listed the oceanic whitetip shark, NMFS’s Office 

of Sustainable Fisheries has continued to authorize fisheries managed under the 

Pelagic FEP that affect the oceanic whitetip shark through bycatch. Capture in 

these fisheries can kill or seriously harm individual oceanic whitetip sharks, 

contributing to population reductions and diminishing the likelihoods of its 

survival and recovery.  

6. NMFS has not completed the required ESA consultation on the effects 

of two of these fisheries—the Hawai‘i deep-set longline fishery and the American 

Samoa longline fishery—on numerous ESA-listed species, including the oceanic 

whitetip shark.  

7. NMFS’s continued authorization of the Hawai‘i deep-set longline 

fishery and American Samoa longline fishery without first completing this required 

consultation violates the agency’s procedural duty to complete consultation and its 

substantive duty to avoid jeopardy to the continued existence of listed species 

under Section 7 of the ESA. 16 U.S.C. § 1536(a)(2).  
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8. Plaintiffs therefore ask this Court to declare that NMFS is in violation 

of the ESA and its implementing regulations and to order NMFS to complete the 

required consultations and issue final biological opinions on the effects of the 

Hawai‘i deep-set longline fishery and the American Samoa longline fishery on the 

oceanic whitetip shark within 90 days. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

9. This Court has jurisdiction over this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 

§ 1331 (federal question) and 16 U.S.C. § 1540(c), (g) (ESA citizen suits). 

10. Plaintiffs provided written notice of the legal violations alleged in this 

Complaint to the named Defendants on February 7, 2019, as required by the ESA. 

See id. § 1540(g)(2)(C). Defendants have not corrected their violations of law. 

11. This Court has authority to grant Plaintiffs’ requested relief pursuant 

to the ESA, id. § 1540(g), the Administrative Procedure Act (APA), 5 U.S.C. 

§ 706, and the Declaratory Judgment Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201–2202. Defendants’ 

sovereign immunity has been waived under the ESA’s citizen suit provision, 

16 U.S.C. § 1540(g)(1)(A), and the APA, 5 U.S.C. § 702. 

12. Venue is properly vested in this District pursuant to 16 U.S.C. 

§ 1540(g)(3)(A) and 28 U.S.C. § 1391(e)(i) because a substantial part of the events 

or omissions giving rise to Plaintiffs’ claims occurred in this District and Plaintiffs 

reside in this District.     
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PARTIES 

13. Plaintiff Conservation Council for Hawai‘i (“CCH”) is a non-profit 

citizens’ organization based in Hawai’i with approximately 5,000 members in 

Hawai‘i, the United States mainland, and foreign countries. CCH is the Hawai‘i 

affiliate of the National Wildlife Federation, a non-profit membership organization 

with over 5.8 million members and supporters nationwide. CCH’s mission is to 

protect native Hawaiian species, including threatened and endangered species, and 

to restore native Hawaiian ecosystems for future generations. CCH and its 

members have advocated for increased protection for marine life by supporting 

shark protection bills in the state legislature, a statewide ban on lay gillnets, and 

the establishment of marine protected areas. In 2015, CCH, along with others, 

successfully challenged NMFS’s decision to permit the U.S. Navy’s use of high-

powered sonar and explosives off the coast of Hawai‘i and Southern California, 

which harm marine life. In the local community, CCH has produced a series of 

wildlife viewing interpretive signs to help protect marine species and held beach 

clean-ups.  

14. CCH members include wildlife biologists, Native Hawaiian 

practitioners, farmers, fishermen, hunters, educators, artists, community leaders, 

and others who study and enjoy native Hawaiian wildlife. CCH members who live 

in other states visit the islands to observe and enjoy Hawai‘i’s native wildlife. CCH 

Case 1:22-cv-00224-DKW-KJM   Document 1   Filed 05/17/22   Page 5 of 25     PageID #: 5

f 

 

Find authenticated court documents without watermarks at docketalarm.com. 

https://www.docketalarm.com/


Real-Time Litigation Alerts
  Keep your litigation team up-to-date with real-time  

alerts and advanced team management tools built for  
the enterprise, all while greatly reducing PACER spend.

  Our comprehensive service means we can handle Federal, 
State, and Administrative courts across the country.

Advanced Docket Research
  With over 230 million records, Docket Alarm’s cloud-native 

docket research platform finds what other services can’t. 
Coverage includes Federal, State, plus PTAB, TTAB, ITC  
and NLRB decisions, all in one place.

  Identify arguments that have been successful in the past 
with full text, pinpoint searching. Link to case law cited  
within any court document via Fastcase.

Analytics At Your Fingertips
  Learn what happened the last time a particular judge,  

opposing counsel or company faced cases similar to yours.

  Advanced out-of-the-box PTAB and TTAB analytics are  
always at your fingertips.

Docket Alarm provides insights to develop a more  

informed litigation strategy and the peace of mind of 

knowing you’re on top of things.

Explore Litigation 
Insights

®

WHAT WILL YOU BUILD?  |  sales@docketalarm.com  |  1-866-77-FASTCASE

API
Docket Alarm offers a powerful API 
(application programming inter-
face) to developers that want to 
integrate case filings into their apps.

LAW FIRMS
Build custom dashboards for your 
attorneys and clients with live data 
direct from the court.

Automate many repetitive legal  
tasks like conflict checks, document 
management, and marketing.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS
Litigation and bankruptcy checks 
for companies and debtors.

E-DISCOVERY AND  
LEGAL VENDORS
Sync your system to PACER to  
automate legal marketing.


