Fisheries Conference Call – December 3, 2012
Participants:

Laurel Col (NMFS)
Patty King (FSRS)

David “Moe” Nelson (NOAA)


Bob Steneck (University of Maine)

Christine Tilburg (GOMC)


Rick Wahle (U Maine)

Update Ocean Jobs
Christine Tilburg began the call discussing issues she is having at bringing ocean employment information together. She is struggling to get a common parameter together across states and provinces. Rick Wahle thought it might be more productive to go through state resources. Bob Steneck agreed and thought Charlie Colgan at University of Southern Maine might be able to assist. Patty King mentioned that StatsCan might have more detailed provincial information. Bob also thought someone involved with the large Massachusetts planning effort (such as Jack Wiggin) might have detailed information. (Action to be taken: Christine will follow up with these suggestions to locate better information for the Ocean Jobs indicator).

Christine also mentioned that she is somewhat concerned about using the total province data for Nova Scotia. Bob didn’t feel that this would be a large issue and stated that the fact sheet will just need to detail out differences in the data sources.
Diversity by sub-region
Christine then began the conversation around the third fisheries indicator. The group had previously agreed to work with the subregions utilized by the Census of Marine Life Gulf of Maine Region.(http://www.gulfofmaine-census.org/about-the-gulf/physical-characteristics/physioregions/). Bob felt that the subregions looked OK. It was felt that some might be combined in the final analysis. Rick wondered which data sources were going to be accessed. Christine stated that she thought it was through NMFS or state agency trawl surveys. She did state that there had been a brief discussion of different methodology for herring. Most of the information can come from NMFS. Other suggestions regarding the analysis were as follows:
1. Use GIS to separate out the different subregions (and corresponding statistical areas) (Laurel Col agreed to assist).

2. It might be necessary to use a depth limit to maintain subregion structure.

3. Likely pool together decadal information to obtain better sample size.

4. Do analysis via pivot tables.

With respect to obtaining the NMFS/DFO information, it was hoped that connecting with both agencies would provide decent coverage of the Gulf of Maine. Laurel had concerns regarding what the query should include. The group discussed using number of species and weights. There was some discussion of the difference between species richness and diversity. Bob felt that beginning with all species would allow the group to determine biomass in each of the subregions.  Laurel wondered if weight per tow would be satisfactory. Bob stated that once the queries are run the data can be analyzed to show both number of species and biomass with histograms. The group then discussed presenting/analyzing this information with respect to space (subregions) instead of trends over time. Christine pointed out that the dominant species metric also used by the subcommittee in the fact sheet will provide information on temporal trends.
Rick stated that he is excited to see this information available but wondered who the users of the fact sheet would be. He stated that a scientist would probably run the queries themselves to answer specific questions. Christine agreed and stated that ESIP has found the first four fact sheets are most used by policy individuals. Bob stated that he felt the audience would be larger than that as the information is bringing together the parameter for the Gulf of Maine and crossing federal boundaries. 
Estuarine Surveys
Moe Nelson wondered if attention should also be given to estuarine areas that will not be included in open ocean trawls. The group felt that this is important and state trawl data should be included (caution from several members of the subcommittee that state trawl information cannot be compared directly to NMFS trawls). It was also pointed out that DFO surveys will likely not be directly comparable with NMFS trawls. Christine suggested that the state trawls be discussed separately and, perhaps, be presented in a sidebar on the fact sheet.
Further e-mail conversation

From Bob Steneck 12/3/12: “Pursuant to our discussion today about the Gulf of Maine ecosystem assessment.  We really have to use Maine's inshore trawl data along with the NMFS tows.  [Sorry for those of you who weren't in this conference call] Rick may be correct that the Maine and NMFS trawl surveys are not comparable but that is at odds with what Maine's DMR states about the design of its trawl surveys. They state the "trawl design considerations for the survey include effectiveness of the gear for sampling the complex bottom in the nearshore areas in the Gulf of Maine and comparability with previous and ongoing surveys by NMFS and Massachusetts Division of Marine Fisheries."  For what we are doing I think the intent of comparability is all we can hope for.”

From Linda Mercer 12/3/12: “Sorry to have missed the discussion. While we can’t combine the trawl survey indices, we can use them side by side.”
Next Steps

Go through the steps outlined above for the NMFS data. DFO data and state/provincial data also needs to be acquired. Next call will likely be January 2013.
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