Fisheries and Aquaculture Conference Call - February 20, 2008
Participants:


Jason Link (NOAA)  Chair


Sebastian Belle (Maine Aquaculture Association)


Thierry Chopin (University of New Brunswick)

Ike Levine (USM)


Judy Li (NOAA)


Christine Tilburg (GOMC - ESIP)

Introduction and Follow-Up from Last Call
The conference call began with everyone (re)introducing themselves and their organizations. Jason Link then updated everyone on the ESIP Steering Committee conference call that was held January 22, 2008. The Fisheries and Aquaculture Subcommittee asked several questions of other subcommittees including:
1. Will Sea Surface Temperature be covered by the Climate Change Subcommittee - Answered, most likely, by Gary Lines (chair Climate Change)

2. Will nutrient loading be covered by the Eutrophication Subcommittee - Answered, most likely, by Christine Tilburg (chair Eutrophication was not present).

3. Will sulfides be covered by the Eutrophication Subcommittee? Answer, most likely not.

4. Are most of the subcommittees taking a similar approach? The general sense from the call is that the approach is similar between the groups, though not identical.

Judy Li asked for a refresher on ESIP and the goals. Christine did a short background on ESIP and the process.

Sebastian asked specifically about what indicators the Eutrophication Subcommittee is looking at. Christine mentioned that this subcommittee is just revitalizing its efforts. She asked if it would be helpful to have the next Eutrophication Subcommittee Conference Call notes mailed out to the subcommittee. Christine also asked the subcommittee if the notes from the ESIP Steering Committee call would be helpful. The group agreed they would.
Action Needed: Christine will forward the Eutrophication Subcommittee notes along after their conference call on February 27, 2008. In addition, the last ESIP Steering Committee call (when the chairs that were present put forth most likely priority indicators) will be forwarded. (Notes forwarded 2/22/08).

Aquaculture Indicator List

Jason Link then asked if anyone had comments about the indicator list presented on the ESIP Planning Site (www.gulfofmaine.org/esipplanning). Thierry Chopin wondered that seaweed and/or integrated multi-trophic aquaculture (IMTA) were not included. He feels that IMTA/seaweed aquaculture is likely to increase in the future. (Integrated Multi-Trophic Aquaculture added to the Indicators List - "short list" 2/22/08.) Jason wondered if in looking at the two columns (scientifically valid and accurate data) - these were available for IMTA. Ike Levine stated that he supported Thierry's point and commented that the most scientifically recent data are likely available for the Bay of Fundy.  Sebastian Belle also whole-heartedly supported Thierry's point as IMTA is the most likely sustainable aquaculture and is expected to increase. Sebastian did warn that one complication is that the subcommittee must be careful to not double count acreage.
Jason Link then asked the group to think about whether economic value for some of these indicators is readily available. Ike stated that the USDA has a biannual economic survey which was begun approximately 10 years ago. The early data for aquaculture might be questionable, but recent data seems satisfactory. Thierry stated that in New Brunswick there are definitely data available in the annual New Brunswick Agriculture and Aquaculture Report. He also felt that economic numbers are most likely available for Nova Scotia also.

Judy Li stated that for aquaculture she doesn't feel that the number of farms/area is relevant with respect to production as production depends on the size of the farms in the area. The group agreed to strike-through this indicator. Sebastian stated that the indicators need to be surrogates of impact. He feels that production/leased areas per area is the #1 potential aquaculture indicator. The group agreed that this is a key indicator that the group can "live with". In addition, the group agreed to cross-out production type as an indicator.

Sebastian then suggested that the #2 aquaculture indicator might be the economic value of aquaculture. Sebastian also wondered about the "area" value of production leased areas/area. He asked if discussion has occurred in other ESIP subcommittees about what this unit of area might be? For example, if you normalize aquaculture to the Gulf of Maine - the number wouldn't really be valid. If we start comparing between activities of the different subcommittees, it might be important to have a normalized unit of area. Jason Link stated that you need to be careful that you are comparing apples to apples. We are trying to capture an indicator as a proxy for a suite of processes.

 Thierry mentioned that environmental and economic indicators are important, but societal indicators are equally important. Jason agreed but stated there are not a lot of data available with respect to societal indicators. This leaves the aquaculture indicators at:

1. Production/leased areas per area for:


a. finfish


b. shellfish


c. integrated multi-trophic aquaculture

2.  Economic value of aquaculture.

Fisheries Indicators

As the fisheries members of this subcommittee were not able to make this call, Jason Link wished to suggest two possible indicators for discussion in the next conference call:


1. Proportions of stock at or above targeted abundance or biomass


2. Mean length of fish for everything sampled.

Next Steps

Christine Tilburg will summarize this call and send notes on. In March, the subcommittee will reconvene to determine if there is agreement on the two aquaculture and two fisheries indicators stated during this call.
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