Fisheries Conference Call - July 6, 2010
Participants:


Laurel Col (NMFS)

Madeleine Hall-Arbor (MIT)

Dan Holland (GMRI)


Theresa Johnson (U Maine)


Linda Mercer (Maine DMR)

Christine Tilburg (GOMC)
Discussion Shortened List of Indicators
Following introductions, Christine Tilburg asked that the group discuss the data discovery table she sent out prior to the call. The document summarizes the discussion from prior calls regarding potential priority indicators.
Proportion of Stocks At or Above Targeted Biomass: Linda Mercer wondered at the suite of species that should be included in this indicator. She also questioned using just federally managed (versus state managed) species. Madeleine Hall-Arbor stated that the Atlantic Marine Fisheries Commission has a list of species that they monitor. Some of these are also monitored federally. Linda also wondered about species that do not have targeted biomass levels. Christine suggested building a list of species managed in the Gulf of Maine. This list might be then used to look at the proportion of species that are not overfished. Linda agreed to assist Christine with this. (Action to be taken: Christine and Linda will bring together a list of species that are managed in the Gulf of Maine). 
Fleet Composition: The group thought that this indicator would consider the types and sizes of vessels. Dan Holland and Linda both stated that they were not sure how this indicator would be developed. Madeleine agreed but thought that it would break down into an indicator which included vessel size, gear size, ownership, and crew size. She felt that just using vessel size would not be inclusive enough. Linda worried that this would have to be done by fishery and would create a lot of indicator values. Dan stated that it seemed to move away from the idea of assessing the whole ecosystem. Madeleine thought that at the very least vessel size could be included. However, the worry there is that the indicator is then too simplified and not very useful. The group discussed potentially using information from leases and permits. It was agreed that this information could be misleading. Dan thought a Lorenz curve type measure (http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gini_coefficient) with total fishery revenue on the y-axis and the percentage of vessels that make up that revenue on the x-axis might be useful. Linda wondered how this could reflect changes over time. 
Commercial Fishing Economic Value:  Linda stated that although the information is readily available it can be misleading relative to stock sizes.

Mean Length for Species: The group wondered if a subset of species could be selected for this indicator. Linda asked if the data would be primarily from trawl surveys. The problem with that approach is that only organisms of a certain size range are captured. Dan wondered if mean length  would be useful for the designated users. Madeleine stated that if you look at mean length it doesn't necessarily reflect the fishery. The group agreed that they wouldn't like to rely on this as an appropriate indicator.
Spatial Distribution: Linda thought it would be difficult to find this data. Laurel agreed that she was not sure how to get the information. Madeleine thought that it would be tough to use this as a broad indicator.

Diversity/Species Richness: Laurel mentioned that if the NMFS surveys are used it wouldn't include the inshore component. Linda suggested that State data might be available at could be added to the NMFS surveys to cover the inshore component. Laurel said she'd be surprised if there was a trend, but thought people would be interested in the data.

Species ranking based on % of total landed economic value: Dan suggested ranking the number of species that make up 90% (or 80%, 50%, etc) of the economic value. This value could be plotted over time. 

Energy Flow: Laurel mentioned a project that addressed this indicator from 2000-2004. She thought the name was EMAX (Energy Model Analysis Experiment). The group was unsure of how to represent this indicator over time.
Next Steps
Christine stated that the subcommittee needs to narrow the list down to three indicators. She suggested voting by email (she will also connect with all members to stress the importance of participating at this juncture). The group agreed with this approach.
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