Fisheries and Aquaculture Conference Call - March 31, 2008
Participants:


Jason Link (NOAA)  Chair


Sebastian Belle (Maine Aquaculture Association)


Thierry Chopin (University of New Brunswick)

Andrew Cooper (DFO)


Jeri Fox (UNE)


Kats Haya (DFO)


Eddy Kennedy (DFO)


Linda Mercer (Maine DMR)

Christine Tilburg (GOMC - ESIP)
Indicator Reporting Tool

Following introductions, Christine Tilburg let the subcommittee know that the ESIP Indicator Reporting Tool is now available from the ESIP webpage (www.gulfofmaine.org/esip) or by directly linking (www.gomoos.org/esip). This tool is the beginning step towards delivering indicators for the Gulf of Maine. Currently, three datasets for contaminants and nutrients can be accessed along with point source and aquatic habitat information. 
Action Needed: Christine requested that comments on the Indicator Reporting Tool be sent to her by the end of April as revisions to the tool will follow.
Intern Needs/Data Needs

Christine also mentioned that a small list of projects and/or possible intern focus areas has been put together to help ESIP meet the data gathering needs of all of the subcommittees. That list will be sent out along with the summary of this call. 

Action Needed: Please review the small projects/data needs list that Christine has provided and let her know if any assistance is available from member organizations.

Discussion of Indicators

Jason Link then opened the call by reminding the subcommittee members that the group has been working with the indicator matrix available on the ESIP Planning Site (www.gulfofmaine.org/esipplanning).  He feels that the indicators are all relatively straight-forward metrics for fisheries and aquaculture. He reminded the group concerning some of the process that has been undertaken so far with respect to the columns and types of considerations. He also said that during the last call the group came up with a list of four indicators. It seemed valid for this subcommittee to have perhaps more indicators that other subcommittees as it really covers two focus areas: fisheries and aquaculture.

Revisiting the Aquaculture Indicators

Jason then requested that the group revisit the indicators that have been suggested for aquaculture:


1. Production/leased areas per area for:



a. finfish



b. shellfish



c. integrated aquaculture


2. Economic value of aquaculture.

Jason stated that he would like to know if everyone is OK with these indicators or has strong opinions about including other indicators. Eddy Kennedy asked if the question that the indicators should be approaching involves impact? He also pointed out that aquaculture might be more of a local effect as opposed to a regional effect. Kats Haya mentioned that a effort underway right now to determine ecosystem indicators (led by Jake Rice) has approached the aspects of scale by separating indicators into three scales:


1. large scale


2. mid-scale


3. small scale.

Right now aquaculture is one of the case-studies of small-scale indicators. Kats also mentioned the work on the aquaculture toolbox by the ECASA (Christine forwarded link to this toolbox on 4/2/08).  Christine mentioned that other ESIP subcommittees are encountering this scale issue also. For example, the Eutrophication Subcommittee is focusing more on small scales and embayments versus the Region as a whole.
Jason asked if people had specific comments about the proposed indicators. Eddy thought that if the purpose is to identify key indicators for the sectors first and then work on links between driver, pressure, and state - then he is fine. Christine reminded the group that the driver, pressure, and state indicators might be revisited during a second round of indicator selection. Kats mentioned that as there are several efforts underway right now to determine indicators, there is a lot of potential for the ESIP indicators to be combined with other initiatives (like COMPASS) to create a larger picture. He also mentioned that Dave Duggan (DFO) is putting together an initiative to look at ocean-side indicators. Sebastian Belle wondered if any aquaculture people are involved with Dave Duggan's effort. Kats wasn't aware of the specifics but thought that there was tie-in between Thierry Chopin and Dave Duggan. 

The members of the group then went around the table to state whether they were comfortable with the proposed aquaculture indicators. Sebastian replied yes as did Thierry Chopin. Eddy Kennedy thought that the per area/scale question needs to be thought about but this is a good first step. The remainder of members said the indicators were fine. Linda Mercer liked that the economic-social aspect is covered. She pointed out that she'd like to see a similar indicator for fisheries. With respect to the economic value, it was questioned if this was intended to reflect both direct and indirect. Sebastian replied that he felt it was the direct value as too often it's easy to argue about indirect economic value.
Revisiting the Fisheries Indicators

Jason then asked the group to revisit the fisheries indicators. The two proposed indicators for fisheries are:


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


2. Mean length for fish for everything sampled.

Linda wondered about the social and economic aspect such as the economic value of fisheries or the number of active participants/licenses.  With respect to the economic value, Kats mentioned that the production values are most likely available according to species. Jason asked about what valuation that data would be in. Kats thought it would be in tons and/or monetary value. Jason mentioned that certainly the data on number of license or economic value is accessible. Christine stated that she is fine adding a third indicator for fisheries covering the economic value or number of license/permits.

Andrew Cooper mentioned that with respect to target abundance, for the Canadian side, he doesn't believe this data is available. Christine wondered if it would be available for some stocks. Andrew  thought it would be available for lobster, snow crabs, and scallops. Christine mentioned that for some other subcommittees (example, Contaminants and the proposed indicator for sediment triad data) there are data available on the US side, but not widely available for the Canadian side. The Contaminants Subcommittee is using the priority indicators to also point to where data needs to be collected. The members of the subcommittee then stated that they were fine with the proposed three indicators for fisheries.
Next Steps

Christine then asked members to send data sets/sources to Christine on the proposed indicators:


1. Production/leased areas per area for:



a. finfish



b. shellfish



c. integrated aquaculture


2. Economic value of aquaculture


3. Proportions of stocks at or above targeted abundance or biomass


4. Mean length for fish for everything sampled


5. Economic value of fisheries (either direct value or number of license/permits).

Christine will then put this information in a table to verify that enough data is available to move forward with these indicators. The group agreed this sounds acceptable and agreed to send data sources in prior to April 11. Christine will then set up a call for May 2008.

Sebastian asked if the next call can include some discussion of the various other efforts that are underway in the Region. For example the DFO efforts and the COMPASS efforts. Christine agreed to include this on the agenda.
March 31, 2008 - Page 3

