Fisheries Conference Call – September 5, 2012
Participants:


Tony Charles (St. Mary’s University)

Laurel Col (NMFS)


Graham Goulette (NOAA)

Linda Mercer (Maine DMR)
David “Moe” Nelson (NOAA)


Bob Steneck (University of Maine)


Rob Stephenson (DFO)

Christine Tilburg (GOMC)


Rick Wahle (U Maine)

Dominant Species Metric
The purpose of this call was to wrap up discussion of the dominant species metric. This metric is one of four indicators chosen by the fisheries subcommittee. At the start of the call there was a brief discussion of appropriate ways to look at ecosystems. The indicator in question was discussed as a good way to look at what dominates the system with respect to fisheries catch. Rob Stephenson commented that he preferred the dominant species metric that relied on dollars. He felt that the figures showing dominant species with respect to weight were redundant. Tony Charles disagreed and stated that there is value and looking at the species that are being removed from the ecosystem with respect to weight. Rick Wahle wondered why the figures were only for the most recent decade. He thought that longer time series would be helpful. (Action requested: Christine will locate data for pre-2000 (in 5 year increments), also try to add in 2011).
The group then had some discussion of the other fisheries indicators. It was suggested that Christine provide an outline at the top of each call showing what the subcommittee has previously discussed and what remains to be done. (Action requested: Christine will insert a timeline into the slides for all following calls).

The group also discussed the hyper domination of lobster with respect to other species for Maine and the Bay of Fundy. Bob Steneck requested that the dominant species be displayed the closest to the x-axis for ease of analysis. In addition, the request for patterns to help discern colors was made. (Action requested: Christine will make these changes). Bob wondered about elvers. Linda stated that they would become more important in 2011-2012. The group discussed how groundfish started to become more important in the figures for New Hampshire.   
The group discussed the effect of full state data utilized for Massachusetts. Linda had concerns about trying to exclude New Bedford landings to tease out Gulf of Maine only values. She worried that excluding New Bedford would lead to excluding Georges Bank data. The group agreed to keep all of the Massachusetts data in but include a footnote to any figure. With respect to the Massachusetts data, Moe Nelson stated that it is obvious Massachusetts is not relying on the same species each year.
Finally the group discussed the figure produced with combined all States and Provinces. Bob and Linda stated that the figure was of value.
Next Steps/Call
Christine asked the group which indicator they wanted to approach next. The group discussed the use of trawl data. Rob stated that various data sources be used for different species (ex. herring won’t be apparent in trawl data). The group discussed how herring could be included (ex. index with acoustics). The group thought looking at the population of species by sub-region next would be reasonable. Christine reminded the group that the sub-regions were based on the Gulf of Maine Census of Marine Life project (http://www.gulfofmaine-census.org/about-the-gulf/physical-characteristics/physioregions/).

The group stated that both state and federal data would need to be used. Rick reminded the group that Maine’s lack of historical record would be problematic. Linda wondered if it was appropriate to only look at subsets for each region. The group decided to dedicate the next call is discussing questions and issues with the species population indicator. Bob suggested that the group have an e-mail discussion to determine some of the talking points for the next call. The group agreed with this approach.
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