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Data collection issues in relation to the reauthorization of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery
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Good morning. Today’s hearing is the second in a series we will be holding this Congress on
the reauthorization of the Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act.
As you may remember, we started this reauthorization process in the last Congress and we
will continue to hear testimony on the key aspects of this important law.

In hearings that this Subcommittee held last Congress and so far this year, there has been
one continuing message - we need better data.

[ think we will all agree that good science is critical to good management decisions. For
fishery scientists to make sound recommendations and then for fishery managers to make
good management decisions, they must have good data.

This has become even more apparent with the 2009 rewrite of the National Standard #1
Guidelines. This revision resulted in increased levels of buffers when both scientific and
management uncertainties were present. This change has highlighted the fact that data
collection programs in certain regions of the country have been neglected.

While data is limited in certain regions, we hope today’s witnesses will give us some ideas
for how this can be turned around.

One of today’s witnesses will describe a cooperative research program in which a portion
of the fishery quota has been reserved for research purposes and a cooperative program
between a university, the states, commercial fishermen, and Federal scientists has yielded
significant fishery information without cost to the Federal government. This is the type of
program that could be replicated in other areas of the country without increasing Federal
spending - something we all need to think more about.
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And while cooperative research is nothing new, it certainly has benefits. On the east coasta
number of years ago, NOAA was on the verge of closing the monkfish fishery until a
cooperative research initiative - that involved agency scientists and commercial fishermen
- showed that the fishery was in much better shape than the agency’s surveys had
indicated. Without those cooperative research surveys, that fishery would likely be closed
today.

In addition to using new ideas and new technology, we need to do a better job of
prioritizing what funding we do have. The 2006/2007 amendments to the Magnuson-
Stevens Act required each Council, along with their Scientific and Statistical Committees, to
develop a priority list of the information they needed for management purposes. This five-
year research priority list was required to be submitted to the Secretary and the regional
science centers. Itis unclear whether the science centers have made changes to their
funding priorities based on the Councils’ suggestions, but it is clear that in some regions,
the information necessary for good management has been lacking.

In addition to better information, we continue to hear from our witnesses that there needs
to be better transparency in both the collection of data and how that data is used. Involving
fishermen in the collection of data - through things like cooperative research - will make
the management process better for everyone.

And even in cases where fishery information is available, we have heard that agency
scientists are reluctant to incorporate data from outside sources in their stock assessments.
This needs to change.

Finally, we need to make sure that data is delivered to fishery managers in a timely
manner. Basing management decisions on three- or four-year old information is not likely
to produce good management results. And when fishermen do not trust the information
that management decisions are being made on or the information does not match what
they are seeing on the water, the whole system is undermined. This is especially apparent
in the Gulf of Mexico red snapper fishery.

[ look forward to hearing the testimony from today’s witnesses.



