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The Shrimp Management Committee of the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council convened in the Corpus Christi Ballroom of the Omni Corpus Christi Hotel, Corpus Christi, Texas, Monday morning, January 9, 2006, and was called to order at 10:35 o’clock a.m. by Chairman Corky Perret.

CHAIRMAN CORKY PERRET:  I would like to call the Shrimp Management Committee to order, please.  Perret is here, Ms. Foote, the vice chair, is here, Ginny Fay is here, Joe Hendrix is here, Mr. Thomassie and Mr. Roy Williams is here.  All the members are present.
Please go to Tab D, Number 1.  Shipp, I don’t have you on the Shrimp Committee.  Are you supposed to be on Shrimp?  Thank you for asking though.  It’s Tab D-1 and I think all of you have a copy of the proposed agenda and the first item is Adoption of the Agenda.  Ms. Foote moves adoption.  Do I hear a second?  Mr. Hendrix seconds.  Any opposition?  Hearing none, the agenda is adopted as presented.  

Second is the Approval of the Minutes and that is Tab -- Thank you, Ms. Morris.  Dr. Shipp, I apologize.  You are on Shrimp.  I have two lists and you are on one of the two and so we’ll go with the one you’re on.  Thank you, Ms. Morris.  

The second item is Approval of Minutes and that’s Tab D-2 and that is the minutes of August 9th where we met in Fort Myers Beach, Florida.  Are there any modifications or any changes to the minutes?  I have one.  

Line 18 of page 2, Dr. Crabtree’s testimony: “then the other issue, which we touched in reed fish” and I think it’s “reef” and that’s the only one I have.  It’s moved for adoption by Ms. Foote and seconded by Dr. Shipp.  Is there discussion?  Any opposition?  Hearing none, so ordered.  Thank you very much.

Next is Item III, the Texas Shrimp Closure, and III(a) is NMFS Analyses and that’s Tab D, Number 3, and we have Dr. Nance from the Galveston facility who will give the presentation and so with that, Dr. Nance.

DR. JIM NANCE:  This analysis shows the production of shrimp in the Gulf of Mexico during the May time frame.  Along this axis, we have the statistical zones from Stat Area 13, which is the mouth of the Mississippi River, down to Brownsville, Texas.  Along this axis we have the depth out from the beach in five-fathom increments out to greater than forty fathoms.  Along this axis we have pounds taken in each of these different areas.  

During the May time frame, most of the shrimp were taken in the near shore waters off of Louisiana from Stat Area 13 through Stat Area 17.  This is typical of what we’ve seen in each of the years.  We have a very large production of shrimp in this area each year.

If you look at it from a standpoint of catch per unit of effort, tremendous catch per unit of effort off of Stat Area 13.  We had some shrimp catch in a very low effort there.  Most of the catch per unit of effort values were around 500 to 600 pounds per day fished.  This is off of Louisiana in Stat Area 18.  

We didn’t see a lot of production this year and down in south Texas, from Stat Area 19 through Stat Area 21, there’s good catch per unit of effort, but very low catch and very low effort and so not a lot of production in the May time frame, as is typical.

In June, we have the closure which occurs off of Texas and so you don’t have any production here off of the Texas region from Stat Area 18 down to 21.  You can see the production is now occurring in the waters off of Louisiana to about thirty fathoms.  There’s pretty good production out from the beach out to that area.

If you look at it from a catch per unit of effort analysis, 500 to 600 pounds in most of the statistical areas and a good production off of Stat Area 13 in around 1,000 pounds per day fished.

When the closure opened up in July, there’s a fairly good catch from Louisiana over to Texas out to about thirty or thirty-five fathoms in most of the areas.  It’s a little bit lower off of Texas than we’ve seen in previous years.  I might want to add, and I forgot to add this to the first, that due to the storms, both Katrina and Rita this past summer, some data from dealers may have been lost and so we’re dealing with that issue.

We may not be able to get all of the data from the dealers that were disrupted by the storms, but this analysis is dealing with the data that we have from those dealers.

You can see that through most of the Louisiana and upper Texas coast there’s pretty good catch per unit of effort, moderate catch per unit of effort, 700 to 600 pounds per day fished.  South Texas, over 1,000 pounds per day fished, which is typical for the July period off of the lower Texas coast.

August, tremendous catch off of Texas.  Stat Area 18, 19, 20, and 21, very good catch out to about forty or forty-five fathoms here with most of the production from about thirty down to twenty fathoms.

You can see that catch per unit of effort varied, but most of it in the over 1,000 pounds per day fished in the Texas area.  There are wide swings over in Louisiana with very low catch and effort there and so the catch per unit of efforts are fluctuating here, but good catch and effort off of Texas.

If you look at it from a perspective of where the shrimp were taken this year during the brown shrimp and the May through August time frame, you can see that Louisiana inshore, in the bays, had around fifteen million pounds of brown shrimp taken during the May through August time frame.
The inshore area is above average.  We have had higher catches in some years, but certainly this is better than we’ve had in most of the years.  Texas, around two-million pounds this past year.  We’ve seen a reduction in the inshore effort and inshore catch through time.  We’re down around the two-million-pound level this past year.

Offshore catch, both of these values in the May through August time frame are below average with the Louisiana being around twelve-million pounds taken during the May through August time frame and Texas being around eight to seven million pounds.  This is as low as it has been off of Texas for most of the closure period and Louisiana, there have been some years that have been below this, but certainly this is below average.

Texas offshore catch, just dividing it up through July and August, not a lot of catch this past July, but a pretty good catch here in the August time frame, being up here to the eight-million-pound level, but you can see below average for this historical time frame.

If you look at the size of the shrimp that are landed during this May through August time frame, Louisiana offshore brown shrimp catch you can see the May through August time frame and most of the shrimp in the May through July time frame are in the greater than sixty-seven-count category and so this is typical of what we see each time off of Louisiana.

August, a lower catch, but spread out between most of the different count groups.  This is very different than what we see off of Texas.  In May and August, not a lot of catch.  You only have fifteen days open here in May and June is closed.  July, after the closure opens, you can see a good spread between most of the different size categories with thirty-one to forties, forty-one to fifties being the predominant catch.

In August, where most of the production is taking place, a good spread across most of the size categories, with thirty-one to forties being the highest catch level here.  Less than 3 percent of the shrimp caught off of Texas were in the greater than sixty-seven-count size category, which is the same as we had 
last year.  Usually it’s around 5 to 6 percent, but we’ve seen a reduction in that the last two years.

Distribution of catch, so the catch of shrimp off of Texas and where it was landed, you can see that the lower Texas coast continues to have the predominant distribution or the catch from the Texas coast.  The lower Texas coast ports receiving about 42 percent of the landings, the middle Texas coast ports around 38 percent, and upper down to around 12 percent this past year.

You can see last year the lower Texas coast came down a little bit and the upper Texas coast came up.  This year it went back to more of the historical average with the lower Texas coast up here and the upper Texas coast back down here.
You can see that Alabama, Mississippi, Florida, we saw a big reduction this past year in the amount of landings from Texas that went over there and Louisiana stayed at around 7 percent.

The distribution of the catch off Louisiana, in Louisiana we’ve seen a decrease the past few years.  We’re down to around 60 percent now.  We’ve seen an increase in the upper Texas coast.  It’s around 30 percent now and so more shrimp taken off of Louisiana is starting to appear around the upper Texas coast ports, predominantly Jefferson County and Port Arthur area, where some of these are being landed.  The rest are fluctuating down here at around 4 to 5 percent.

If you look at the percentage of the Gulf of Mexico catch and how much of the percentage went to Texas and Louisiana ports, you can see that we’ve seen an increase in time for Louisiana ports, although we’ve had some reduction here in the early 2000, but going from around 42 percent upwards now of around 58 percent of the production going to Louisiana ports.

Texas, we have seen a slight reduction here, going from a high here of 42 percent down now to about 32 percent.  It has increased over the last couple of years, but still below what it was and so last year around 31 percent to Texas ports and 58 percent to Louisiana ports.

Landings distributed to the different ports along the Texas coast, you can see that Jefferson County, when the closure began in 1981, it was around 4 percent of the landings.  We’ve seen a good increase through time.  It now has the highest level of ports in the Texas area, with around 28 to 29 percent of the landings occurring in this area.  Port Arthur certainly is receiving a large percentage of the shrimp.

We’ve seen an increase the past few years in Kemah, which is a port in Houston, and it is up to around 14 percent now, Galveston at around 5 percent, and the other two around 2 to 3 percent.

In the middle Texas coast area, we’ve seen a large increase in Palacios.  It is now around 17 to 18 percent of the landings are occurring in the Palacios area.  Brazoria County and Freeport, we’ve seen a decrease from around 17 percent down to this past year around 6 percent.

In the upper Texas coast ports we’ve seen an increase in the Jefferson County area.  Middle Texas coast ports, the Palacios area is receiving most of the landings.  Lower Texas coast ports, Aransas, we’ve seen a real decrease in this port through time, starting out around 18 to 20 percent and it this past year was around 2 percent of the landings, a real decrease off of the Aransas area.

Nueces is around 2 percent also.  Port Isabel and Brownsville, Port Isabel a slight decrease this past year, down to around 8 percent, and Brownsville staying around 14 percent for this past year.  Not a lot of change here.  It’s certainly higher than it was in the earlier period in Brownsville and a little bit lower than it was in the early period for Port Isabel. 

Since 1990, the entire beach out to 200 miles has been closed and so white shrimp -- We had a period back here before 1990 when there was still a daytime fishery.  Since that time, we’ve been looking at white shrimp distribution after the closure opens.  

In July, white shrimp off of Texas was slightly below average, at around 400,000 pounds of tails being taken, most in the greater than twenty-count size category.  In August, production was above average, less than it was last year.

Last year we had a tremendous catch of white shrimp.  It was certainly still a very good catch, at over 800,000 pounds of tails off of Texas, and still predominantly in the greater than twenty-count size category.


Conclusions we’ve looked at is environmental factors, as is pointed each year, are important for the growth and abundance of shrimp.  They were forecast this past year during an analysis to be below average and we saw below average production in both Texas and Louisiana during this time frame.

As I mentioned, brown shrimp size off of Texas was about 3 percent in the greater than sixty-seven-count size category, so a good catch of large shrimp.  Brown shrimp catch off of Texas was below average during 2005 during this time frame.

There was a decrease in shrimp effort during the closure period.  It was pointed out in the different figures and this led to an increase in catch per unit of effort, good catch per unit of effort off of Texas in the greater than 1,000 pounds per day fished for this after the closure and with this lower effort during the July/August time frame, shrimp production has held through time and we had a very good fall/winter period where catch was still up during that time frame.

The increase in pounds and with the yield per recruit analysis that Dr. Scott Nichols does, an increase in pounds, in yield, with the closure was between 1 and 21 percent, using a high natural mortality or a lower natural mortality level, and so the benefits this year range between 1 percent and 21 percent.

Distribution of shrimp landings during the Texas closure show an increase in both Louisiana and Texas ports, with Texas ports being less than Louisiana, but certainly an increase shown in both of those areas, some change in the shrimp landings, distribution of Texas ports.

You have the Jefferson County area, that upper Texas coast port, still has the highest level of landings for the entire Texas coast ports, followed by Palacios, which is in the middle of the state.  White shrimp catch off of Texas this year was below average in July, as I pointed out, but above average in the August time frame and with that, I’ll be happy to answer any questions.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Thank you, Dr. Nance.  Let me just you first.  Overall, Texas production was below average, but effort was quite a bit below average, is that right?

DR. NANCE:  Yes, both catch and effort were below average this year.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  But catch per effort was higher?

DR. NANCE:  Catch per unit of effort was at above a thousands pounds per day fished and so catch per unit of effort is where we’ve seen it in the past.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  I don’t want the impression that overall catch of shrimp off Texas was low alone.  There was a great deal of effort that was not out there this past year, but overall catch per effort was high?

DR. NANCE:  Yes.

DR. ROBERT SHIPP:  Similar to Corky’s, but more general, it was lower this year, but not that much lower the last three or four years and yet, we hear about these tremendous effort reductions.  The CPUE must be markedly higher or else we really don’t have that much reduction in effort, do we?

DR. NANCE:  From a stock standpoint, as we’ve seen during the stock analysis, effort has been lower the last few years and we’ve seen a good catch per unit of effort for the entire stock.  I’m looking forward to doing the stock assessment this year and seeing what that will show for the entire stock.

We saw a lower than average effort during this time frame, but as I mentioned, the catch of shrimp has continued on during the fall and winter with pretty good levels of production.

MR. ROY WILLIAMS:  Just a follow-up to that, Jim.  Can you produce something that shows us the trends in effort say over the last decade and the commensurate change in catch per unit of effort during that time period?

DR. NANCE:  Yes.

MR. WILLIAMS:  Do you have it?

DR. NANCE:  That’s shown each year in July.

MR. WILLIAMS:  Do you have it with you?

DR. NANCE:  No, I don’t.  I could have it sent over and I could show it tomorrow or something.

MR. WILLIAMS:  If we compared effort during the last five years with the effort five years before that, what would it look like?  What would be the change?

DR. NANCE:  We’ve seen a decrease in effort from about 2000 and I think that it’s been shown each -- Benny, I don’t know if you brought any slides, but it’s 1987, around that time frame, was the highest effort.  We’ve seen about a 34 percent decrease in effort since that time period.  I think from 2000, 2001, down to 2004, when we did the last analysis, if I’m not mistaken I think there had been a 15 percent decrease in effort during that time frame.

MR. WILLIAMS:  15 percent since 2000?

DR. NANCE:  Yes.

MR. WILLIAMS:  About 34 percent since 1987?

DR. NANCE:  Yes, since the middle 1980s and I think I’ve shown on each of the different species, and that’s how we kind of look at it, but there’s been an increase in catch per unit of effort for those throughout the last few years.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Roy, I asked Jim that question, what’s the decrease from the 1984 to 1989 average on effort, because that’s what we were basing reduction on, and I think he said it’s about 34 percent and that’s prior to 2004/2005 period.

DR. NANCE:  From 1987, the high in 1987, there was a reduction to 2004, the last time we’ve looked at total effort, it’s around a 34 percent decrease in total effort.

MR. WILLIAMS:  Jim, is effort going down consistently every year?

DR. NANCE:  It has some fluctuation, but consistently it’s been going down, yes.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  I suspect since the storm it’s gone down tremendously.  I can say for Mississippi license sales, our license sales in all commercial activity is so far off it’s off the chart.  Oysters, for example, is little to nothing, because we don’t have a season this year, and shrimp license sales were the same and I suspect it’s probably that way in the other states.

DR. NANCE:  If you look at I think it’s Table 2 in your briefing book for this analysis, you can look at effort during the May through August time frame, which certainly is not the whole period, but it gives you a good sense for brown shrimp, and effort values in that are below what they have been for many years.

MR. WALTER THOMASSIE:  I was going to ask if we could recognize Mr. Benny and see if he has anything since they’ve started that program that would give some indications for the last year of what the logbooks are showing and whatnot.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  I’ll put it on the committee, since I don’t want to be a dictator.  Does anybody mind if we let Dr. Galloway -- Dr. Galloway, would you volunteer to come up, if the committee so wishes, and give us any information you may have?  Could you take a few minutes and go ahead?  I don’t see any objections.

DR. BENNY GALLOWAY:  We’ve been working, of course, with National Marine Fisheries Service and Jim with our electronic logbook studies and we have some preliminary information that we think is pretty good for the first two trimesters of 2005.
The third trimester is largely incomplete and I wouldn’t make any recommendations or I wouldn’t give any of those numbers out at all.  For the first two trimesters, 2004 and 2005, with the caveat that there may be missing landings data -- This is tied together with landings and the electronic logbook and it’s fairly complex, but to get to the bottom line, between 2004 and 2005 our preliminary, emphasize preliminary, estimate is on the order of a 30 percent reduction between 2004 and 2005.

Between 2004 and the 2001 through 2003 average, Jim, it was about 14 percent and so that would make -- From the benchmark, from the stock assessment, it would be about, on a preliminary basis, about 44 percent, with that answer subject to change.

DR. NANCE:  I would also remind that when we’re talking about effort there’s total effort, there’s inshore effort, there’s offshore effort, those types of things.  When I’m talking about a decrease from the 1987 high down to where it was in 2004, that’s total effort and it goes to both inshore and offshore.  I’m trying to remember from the other part we did in the SEDAR process, which would have been just offshore.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Dr. Nance referenced Table 2 and if you all look at page 14 of D-3, I think, it shows the effort figures in thousands of days fished and a tremendous reduction for the May/June period, from the thirties and twenty-thousands down to 8.1 thousand in 2005, again, about average for the last several years in Areas 13 to 17.

August is a lot lower and off Texas it’s lower also and so indeed there has been a decrease in effort.  Are there any other questions for Dr. Nance?  Thank you very much, Dr. Nance.  Next we move to III (b), the Shrimp Advisory Panel Recommendations, and that’s Tab D, Number 4, relative to the Texas Closure.

Let me just say that insofar as the AP had an election and Mr. Collins was reelected chairman and Mr. Harris Lasseigne vice chairman.  Dr. Nance made his presentation relative to the biological review of the Texas closure and presented very similar information to what he presented to the council this morning.

The Shrimp Advisory Panel came out with a motion and I quote: The Shrimp Advisory Panel voted unanimously to recommend that the council support the cooperative Texas closure for 2006 throughout the EEZ off Texas to the 200-mile limit.  With that, what is the committee’s pleasure relative to a Texas closure this year?

MR. JOSEPH HENDRIX:  I would like to make a motion that we continue the Texas closure as we have in years past.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  The 200-mile Texas closure?

MR. HENDRIX:  Yes.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Mr. Hendrix made a motion to continue the Texas closure for the 200-mile limit.  Do I have a second?  Mr. Thomassie seconds.  Is there discussion?  I will say this, that the AP -- I didn’t hear any comments against continuing the closure as we have and so the AP was fully supportive of it.  Any other comments?  Are you ready to vote?  We have the motion to continue the Texas closure for 2006 to the 200-mile limit.  Any discussion?  All those in favor signify by saying aye; any opposition.  So moved.
I assume Mr. Riechers and his organization will be monitoring and supplying the information to the National Marine Fisheries Service, as they have in the past.  Any other business?  I’m going to look at Mr. Minton.

Just for the council’s consideration for the future, I thought we had a very good turnout and good discussion and I was particularly pleased we had a new member.  I didn’t know the man.  He’s from Florida and he entered into the discussion.  He’s an attorney by trade and I think he’s still a practicing attorney, but he’s got some commercial connections.

He presented some different approaches to things, which were not widely accepted by the group, but at least it generates some discussion and unfortunately, we have some members that don’t even come and one is a personal friend of mine.  He’s not from my state, but he’s from Mr. Minton’s state and I’m going to tell him that unless he comes I’m going to recommend we get rid of him and there’s some others, but we did have a good turnout and I would like to see us be thinking, Vernon, if we have members of these committees that don’t come to think about putting some others on.

Like I said, this gentleman from Florida it was his first meeting and I thought he had some pretty good input.  I have nothing else.  Is there anything else from any of the other committee members?

Under Other Business, there was some discussion relative to assistance for the industry.  Many members feel that government is not coming through during this time following these storms to help all members of the fishing community and they weren’t leaving anyone out.

Since they were representing the shrimp industry, it was more closely tied in and their motion is more closely tied into shrimp. They did pass a motion, again unanimously, and that motion is for the council to consider.

The Shrimp Advisory Panel voted to ask the council to assist the industry in recovery from economic problems caused by dumping of shrimp by foreign countries, high fuel prices, hurricane impacts, and other conditions that have placed the industry in peril, with one example being requiring foreign importers to pay for inspection of seafood products being imported.

We were told that when shrimp are exported to other countries from the United States that the companies themselves have to pay for the inspection in those other countries, whereas shrimp coming in the government is picking up the tab for inspection.  I don’t know whether that’s right or wrong, but that’s what we were advised.

Part of their recommendation is that we go forward with a council motion to try and get those companies that are sending product into our country to have to pay for the inspection.  Again, this was a motion that was passed unanimously by the AP.  Any comments?

MS. BOBBI WALKER:  Mr. Chairman, I was reading in the Mobile press, and maybe Vernon knows more about it, but didn’t the Saudis just donate like millions of gallons of fuel -- It was 600,000 gallons of fuel that will be distributed to the shrimp industry only and not the commercial or --

MR. PERRET:  It was my understanding that $1.2 million worth of diesel was donated to the state of Alabama for the commercial fishing industry based on their past use of diesel and so on and so forth.  Yes, Vernon and his governor, that was a real coup for that state.

MS. WALKER:  Also, maybe Vernon can share with us -- I know that our governor from the state of Alabama said that if the vessels could not be moved with federal funds the state was going to fund it, Vernon.

MR. VERNON MINTON:  I saw that.  I’m not sure how that’s going to be done, but I know the governor is trying to work to get some of those vessels that are now on shore back into service, but I haven’t been approached as to just exactly how that’s done.

Corky, if I might, before you -- This is kind of germane to this a little bit, but one thing that we have been able to complete is an economic survey of the damages to the seafood industry.  Dr. Semoon Chang from the University of South Alabama just completed his report, along with our staff, and one of the interesting things that we saw is right now, based on the survey, there’s about $55 million out in loans to the industry, of which only about $5 million are the Small Business Association loans.

If the industry doesn’t get some help with this and get back on their feet, I think a lot of these loans are in jeopardy and so the longer they wait to get assistance to it, the worse it’s going to get, not only direct, but also repaying others, which will compound the whole problems in the whole economic system down in south Alabama.  The message that we saw from the report is that if there’s going to be assistance coming, it really needs to get here in a hurry. 

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  I agree with you, Mr. Minton, and my last trip up there that the council sent me to testify, again, these congressmen are still amazed that all this money has been authorized and appropriated and they don’t understand why it’s not getting to the people that need it.  

This was the Shrimp Advisory Panel’s recommendation to the council.  I’m bringing it to the Shrimp Committee.  Does anyone want to make a motion that we forward this to the full council?

MR. WILLIAMS:  I would like to discuss it before we make a motion, if I might.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Go ahead.

MR. WILLIAMS:  Especially the last part, just from a sense of equity, the example being to require foreign importers to pay for inspections -- What’s good for the goose is good for the gander and if the company exporting a U.S. product has to pay for the inspection, then it would seem to me that we ought to do the same thing in reverse, but that’s obviously a congressional thing and it’s not ours.

It seems like the only thing we could do on any of this would be to endorse what they’ve asked for and ask that the comments be passed on to the United States Congress.  I’m not sure how we do that and I’m not sure -- We run into the lobbying issue as well, but there must be some way that we could pass these comments on to appropriate members of the Congress without being considered engaging in lobbying.

DR. RICK LEARD:  I would also just point out that both Corky and I, we advised the advisory panel of our letter that we previously sent, at the request of Senators Lott and Cochrane, and of the list of things that we had developed at one of our meetings and there were a lot of things there, but the last I heard from Dr. Crabtree was that most of the things that were provided direct assistance, direct monies, to the industry were not included in legislation.

It’s kind of like -- Like we were talking about, it’s like what else can we really do in order to get them the funding that they need to recover.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Just as an aside, some of the difficulties involved with -- I never thought it would be difficult to give money away.  A group provided some assistance to a small number of fishermen in each of the five Gulf States.  For Mississippi, they sent us the checks and we still have about nine people we can’t find.

Three of them are out of state, in Missouri, California -- People are just dispersed and we’ve got some money for them and we’re having a very tough time finding them and so the process is complicated.

Back to this, does anybody want to do anything in so far as moving this on up to the council?  If not, I guess my charge will have to be to present it to the full council, because they asked us to go to the council with it, but whatever the group prefers and whatever you want to do.

MR. THOMASSIE:  If there’s something we can do or a letter we can write, I would support doing it.  I know we don’t have any direct say as to what happens concerning this, but I don’t know if there’s something that could go forward to Customs or whatever.  We’ll just have to explore what can or can’t be done.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  The chair is seeking a suggestion that we get staff to develop a letter to go to who, Dr. Hogarth or the Admiral?

DR. LEARD:  That’s what I pointed out before.  We’ve already sent a letter and we copied Dr. Hogarth and that was the letter that we sent to Lott and Cochrane and I reread that letter.  I think Chris Dorsett had a copy of it at the Shrimp AP meeting and I don’t know how to say it any different.

MR. HENDRIX:  I have just a comment.  Mr. Chairman, that was my understanding was the purpose of that letter we sent last time and it was very specific in the list of areas that needed assistance and it was directed to congressmen and senators and so I think that’s the only area where anyone is going to get any help from Congress here.

MR. MINTON:  I would have the same comment as Joe.

DR. SHIPP:  Also a reminder that the letter we sent was at the request of the senators.  This is a little bit different situation and I do worry about the lobbying constraints.  We would need someone to ask us for such a letter, it seems to me.  Either that or we could just resend the one we sent before.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Dr. Leard, what if we just put a cover letter on the letter the council responded to the two senators and send that to all members of the Shrimp Advisory Panel, at least that we considered --

MS. KAREN FOOTE:  One thing I would like to know is is it true that our exporters have to pay for the price or not.  If we could find out that -- We need to know that.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  I can’t answer that.

MS. MONICA SMIT-BRUNELLO:  I can’t answer it either, but that’s what I was going to suggest, too.  First, before you go any further, depending on what road you want to go down, I think we ought to find out whether that is in fact true and how that is done and all that sort of thing before you take any further action along those lines.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Does anybody in the room know the answer?  Rick, can you see what you can find out, please?

MR. WILLIAMS:  I don’t think much is going to come of all this, but it seems to me that we could write back to Senators Lott and Cochrane and say as a follow-up to our earlier letter to you our Shrimp Advisory Panel has met and here’s what they said and one of the issues that they raised was to require foreign importers to pay for inspections.

Now I wouldn’t support that if we found out that that’s not the case and that it’s just a dockside myth, but if it is true, fair is fair and if we simply followed up our original letter to them with the advisory panel’s general discussion at their meeting and their request, I don’t see that as being lobbying.  

We’re just following up to what they asked for to begin with and so I think we could do that and I don’t think much would come out of it, but I think we could do it.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  I agree with you, Mr. Williams.  Why don’t we think about it until we take it up again at the full council and maybe we’ll have an answer to the fee question.  Is that okay?  Is there any other business?  Is there anything else?  I appreciate the committee’s efforts and we are adjourned.

(Whereupon, the meeting was adjourned at 11:25 o’clock a.m., January 9, 2006.)
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