

TAB H, No. 2


GULF OF MEXICO FISHERY MANAGEMENT COUNCIL

SPINY LOBSTER/STONE CRAB MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE

The Beau Rivage                              Biloxi, Mississippi
October 31, 2007

VOTING MEMBERS

Bob Shipp
Alabama
Columbus Brown
U.S. Fish and Wildlife 
Bill Daughdrill
Florida 

Dave Donaldson
GSMFC
William Perret (designee for William Walker)
Mississippi 

William Teehan (designee for Ken Haddad)
Florida

NON-VOTING MEMBERS

Roy Crabtree
NMFS, SERO, St. Petersburg, Florida 
Karen Foote
Louisiana

Robert Gill
Florida

Joe Hendrix
Texas

Elizabeth Keister
8th Coast Guard District, New Orleans, LA

Tom McIlwain
Mississippi

Vernon Minton
Alabama

Julie Morris
Florida 
Harlon Pearce
Louisiana

Michael Ray
Texas
Robin Riechers (designee for Larry McKinney)
Texas
Susan Villere
Louisiana
Bobbi Walker
Alabama

Kay Williams
Mississippi
STAFF

Steven Atran
Fisheries Biologist

Janet Bernard
Secretary

Assane Diagne
Economist

Trish Kennedy
Administrative Assistant

Stu Kennedy
Fisheries Biologist

Rick Leard
Deputy Executive Director

Michael McLemore
NOAA General Counsel

Charlene Ponce
Public Information Officer

Wayne Swingle
Executive Director

Amanda Thomas
Court Reporter

OTHER PARTICIPANTS

Sonny Algwine
Orange Beach, Alabama

Dave Allison
Oceana

Jerry Anderson
Panama City, FL

John Anderson
Panama City, FL

Sue Anderson
Panama City, FL

Darla Baird
AL

Pam Baker
Environmental Defense

Pete Barber
AL

Buffy Baumann
Oceana, Washington, DC

Lt. Cliff Beard
8th Coast Guard District, New Orleans, LA

Tom Becker
Biloxi, MS

Sascha Bollag
Food and Water Watch

Glen Brooks
GFA, FL
Billy Causey
NOS

Bill Coaker
MS

Marianne Cufone
GRN, Tampa, FL

David Cupka
SAFMC

Kenneth Daniels
Ruskin, FL

Deborah Dawkins
MS

Libby Fetherston
Ocean Conservancy, St. Petersburg, FL

Steve Foust
Orange Beach, AL

John Greene
Orange, Beach AL

Kristina Jackson
Sierra Club

Tom Jamir
NOAA SEFSC

Dennis Heinemann
Ocean Conservancy

David Krebs
Destin, FL

Ed Lively
Pensacola Beach, FL

Vishwanie Maharaj
Environmental Defense, Austin, TX

David Martin


Jim Nance
NMFS, Galveston, TX

Russell Nelson
CCA, FL

Bart Niquet
Panama City, FL
Mike Nugent
Port Aransas Boatmen Association, Aransas Pass, TX

Dennis O’Hern
FRA, St. Petersburg, FL
Howard Page
MS

Terry Pizani
Grand Isle, LA

Tracy Redding
Bon Secour, Alabama

Tom Rice
Panama City, FL

Hal Robbins
NOAA OLE

Scott Robson
Destin, FL

Mike Rowell
Orange Beach, AL

G.P. Schmahl
Flower Garden Banks National Marine Sanctuary 

Louis Skrmetta
MS

Bob Spaeth
Southern Offshore Fishing Association, FL

Bill Staff
Orange Beach, AL

Phil Steele
NOAA Fisheries
Mike Thierry
Dauphin Island, AL

Bill Tucker
Dunedin, FL
Russell Underwood
Panama City, FL

Donald Waters
Pensacola, Fl

Michael Weiss
NOAA

Wayne Werner
Alachua, FL

Elbert Whorton
TX
Bob Zales, II, 
Panama City Boatmen’s Assoc., Panama City, FL

- - -
The Spiny Lobster/Stone Crab Management Committee of the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council convened in the Camellia Ballroom of the Beau Rivage, Biloxi, Mississippi, Wednesday morning, October 31, 2007, and was called to order at 10:30 o’clock a.m. by Chairman Bob Shipp.
CHAIRMAN BOB SHIPP:  We’re going to convene the Spiny Lobster Committee.  I’m Chair, Mr. Daughdrill is here, Mr. Teehan is here, Columbus Brown is here, Corky is here.  We have a quorum.  

ADOPTION OF AGENDA AND APPROVAL OF MINUTES

The first thing we need to do is to adopt the agenda.  Do I hear a motion to adopt the agenda?  It’s been moved and seconded and are there any objections?  Hearing none, Approval of the Minutes, Tab H, Number 2.  Do I have a motion to adopt the minutes?  It’s been moved and seconded.  Any objections?  Hearing none, the minutes are approved.
The only items on the agenda are a Draft Scoping Document for Spiny Lobster Minimum Size, that’s Tab H, Number 3, and Phil Steele will make the presentation and he tells me he was ready the day he was born.

DRAFT SCOPING DOCUMENT FOR SPINY LOBSTER MINIMUM SIZE
MR. PHIL STEELE:  Being an old lobster biologist, it’s my pleasure to talk about them again.  I very seldom get to discuss the real world of invertebrates.  For those of you don’t know, that’s panulirus argus, the common Caribbean spiny lobster, the ones if you’re down in the Keys or along the western part of the Gulf or maybe in the northern Gulf, this is the beast that you’ll encounter.

A little background on this, before I get formally into the presentation.  There’s been rising concerns in the Caribbean and Central and South American nations about growth overfishing for this animal.  Basically, what that is is that they’re harvesting these animals at too small a size, before they have a chance to reproduce, and to maximize their yield per recruit, to feed the ever hungry market in North America, which would be us.

This options paper is the direct results of some concerns from these countries.  The Caribbean Council has the lead on this.  Basically, there will be three actions in this that we’ll go over a little bit more in detail, actions to implement a minimum possession size for spiny lobsters.
Initially, this started out to just be for those animals that were imported into the United States.  Working with our law enforcement officers and the Office of Law Enforcement, they decided the safest way to go down this route is to also implement this minimum possession size for those domestically harvested animals also.  We’ll discuss that a little bit more.

There’s also an action in here to implement some other harvesting restrictions, like egg bearing females and lobster meat, and the third action in here would be to implement a framework for the Caribbean Council and to amend the framework for the Gulf and South Atlantic Councils.

As I said, the Caribbean Council has the lead on this.  If the Gulf Council decides to go down this route, we won’t have to do too much.  The Caribbean will modify our framework in their FMP and if the council decides this is the way they want to go, all we would need would be approval.

Just a little background on panulirus argus, it’s one of forty-five of the main species in the family of Palinuridae.  The range for this animal is the western Atlantic, from North Carolina to Brazil.  It’s the dominant species of spiny lobster captured in Florida, the Caribbean, and on the eastern side, on the Atlantic side, of Central and South America.

The problem with this bad boy is that it’s got a long planktonic lifestyle, nine months or so, which enables it to drift a long ways from Brazil.  You can lay eggs in Grenada and have spiny lobster show up in Cuba.  This is part of the problem.

You also can see that the DNA analysis for this species, all throughout its range, indicates it is a single stock and therein lies some of the problem.  Here’s the distribution of it.  You can see it goes all the way up to North Carolina, although not very commonly, and all the way down the coast of Brazil.

Again, some of the problems here is a larval drift.  What goes on down in Central and South America will have a direct bearing on our stocks in this southern United States, especially along the coast of Florida.

The management of this thing, it’s managed by the countries, mainly Brazil, Nicaragua, the big producers, Ecuador.  We ship millions of pounds of these lobsters exported to the United States every year, many of them which are undersized.
A lot of these stocks down there are overexploited, some people say to feed the giant hungry maw of the North American lobster industry.  The potential for overfishing is high, because it’s a very lucrative market.  You can make a lot of money.  As you can see, over the past ten years, something to the tune of almost two-and-a-half billion dollars of imports into the United States.

Here are the top producers.  I can hardly read that, but I think Honduras, Nicaragua, and Brazil.  These are the guys that are responsible for the largest number of imports into the United States.

Management of this thing, as I indicated earlier, approximately 90 percent of the spiny lobsters marketed in the United States are harvested by foreign fisheries, managed by the Caribbean and South American countries.  Limiting the Caribbean spiny lobster imports to uniform minimum sizes not only would help the protection of their juveniles in that country, but also help revitalize and maintain our stock production in the southeast United States.
From an international perspective, there’s a lot of consensus here.  There was a number of -- In Merida, in Mexico, in 2006, about forty countries met and discussed the status of the spiny lobster stocks throughout the Central and South American and Caribbean nations and they all realized that the majority of their stocks are overexploited and undergoing overfishing and that they wanted something done.

In keeping with the recommendations, what they wanted to do was go with about a 2.91-inch, seventy-four millimeter, carapace width.  The recommendations in the options paper, as you’ll see, is going to be for a three.  In talking to the trade lawyers, they said this is really not a big problem, as long as our preferred alternative in this options paper is fair all the way across and we have the same minimum size for all the different nations.

There’s some enforcement issues here, as well as there are some biological issues.  In fact, sometimes I think there’s probably as big concerns about enforcement as there are about the biology.  Hal Robbins is here today.  He’s our Special Agent in Charge from our Office of Law Enforcement here in St. Petersburg and so if you have some questions regarding law enforcement, I would ask Hal to come up here and give me a break on this.

What they want to do is look at minimum sizes for spiny lobsters exported to the United States.  The problem is that they’re not standardized.  One country will have a bigger one and one country will have a smaller one.

Most of these illegal imports go undetected for a number of reasons, the lack of U.S. minimal sizes, the use of secret codes, which I love.  It’s like a secret decoder ring and the biggest thing -- I guess the biggest problem here is this increased use of transshipments, where I’ll ship it to Country X and Country X will ship it back to here and kind of confuse the paper trail.  Hal can give you a little bit more of an explanation on that, but that’s one of the biggest problems with this fishery.

Establishment of uniform minimum sizes for spiny lobsters imported into the U.S. would assist in enforcement, by restricting these illegal activities.  NOAA Law Enforcement, again, like I said, the original intent of this was to have a minimum possession size for imported product.  

Working with our officers at OLE, they recommended import restrictions to establish a minimum size landings.  What they’ll do, basically, is it will take -- The formulas are take a carapace length, carapace and a tail length, and using FWC’s conversion, they’ll come out with a tail weight.  They’ll use these options on all three.

Here are the proposed actions and I’ll discuss these a little bit more in detail, but in general, have a minimum possession size of spiny lobster products in the United States.  This is off the imports and domestic.  There’s another action in here for other possession restrictions and the Action Number 3 is for the Caribbean FMP, to develop a framework.

They don’t have a framework to deal with spiny lobsters and it would also, if we go down this route, if the council so chooses, would amend our framework to have this minimum size restriction in the Gulf Council’s FMP.

In a little bit more detail, Number 2 is the preferred alternative so far.  That’s the one that’s being discussed as being the most reliable.  It’s a three-inch carapace length, to give about a 5.5-inch tail length and a 4.2 minimum tail weight and as industry goes, as you can see over in the far right-hand column, this would go from about 4.2 to 5.5.

There’s some other options in there.  Some of them are a little extreme, but this is the one that’s being discussed as being the most preferred.

Here is the other possession restrictions.  A lot of imported lobster comes in the form of chopped-up tail meat.  Again, you can see the problems here.  This could come from a small animal or large, we don’t really know.  They want a prohibition on the import of tail meat into this country and the other one is one that you’re more familiar with, as we actually have this restriction in the Gulf of Mexico, is the stripping of females and scrubbing of them of their eggs.  That would be the other possession restrictions.

The next slide deals with the development of framework.  As I said, the Caribbean Council doesn’t have a framework to deal with this and they’re basically -- The framework action is to allow the Regional Administrator to modify all these definitions and fishing season stuff.  It would be strictly for the Caribbean Fishery Management Council and not for the Gulf of Mexico.
In this framework, it would also include an action to the Spiny Lobster FMP that would have this minimum possession, size, weight and limits and so forth.  Here’s most of the important ones.  This is kind of where the rubber meets the road.
We’re going to look at what’s been completed so far and what’s going on and what we’ll need to do if the council decides to go down this route.  As you can see, what’s been completed, the NOI has been published.  Currently, the Gulf Council is looking at this.  You’re reviewing this document today.
The schedule, I’ll just go to the red, which has direct impact if the council decides to do this.  We’ll need to decide on scoping meetings.  It’s been suggested that maybe Key Largo might be a good place.  That would be up to you to decide, but we’ll need to do the scoping meetings, if you decide to go down this route, in this timeframe, to go ahead so we’ll meet the future timeframes for publishing the NEPA documents and getting the DEIS on, so we can take final action.

As you can see, scoping, we would need to do it in December and January of 2008 and then in April, it would come back to you and so you would approve the public hearing draft and the DEIS. It would come back in October, where you review the public comments on this and take final action.

It goes all the way through the rest of it for the Gulf and the South Atlantic and with the rule being effective somewhere in late February of 2009.  That’s it and I’ll be happy to answer any questions.

MR. CORKY PERRET:  Phil, I don’t see any scheduled advisory panel input.  Did I miss that or why wouldn’t we -- Don’t we have a lobster advisory panel and wouldn’t we want to seek their input?

MR. STEELE:  You certainly can.  This product will amend the Gulf plan and so if you want your advisory panel to weigh in, absolutely, but none of that has been scheduled.

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR WAYNE SWINGLE:  It would need to go at the time period of the public hearings and is that correct, the AP meeting?

MR. STEELE:  That’s the important thing, is making these -- If you decide to go down this route and you want to, that we need to time it where we could meet the scoping meetings.  That all cascades down to when the DEIS is published and so forth and so on and so certainly.

MR. PERRET:  It certainly appears that because of this undersized, if you will, law enforcement loophole that it’s got some biological consequences and I would think that the committee and the council would want to move in this direction.  I have to assume that’s the situation, since Florida is the spiny lobster state.  I assume Florida’s position is supportive of this type of thing and I see Mr. Teehan shaking his head yes.
MR. BILL TEEHAN:  Yes, we are supporting this.  We’ve been in several conversations with NOAA Fisheries about this issue over the last year.  Our only concern, and it’s not anything that would hold any of this up with our law enforcement, is the weight equivalent on the imports.  We’re not quite sure if we’re happy with that, but we’re not going to hold up on that.  I think we should go forward with it.
MR. STEELE:  Addressing the weight equivalent, why law enforcement thinks this is so important, is this is how industry does its business.  It buys, sells, packages, the whole thing, according to weight.

CHAIRMAN SHIPP:  Phil, what do you want the committee to do?  We’re not obviously going to go through the scoping document now, are we?

MR. STEELE:  You can if you want, but I think Mr. Perret has brought up a good point.  You may want to schedule your advisory panel to take a look at this and again, if you decide that you in fact want to pursue this and let the Caribbean Council amend your plan and the actions on there, then you’ll need to get input from your advisory panel and then, if you want to go down this route, schedule scoping meetings.

MR. TEEHAN:  Phil, did I understand -- It was kind of hard to read on that slide.  When do you have scoping meetings scheduled?  Is it for this coming December and January?

MR. STEELE:  That’s correct.

MR. TEEHAN:  I think Key Largo.  At first, I thought Marathon might be a better place, but I think Key Largo would give you an opportunity to cover the Miami part of the industry, which is probably where the vast majority of the imports come into.  I’m trying to think of the timing, if you’re going to have a scoping meeting, Mr. Chairman, as to when we could actually schedule a meeting of the AP.

CHAIRMAN SHIPP:  Stu, to that?

MR. STU KENNEDY:  It’s to the discussion of when we would have an AP meeting and I guess my question would be when is the document going to be pretty much public hearing material?  Is that April, which I think is what you had put in -- I think it’s the next one down.

MR. STEELE:  April is when the council would approve the public hearing draft.

MR. KENNEDY:  That, to me, would be a time when you would be doing public hearings, back at the same place as the scoping, potentially, and also having the AP review it.  It seems logical, but -- 

CHAIRMAN SHIPP:  You don’t see the AP meeting before then, Stu?
MR. KENNEDY:  Certainly we could.  It’s up to the committee and the council when to do it.  The document is really a scoping document at this point and having dealt with some of the APs, and not necessarily the spiny lobster one, but they want to see more meat in it, sometimes, before they actually get into discussing it.  That’s my only question.

MR. PERRET:  What I see at this time in the scoping document is only three potential actions.  Now, do we assume there are going to be a number more, Phil?

MR. STEELE:  No, sir, I don’t think so.

MR. PERRET:  I think we should get the advice of our advisory panel prior to the January meeting or the March meeting.  What would be the most timely?

MR. STEELE:  I would think prior to the January meeting, because we’re going to need, if we’re going to go down this route, to have scoping some time in January, to meet these other deadlines.

MR. PERRET:  I would move that we recommend to the council that the Spiny Lobster Advisory Panel be scheduled to meet prior to our January 2008 meeting, so we can get proper input from that group.

CHAIRMAN SHIPP:  That’s exactly the motion we need.  Do I hear a second?

MR. TEEHAN:  I’ll second that.

CHAIRMAN SHIPP:  We’ve got a second.  Are there any objections to the motion by committee members?  Hearing none, the motion passes.

MR. PERRET:  Dr. Shipp, since this is a multi-council initiative, if you will, I would suggest that you, as the committee chair, use all of your influence to schedule a joint meeting of the committees in the Caribbean at the appropriate time.

CHAIRMAN SHIPP:  I will undertake that with vigor.  

MR. TEEHAN:  I would like to add that if anybody from the council needs to go on any of these meetings in the Caribbean, I’m available.

MR. PERRET:  Phil, Bill expressed some concern and in my limited involvement in fisheries law enforcement, I don’t like weights.  Lengths are a lot more practical and easier.  I understand, from your discussion, some of the impossible needs for the weight thing, but weights can vary, for a number of reasons.  I assume you’re getting a lot of input from law enforcement types, but if there’s any way to get away from weights and just have lengths, I think we need to try and look at that.

MR. STEELE:  Like I said, this is how the industry is prosecuted, is through weight.  Law enforcement seems to think this is -- Using the conversion that’s been developed by FWC, from carapace length to tail weight to weight, this seems to be the route they want to go down.

I would certainly think that we could get the FWC folks together and our own OLE people together and maybe, Hal, do you have some comments?

MR. HAL ROBBINS:  As you know, this is an issue that Paul Raymond has worked on very hard and he doesn’t feel, Corky, that there’s any way we can go to just length.  Obviously the carapace is removed and so that’s not really an issue once they’re landed or they’re imported, but the problem is that they’re commingling these things.

Usually the way we find out, with these huge import cases, is based on the import weights, because that’s how they’re sorting these containers.

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SWINGLE:  The way I interpreted this document, Phil, was that you would have both a length and a weight standard and they would have to comply with both and so it’s just substituting weights for the length criteria.

MR. STEELE:  I believe that’s correct, yes.

DR. ROY CRABTREE:  My read on it is you’ve got a tail, you’ve got a carapace with it and it has to comply with either.  If you have a weight that’s too low, but the tail length is legal, then that’s a legal tail.  It’s just like you can have a spiny lobster now where the carapace length is legal, but occasionally the tail length would be too small.  That’s still a legal lobster.

If you ring it and separate it, you may have trouble, but that’s my understanding with it.  Remember, it’s just a scoping document and we just need to get all of this stuff on the table and we’ve got a lot of work ahead of us.  Do you need to make a motion to go forward with scoping on this?

CHAIRMAN SHIPP:  We had the motion to have the AP meet to go over the scoping document.  I don’t know that we need more than that at this time.

DR. CRABTREE:  But we’re okay with going ahead and setting up a scoping meeting down in Key Largo?  Okay.

CHAIRMAN SHIPP:  Yes.

MR. TEEHAN:  Florida’s concerns, and we’re in discussions with NOAA Fisheries about this, about the weight, is just that these things are coming in frozen and some of them are glazed with water and the weight may or may not equate, under those conditions, to what the size of the animal is.

The equations that Tom Matthews and our research institute worked out were on dry weight, essentially, but I think we can come to an agreement on this.  My understanding and, Hal, correct me if I’m wrong, but the way that these things are coming in, en masse, about the only way that you guys can clear them in a timely fashion is just to equate the documentation with what weight is on the box and is that my understanding?

MR. ROBBINS:  That’s true.  Of course, as we have to, we’ll further inspect the product, including DNA testing, if necessary.  It just depends on the specific case and how detailed we have to get.

CHAIRMAN SHIPP:  As I understand it, we have just the single motion to convene the AP to go over the scoping document and is that correct?  Any other comments on this issue?
MR. STEELE:  Remember that timing is kind of critical here.  The council meets in late January and if we’re actually going to hold scoping meetings in January, then we’ve got to publish the notice in the Federal Register and the whole thing and that takes a little bit of time, too.

CHAIRMAN SHIPP:  My understanding is we’re simply going to have an AP meeting before the January meeting.  Is that the sense of your motion, Corky?

DR. CRABTREE:  Why wouldn’t we go ahead and have a scoping meeting, so that people know what we’re looking at and are aware that this is being considered?  Our intent was to -- The Caribbean has already done scoping meetings and we were going to go over this with the South Atlantic Council in December and then we wanted to go ahead and have a scoping meeting down in the Keys, because I think we need to let folks know what we’re considering at this point.

CHAIRMAN SHIPP:  Roy, do you see that after the AP meets or --

DR. CRABTREE:  I don’t think it’s particularly relevant whether it’s before or after the AP meeting.  All we’re trying to do is lay out the issue, to let people know this is a concern we have and these are things we’re thinking about and see if they have other ideas or input at that point.  To me, it’s not particularly relevant whether it’s before or after the AP meeting.

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SWINGLE:  In that case, if we’re going to have them, we need to know, at the staff level, so we can go ahead and make arrangements before the council meets in January.

MR. TEEHAN:  I guess I’m a little bit unclear.  I thought the Caribbean Council was driving this, but you’re kind of indicating that this council needs to go ahead and establishing the scoping meeting.

DR. CRABTREE:  I think you just need to let staff know to move forward with scoping and then my staff and Wayne can get together and decide how to set it up and who is going to go down there.

MR. TEEHAN:  Then I’ll make a motion that we have a scoping meeting in the December/January time period in Key Largo, Florida.
CHAIRMAN SHIPP:  Is there a second?

MR. PERRET:  Second.

CHAIRMAN SHIPP:  Discussion?

MR. PERRET:  I hate to pinpoint a specific location.  If something happened and you can’t -- Just in the appropriate area of south Florida or something like that.

MR. TEEHAN:  I’m not opposed to that, but I think staff needs to start looking at a specific location and I think Key Largo would cover -- If we’re just going to do one and the problem that we always encounter in the Florida Keys, and this will be no different, is you’ve got the Upper, Middle, and Lower Keys and no matter where you hold -- 

If you’re just going to hold one workshop or scoping meeting or hearing, no matter where you hold it, you’re going to get complaints from the other areas.  Given that the epicenter, probably, of the importation and processing is in Miami, Key Largo would, for one meeting, would cover the Miami-based part of the industry, plus the Keys.

MR. PERRET:  If indeed -- Will we have a problem finding a location in Key Largo and if we do, this motion restricts us to Key Largo.  That’s my only problem.

MR. KENNEDY:  I had a different question, but I can try to answer that one.  Typically, when you’ve told us where you want scoping hearings, we try there first and if we can’t do it, we move out until we can find a place that works, as close to that as possible.  You’ve given us that leeway to do it anyway in the past and so I assume we would.

My question is the South Atlantic going to hold any scoping hearings as well and are we crossing boundaries then with the South Atlantic?

MR. STEELE:  I was just going to bring that up, but David is here, that is a joint plan with the Gulf and South Atlantic.  They’ll have to do the same thing and I was thinking maybe we could kill two birds with one stone and have the South Atlantic scoping at the same time in the same place.

CHAIRMAN SHIPP:  That certainly makes sense.  Wayne, did you have something to add to that?

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SWINGLE:  I had the same suggestion, that we have joint hearings with the South Atlantic.

CHAIRMAN SHIPP:  Where is Dave?  Dave, what are your thoughts on that?

MR. DAVID CUPKA:  If we can do that, we would certainly like to.  We had a meeting on this back in June, when we were meeting down in the Keys, and we’re very supportive of it and so we want to move ahead with it.  If there’s any way to hold joint scoping, we wouldn’t be opposed to that.  It would certainly make things a lot simpler for everyone.
CHAIRMAN SHIPP:  You all still meet in the Keys?  We do have a motion on the floor, a committee motion.  It’s up on the board.  Are there any objections to that motion?  Hearing none, it passes and we’ll recommend that to full council.  Is there any other business for this committee?

MS. JULIE MORRIS:  This is just a comment.  I’m really encouraged that we’re moving forward with a management action that incorporates our neighbors to the south, because their practices are really important to our own spiny lobster fishery, but it seems like there’s other fisheries as well that are influenced by harvest and fishery management going on in Mexico and the Caribbean and I wish we could do more of this.

I wish we could begin an initiative in the Gulf to try to engage in more agreements and strategies to coordinate fishery management between the Gulf and the Caribbean and Mexico and I would just encourage us to look for opportunities to do that.

CHAIRMAN SHIPP:  I agree and thank you.  Any other comments or any other business?  Hearing none, we stand adjourned.
(Whereupon, the meeting adjourned at 11:00 o’clock a.m., October 31, 2007.)
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