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The Shrimp Management Committee of the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council convened in the Milan Ballroom of the Radisson Hotel, St. Petersburg, Florida, Tuesday afternoon, January 29, 2008, and was called to order at 1:30 o’clock p.m. by Chairman Corky Perret.
ADOPTION OF AGENDA AND APPROVAL OF MINUTES

CHAIRMAN CORKY PERRET:  I would like to call the Shrimp Management Committee meeting to order.  Perret is present and Ms. Foote is here and Mr. Steele and Mr. Gill and Mr. Hendrix is here and Dr. Shipp is here.
If you go to Tab D and the first thing on our agenda is Adoption of the Agenda.  Is there any modifications to the agenda?  The chair, under Other Business, would just like to make a comment or two about AP meeting and attendance, if that’s okay with the committee.  Any other modifications?  Anyone against approving the agenda with that one change?  Hearing none, no opposition, so moved.

Next is Item II, Approval of the Minutes, which is Tab D, Number 2.  That’s the minutes of October of 2007.  It was held in Biloxi, Mississippi.  We need a motion for approval of those minutes.

MR. BOB GILL:  I move approval of the minutes.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Second by Ms. Foote.  Any discussion?  Any opposition?  Hearing none, so ordered.  The next item on our agenda is Item III, The Texas Shrimp Closure.  That’s Tab D-3 and Dr. Nance with the Galveston facility will give us a presentation.


TEXAS SHRIMP CLOSURE

DR. JIM NANCE:  Thank you.  It’s good to be here to be able to present the analysis that we did for the 2007 Texas closure.  As is typical, we’ll go through the slides and if you have questions at the end, I’ll be able to entertain those.

With this graph, what we’re trying to depict is where shrimp were caught during the May timeframe.  Each of these graphs, May, June, July, and August, are during the closure period and so we try to depict where things are happening within the western Gulf of Mexico.

Along this axis, we have the statistical zones from Stat Area 13 through 21, so the mouth of the Mississippi down to Brownsville, Texas, and then from the beach, zero, out to greater than forty fathoms and then pounds along this axis.

As is typical in the May timeframe, most of the shrimp are occurring in the near-shore waters off of Louisiana for Stat Areas 13 through 17.  A little bit of production is occurring off of Texas, but it closes on the 15th and so we don’t get a lot of production during that timeframe.

If you look at catch per unit of effort especially on this axis, the values here, on average, between 400 and 800 pounds per day fished off of Louisiana during the timeframe.  This is very typical of what happens during May.  

In June, we have a very good production in Stat Area 13 and 14 and 15 and 16, very near-shore.  We start to move out into offshore waters in June and during this timeframe, Texas is closed and so we don’t have any production off of Stat Areas 18 through 21.

You can see that the catch per unit of efforts during this timeframe are, on average, 700 pounds per day fished.  It’s a little bit higher than usual off of Louisiana and off of Texas, we don’t really have any production during that timeframe.

In July, with the opening of the Texas closure, you can see that off of Louisiana we’re out to about thirty fathoms now, with shrimp being taken out off of the beach.  Very good production still in the near-shore waters off of Louisiana and we start to pick up production in Texas.  It’s open for fifteen days during the July timeframe and so we see that starting to occur off of Texas.

You see the catch per unit of effort off of Louisiana and on average, it’s about a thousand pounds per day fished, which is average to above average off of Louisiana, and for most of the Texas cells, we’re up around 1,600 pounds per day fished and so an excellent catch per unit of effort during the August timeframe in Texas.

In August, we start to see very good production off of Texas, Stat Areas 18, 19, 20, 21, out in the deeper depths.  This is typical of what happens after the opening.  Catch per unit of effort was over 1,600 pounds per day fished, on average, in 18, 19, 20, and 21.  There was excellent production during the August timeframe.

During September, we start to see a decrease in catch per unit of effort, with the lower effort that’s been occurring in more recent years.  This high catch per unit of effort is carried on to September and usual October before it starts to go down to background levels.

If you look at the catch for what’s happening in -- The axis, for some reason didn’t come off here, but off of Texas here, this would be dates here, 1981 through 2007 along that axis and then millions of pounds along this axis.  

The catch in inshore Texas was around six-million pounds over most of the timeframe.  We are now down to, in Texas, less than a million pounds for the inshore waters during the May through August timeframe.  Louisiana was around fifteen to sixteen-million pounds this past year in the inshore waters, very similar to what happened in 2000 and 2006.

If you look at the offshore catch, around fifteen-million pounds, again, for offshore Louisiana, making a total of around thirty-million pounds for the May through August timeframe for brown shrimp off of Louisiana.  Texas was below average this past year, at around nine-million pounds during the 2007 timeframe.

If you look at Texas offshore catch during the July/August timeframe, 2007, you can see that it’s below average.  In 2006, we were around fifteen-million pounds of tails landed and this past year, around nine-million pounds total for the July through August period for brown shrimp.
If you look at what is happening in May, June, July and August as far as the size of shrimp, Louisiana in the offshore waters, around 1.5 million pounds of greater than sixty-seven count tails were landed.  This went to almost three million pounds during the June timeframe.

You can see that a predominant catch is in the less than sixty-seven count size tail category.  In July and August, we start to see more sizes being represented in the catch, which August representing most of the different sizes being captured.

In Texas, as I said, May really doesn’t have a lot of catch during the May timeframe.  June, no catch, because it’s closed and July, we start to see production, 500,000 pounds of forty-one to fifties and thirty-one to forties being taken.

During August, the predominant catch is thirty-one forties in the tail count category, with good representation from twenty-one twenty-fives and twenty-six thirties and so forth.  Very good representation across most of the different sizes during the August timeframe.


This is not atypical of what happens each year and as we’ll see, less than one-and-a-half percent of the landings off of Texas during this timeframe are in the greater than sixty-seven count size category.  Distribution of catch, again the percents didn’t come out here.  

1981 through 2007, what we’re trying to do here is we’re looking at the distribution of catch off of Texas and so shrimp that are taken off of Texas, where are they landed?  About 30 percent of the shrimp are landed off of the lower Texas coast, which is typically what happens this year, and then the rest are landed off the middle Texas coast ports.

These represent about 60 to 70 percent of the shrimp are landed in the lower to middle Texas coast ports and next is the upper Texas coast ports, so Galveston and Jefferson County, with not very many being landed off of the other states and off of Louisiana.

What’s happening off of Louisiana, you can see a real decrease here in Louisiana of where the catch is being distributed and so if you look at the catch from Louisiana waters, it’s gone down to about 50 percent of the landings from Louisiana waters are now being landed in Louisiana, with the upper Texas coast here, Galveston and Port Arthur area, picking up about 20 percent of the landings.

If you look at the percent of Gulf catch to Texas and Louisiana ports -- This takes all of the shrimp catch during the May through August timeframe and where it’s landed, trying to pick up if there’s differences in where shrimp are being landed.
In Louisiana ports, around 52 percent of the Gulf landings are occurring in Louisiana ports.  You can see that’s been pretty stable over the last few years, with Texas being around 30 percent of the landings over that same timeframe.  We’ve seen fluctuations through time, but on average, we’ve seen that be pretty stable the last four years, four or five years.

Upper Texas coast ports, looking at landings of where shrimp are being landed in Texas, the ports that are receiving that landings, again, 1981 through 2007, and percentages along here and 30 percent being here.  Around 25 percent of the shrimp that are landed in Texas are being landed in Jefferson County.  That’s changed significantly since 1981, when we were around 4 percent.
You can see a real increase in the Jefferson County area for landings.  There’s a little bit of change here in Kemah, shrimp being taken into the Kemah port, but everything else has been pretty stable during the timeframe.

Middle Texas coast ports, again, we’ve seen some changes in what’s happening with Brazos here.  It was around 25 percent and they’ve gone down to about 4 percent over the timeframe, with Palacios coming up from about 4 percent up here to around 20 percent this past year.  Really, Jefferson County and Palacios are the two big ports now in Texas for landings of shrimp.

If we look at the lower Texas coast ports, Nueces has come down a little bit.  It’s been about 6 percent in the beginning and around 2 percent now.  One of the biggest changes is in the Aransas area.  It was around 18 to 20 percent here and now down to about 3 percent this past year and so a big change has occurred in the Aransas area, with Port Isabelle and Brownsville picking up about 15 to 20 percent of the landings through time.

If you look at white shrimp production, in 1990, Texas closed its waters from the beach out to nine miles.  Before that time, you used to be able to fish in the daytime for white shrimp.  You can see what’s happening.  At the opening in July, we still start to pick up the very large whites that are available on the beach area.
This past year was above average, during 2007, with about half being in the less than twenty count size category, and so very large shrimp available during the July timeframe off of Texas.  In August, it’s still above average for the August timeframe.  We start to pick up the smaller shrimp coming out of the bays, but still above average catch for the August timeframe.

Conclusions from this analysis, environmental factors obviously are important for the abundance of shrimp.  Overall in 2007, this Texas closure period was -- We saw above average production for the western Gulf of Mexico.  Louisiana was above average and Texas was slightly below average during this time.

Brown shrimp size off of Texas, about 1.4 percent of the catch is in the greater than sixty-seven count size category and so not a lot of small shrimp caught off of Texas and landed, which is different than Louisiana, having smaller shrimp taken off of their offshore waters.

Brown shrimp catch off of Texas, as I mentioned, was below average in 2007.  There’s been a decrease in effort during the closure period and so there has been a real increase in catch per unit of effort during the timeframe and this catch per unit of effort has been able to sustain itself through the fall period.

MR. GILL:  Jim, the size, brown shrimp size, is that typical over the years?

DR. NANCE:  It is fairly typical.  On Texas, we used to be around 6 percent in the greater than sixty-seven count size category.  That’s been dwindling in more recent years, down to this 1 to 2 percent range.

Analysis done on the yield per recruit during the Texas closure timeframe, taking the higher mortality rates of shrimp, we wouldn’t see a benefit because of the closure.  Taking the lower mortality rates, we see an 18 percent increase, because of the closure.  It’s between those ranges.

Typically, 10 to 12 percent would be what we would estimate as the benefits for the Texas closure in yield.  Distribution of shrimp landings during the Texas closure shows a decrease in recent years for Texas ports and no real change in Louisiana.  

Some changes have occurred in shrimp landing distribution to Texas ports.  We’ve seen a decrease in some ports, like Aransas, and an increase in others, like in Jefferson County and in Palacios.  White shrimp catch off of Texas during the closure period was above average, both July and August.  With that, I’ll be happy to entertain any questions.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Thank you very much, Dr. Nance.  Are there questions for Dr. Nance?

MR. GILL:  Jim, on your slide that showed the distribution of Louisiana catch May through August offshore, Figure 8 in the handout, have you got a theory as to what appears on that to be a transfer from Louisiana to upper Texas -- Have you got a theory as to why those trends and the reversal --

DR. NANCE:  We’ve seen a real increase in the number of vessels in Jefferson County and with their ability to go into Louisiana and fish and come back over to a very close port it Texas, it seems to be -- The Jefferson County area seems to be drawing some of that production over to that area.
CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Any other questions?  Jim, just looking at the table, the last couple of years we’ve seen some of the lowest effort figures that we’ve ever seen, yet it looks like the catch per effort figures are as high as we’ve ever seen.  In fact, some just last year were higher than anything we had seen.

One question I have is you’re lumping sixty-seven and over size shrimp.  That can take in a large range.  Are the shrimp sixty-seven count and over closer to the sixty-seven count or are some as small as a hundred count?

DR. NANCE:  There’s a pretty good range within that distribution.  I haven’t really looked at it over the more recent years.  It’s probably around eight to a hundred count, on average, for near-shore Louisiana, tails.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  I suspect a little larger on the Texas.  Any other questions?

MS. KAREN FOOTE:  Just to Mr. Gill’s question, part of it may have something to do with Hurricane Rita destroying so many of the docks in Cameron Parish in western Louisiana and the docks in Jefferson Parish coming out much better.

DR. NANCE:  That certainly could be it also, Karen.  We’ve seen that trend though before 2005 and so there may be some of that Katrina effect in there, but I’m thinking Jefferson County really has pushed a lot of vessels there and so they’re being able to pull a lot more of the landings over there.

MR. ROBIN RIECHERS:  I was going to make that same point.
CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Any other questions for Dr. Nance?  Seeing no hands up, Dr. Nance, as always, we appreciate your reports and excellent presentation and you’re going to be around if any questions come up during the remainder of the meeting?  Thank you.  

Next is the Shrimp AP Recommendations.  Stu was the staffer that was present at the meeting and he unfortunately had to leave, because he was ill.  Also at the meeting was Mr. Hendrix and so between Mr. Hendrix and myself and Dr. Leard, hopefully we’ll be able to handle it.  Go ahead, Rick.  I’ll let you do it.

DR. RICK LEARD:  As you indicated, I wasn’t able to attend that meeting, because I got sick, but Dr. Nance gave the same presentation that he just gave to the committee and you see there on Tab D, Number 4 that the Shrimp AP voted nine to one to recommend that the council support the continuation of the cooperative Texas closure and that should be for 2008, this year, not 2007, throughout the entire EEZ off Texas, out to the 200-mile limit.

Then, as we usually do, Dr. Nance reviewed the biological review of the Tortugas, as well as the status and health of the stocks, the same reports that he gave the council, stock assessment reports that he gave the council, at our October/November meeting.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Before we go into the remaining part of the report, I would entertain a motion from the committee relative to the Texas closure.

DR. BOB SHIPP:  So moved.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  It’s moved by Dr. Shipp that we have the closure out to 200 miles for 2008, in conjunction with the State of Texas closure.  Do I have a second?  Second by Mr. Hendrix.  Is there any discussion?  Hearing none, any objection?  The motion carries.  We’ll recommend to full council that we continue the closure for 2008.  Dr. Leard, go ahead.

DR. LEARD:  After reviewing those other reports that Dr. Nance gave, I guess the committee kind of discussed the moratorium permits and where we were at and I think probably Dr. Crabtree will give us an update on that later, but the latest number that we had, in terms of the number of moratorium permits that have been issued, was 1,928, at that particular time.

There was a lesser number that actually had landings and I think that was around 1,834 vessels, but that may be updated slightly and I’m sure we’ll get those reports later.

The panel made another recommendation that if 74 percent of the effort reduction, which was what was required in Amendment 27, the Shrimp 14 part of that, if that is not met, once the last trimester data is in for 2007 and Jim has promised us that in April, that an emergency meeting of the Shrimp AP be conducted before the April 2008 council meeting to decide on what type of action, if any, would be necessary.
That’s their motion, but as I understand it, Dr. Nance is not going to be able to provide us with that information until the April council meeting.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  It’s my understanding, in talking to Dr. Nance, that you were going to give us a presentation or give us the latest numbers as to where they are at this time and I guess --

DR. NANCE:  I have those, if you want to have those.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Let’s hold off for now and let Dr. Leard finish with this.

DR. LEARD:  The panel also recommended that if the 74 percent effort reduction requirement is met that the council consider that there be no further changes to the shrimp trawl BRD requirements.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Any questions?  Go ahead, Dr. Leard.

DR. LEARD:  The last thing that they did, and I think you mentioned this, Mr. Chairman, was that they reviewed the generic aquaculture amendment and they recommended that the Shrimp AP be permitted by the council to review any aquaculture applications to determine if their industry would be affected.

I think they’re primarily concerned about the siting criteria and where any particular facilities might be sited and if it would conflict with their fishing grounds.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  That’s right, Dr. Leard.  I’m looking at my handwritten notes and that was their concern.  Joe, if there’s anything else you want to add -- The main discussion was where -- They were looking for information of where they would be and the possible conflict with their gear operations.  That was basically the extent of their concerns.

MR. JOE HENDRIX:  We had quite a long discussion about the aquaculture amendment and a number of different topics.  For the most part, everybody was pretty positive and that was the primary concern that I recall, too.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Thank you, Mr. Hendrix.  Anyone else?  Any questions?

MS. FOOTE:  On the panel’s request to have an emergency meeting prior to any closures, in case the 74 percent effort reduction was not met, if we aren’t going to know about that until April of 2008, is there a preemptory meeting that we could have, a just-in-case kind of a planning meeting with the Shrimp AP?

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  I’m hoping when Dr. Nance gives us numbers that the numbers are going to be of such that we’re not going to have to worry about all that, Karen.  At least that’s my impression in conversations with him thus far.

MS. FOOTE:  I hope so, too, but I don’t want to ignore their request to have some way of meeting, if possible.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  My suggestion is going to be that when we get whatever the numbers are, and, again, I’m encouraged by what I’ve been told, that I’m going to ask the committee to ask council to get staff to inform the Shrimp Advisory Panel members, because they’re, of course, most interested in this, as to just what the effort reduction has been and therefore what the action or non-action will be.

MR. LARRY SIMPSON:  I’m not on your committee, but addressing Karen’s concern, it would be a whole lot easier to go ahead and schedule a meeting at a time and then cancel it as necessary.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  We talked about even having a conference call meeting and the advisory panel were not very big on conference calls, but let’s get to the percent reduction in a few minutes and then we’ll see whether we need to do anything or not do anything, if that’s all right.  Okay, Dr. Nance, who is going to give us the best estimates on shrimp effort reduction?  Is that you?

REPORT ON THE NUMBER OF MORATORIUM PERMITS ISSUED AND PRELIMINARY EFFORT ESTIMATES FOR 2007

DR. NANCE:  Yes, I’ll do that.  What this table represents is this is the first two trimesters of 2007.  We have basically all of the landings now during the January through August timeframe.  You can see that Stat Area 10 through 21, Depth Zone 10 through 30 is the area we’re dealing with for the reduction.
We had 10,369 days fished during that timeframe, January through August.  If you compare that then, that data to the baseline of 2001 to 2003, we’re at the Stat Area 10 through 21, Depth Zone 10 to 30, an 81 percent reduction from baseline.  We’re below the 74 percent reduction that’s necessary during this timeframe.
If you look at now Trimester 1 through 3, this is the entire year, we don’t have all the landings yet.  I want to really emphasize that it takes us about ten minutes to run this, but in order to get an accurate representation, we need to have all the landings in for all the states in order to get this so that we can present this to the council.

As soon as we have those in, we will be able to present that to the council in a relatively short period of time.  Our feeling is we have up through probably October and so we were missing the November/December and so this starts to give us a fairly good picture of where we’re at.

You can see that in Stat Areas 10 through 21, Depth Zones 10 to 30, we’re now at 13,456 days fished during that.  What that does is that is an 83 percent, 84 percent, reduction from or below reduction from the baseline years.

I did some calculations with target, which is 74 percent, and it’s 21,530 days fished.  We have 8,074 days left in order to reach that 74 percent target and so during the November/December, if we’re below that 8,074, we will be below -- The effort will be below the 74 percent reduction.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Thank you, Dr. Nance.  I think the data has got to be in by the tenth of the month.

DR. NANCE:  In theory, the data have to be in -- The January/December data have to be in by January 10th and so all of the data should now be in the system.  It’s a matter of getting that out now, summarized and out, so that we can have that available for use.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  My question is when do you think you will have everything in place and analyzed to advise us?

DR. NANCE:  As soon as I see the landings data.  I don’t know.  I guess each of the states could tell me, but as soon as we have that, hopefully by the middle of February.  I would hope to see those landings through December, so that we can run those analyses and be able to have that to the council.

Certainly by the end of February would give us plenty of time.  That would give you a whole month before the April council meeting, where we could show you what the numbers were and be able to talk about those.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Thank you.  Any questions?

MR. HENDRIX:  Dr. Nance, can you give us a rough estimate of the range associated with this percent reduction number?

DR. NANCE:  You can see here the effort is 13,456 and here are the confidence intervals around that and so it’s anywhere from 12,542 up to 14,371.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Any other questions?  Thank you, Dr. Nance.  Ms. Foote, you had a concern about -- You wanted to address the AP’s recommendation.  Hearing what Dr. Nance had to say as to where effort is at this time and what he projects it may be and that he should have everything by mid-February, do we want a motion from this committee to go to the council, suggesting that if necessary we have that AP meeting, per their request?

MS. FOOTE:  I would make that motion.  I don’t think we’ll need to institute it, but I would make the motion that we call a meeting of the AP if we get the word from Jim Nance that it looks like there needs to be a closure.
CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Thank you, Ms. Foote.  Do I have a second?  Second by Mr. Hendrix.  I have a question.  Where is Wayne?  I assume the budget would allow for that, if we have to have it?  The answer is yes.  Any discussion?

DR. BOB SHIPP:  Corky, you said that the AP doesn’t like conference calls, but we’ve got a single issue here and the expense of a meeting -- I’m like Karen that I don’t think it’s going to happen, but my goodness, that’s a very expensive for one issue, when we could do a conference call.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Mr. Hendrix and I pointed out the conference call and we can get them on the phone, but Bob -- Granted, it would be a heck of a lot cheaper and I agree with you, but they were against conference calls, but that’s up to us, I’m sure.

MS. FOOTE:  I think the first time this happens it will be very much of a learning experience and that’s what we’re -- We need to get that message across.  I think it would be better to have them person-to-person, face-to-face.  
If it has to happen year after year, I’m sure they’ll get down a conference call or nothing down the line, but I think the first time that it happens that we’re trying to get a message across and listen back to them.  I’m trying to give them every benefit of helping us with a solution.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Thank you, Karen.  Listen, I’m into somebody else’s time and I thought we were going to have an opportunity to kind of catch up from our good friend Mr. Minton taking so much time.

MR. HENDRIX:  One of the other considerations too is that we’ve had a little bit of a problem with a quorum and attendance here, too.  That was one of the other things that Mr. Perret and I brought up in the meeting.  With a conference call, we might have a better opportunity to get a higher percentage of participation.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  We’ve got a motion.  Is there any other discussion?  All those in favor signify by saying aye; opposed.  The motion passes.  Anything else?  

The only thing I have is we have eighteen members of the Shrimp Advisory Panel and only ten members made the meeting.  We have members that have never attended a Shrimp Advisory Panel meeting.  I had members of the Shrimp Advisory Panel come to me and say hey, look, these people don’t contribute and they don’t come and you need to replace them.

Now, if we don’t have this special meeting, I don’t think there’s going to be another meeting of the Shrimp AP until next whatever.  I guess -- Go ahead, Wayne.

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR WAYNE SWINGLE:  Incumbent members would serve normally until March or April of 2009 and then we reappoint them all.  You may have another meeting next year at this same time and that would still be within the time period that they were appointed.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  With that timeframe, I think we’ve got a little time.  I’ve got some suggestions and some of these people are personal friends of mine, but at the proper time when we have the right committee meeting, I want to move that we take them off, but I want some people -- We need résumés of people that are willing to serve and will participate.  Can we request résumés be submitted for various panels?  I’m talking Shrimp now.  Wayne, is that appropriate?

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SWINGLE:  Typically, that’s what we do every two years, is request that they submit a résumé or just a summary of their background.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  I know about the two-year deal, but I’m in a crisis mode.  People are not coming to shrimp meetings and if we’re going to have another shrimp meeting, I would like to have people that come to the meetings.

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR SWINGLE:  Sure, we could do that.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  I’m asking all members to submit members of the shrimping community that would be interested and knowledgeable on serving on the Shrimp Committee and I’ve got a couple.  In fact, I have a Texan who was there who wants to participate and I’ll give you guys the name.  Anything else you recall, Joe, that we discussed?  Okay.  Any other discussion on shrimp or any other issues?

MR. GILL:  Mr. Chairman, the AP had a motion and recommendation relative the aquaculture amendment that we ought to address as well.

CHAIRMAN PERRET:  Asking about reviewing the aquaculture?  That’s up to the council.  They did request that if indeed there are any applications for aquaculture activities that they be given the opportunity to review.  Does anybody see that as a problem?  I don’t think we’re going to have any applications overnight.  Like Harlon Pearce says, there’s not a covey rise yet on this thing, but we can do that, Bob.  Anything else?  We’re adjourned.
(Whereupon, the meeting adjourned at 2:10 o’clock p.m., January 29, 2008.)
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