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 Attachment 9. Black grouper update TORs  
  Attachment 10. Blueline tilefish schedule options, SEFSC 
  Attachment 11. Procedures Workshop 7: SA Shrimp Data 
   

7.2. 
The Committee is provided project overviews for the 2014 SEDAR assessments and 
updates on various SEDAR items currently underway. 

Overview 

 
1) Review of 2015 Schedule 
 A preliminary schedule for 2015 workshops was developed by SEDAR staff in 
conjunction with principle analytical teams and data providers. It is provided for SSC 
review, and any comments will be considered by the Steering Committee in May. The 
purpose of this review is to consider any major schedule or terminal data availability 
impediments. Detailed project schedules will be prepared and approved by the 
appropriate cooperators once this framework is finalized by the Steering Committee in 
May 2014. 
 
2) Black grouper TORS 
 FL FWCC will conduct an update of the black grouper assessment. This stock 
was last assessed in 2009, through SEDAR 19. TORS are based on the SEDAR update 
framework. 
 
3) Next Blueline tilefish assessment 
 The Council requested an update of blueline tilefish as soon as possible, based on 
some unexpected results in the projections based on the P* recommendations of the SSC 
from October 2013. The projections will be discussed during a later agenda topic; this 
item pertains to the schedule alternative recommended by the SEFSC. The Council 
requested an update based on Alternative 1, with blueline replacing vermilion snapper 
and beginning in the second half of 2015. 
 
4) Shrimp Data Procedures workshop 
 A SEDAR procedures workshop devoted to identifying shrimp data and its 
application to stock assessment and bycatch estimation will be held July 22 - 24 in 
Charleston SC.  
 
5) SEFIS Video Index Working Group 
 During discussion of the Southeast Fishery Independent Survey in October 2013, 
the SSC recommended convening a workgroup to consider approaches to developing 
indices from the new video data in preparation for detailed consideration during SEDAR 
data workshops where these indices will be considered for assessment input. SSC 
representatives on the work group are Luiz Barbieri and Jeff Buckel. The group will meet 
May 20 - 22 at the SEFSC Beaufort lab.  
 

Jason
Highlight
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2015 216,894 32,241 51,726 759 
2016 229,595 34,195 54,755 805 
2017 242,296 35,172 57,784 828 
2018 253,043 37,126 60,347 874 
2019 265,744 38,103 63,376 897 
ABC RECOMMENDATIONS: F=75%Fmsy 

Year Landed LBS Discard LBS Landed 
Number 

Discard Number 

2015 164,136 39,144 24,425 575 
2016 178,791 42,639 26,379 621 
2017 192,469 45,901 28,333 667 
2018 205,170 48,930 29,310 690 
2019 218,848 52,192 31,264 736 

Notes:  

• The SSC recommends using deterministic results for reference values and status 
determinations (see October 2013 SSC report for discussion and 
recommendation). 

• Fcurrent is based on the average of the last 3 years: 2010-2012.  
• Projected yield for OFL and ABC is provided in the SEDAR 36 Stock 

Assessment Report as total removals, landings and discard, in pounds and 
numbers. Reported total removals allocated to landings and discards 
reported here are based on assuming 97.7% of total removals are 
landings (as reported in SEDAR 36); this atio is used for adjusting yield in 
both pounds and numbers. 

 

12. BLUELINE TILEFISH PROJECTIONS REVIEW 

12.1. 

Attachment 20. Blueline P* Projections December 2013   

Documents 

Attachment 21. SAFMC Memo update and projection options December 2013 
 Attachment 22. SAFMC Memo, Emergency Rule, December 2013 

Attachment 23. SEFSC Reply, January 2014 
Attachment 24. SAFMC Memo, further projections, February 2014 
Attachment 25. Blueline Tilefish Projections  

 

12.2. 
 Projections of blueline tilefish, based on recommendations of the review panel 
and the SSC P* values, were not available when the SEDAR 32 benchmark was reviewed 
in October 2013.  

Overview 

Jason
Highlight
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 Projections provided to the Council in December 2013, including updated 2012 
landings and P* recommendations of the SSC, indicated extremely high fishing mortality 
values for 2014. The Council directed that the projections should be reviewed by the 
SSC, while recommending an emergency action to reduce the ACL to a level consistent 
with the equilibrium yield at 75% Fmsy. At that time the Council also requested that the 
SEFSC evaluate options for a timely update of the blueline assessment and consideration 
of factors that could explain the extremely high mortality projections.  
 The Emergency Rule will allow the Council to quickly reduce landings while 
actions are developed to end overfishing. Although the Council and agency have 2 years 
to develop and implement regulations to end overfishing, the emergency rule can only 
last for a total of 360 days (two 180 day periods). Therefore, once the emergency rule 
ends the ABC and ACL will revert to the current levels, which are much higher than the 
MSY values estimated from the assessment, unless the Council has other actions in place 
within 360 days.  
 In February 2014 the Council learned that the least disruptive option for an update 
would be for blueline to replace the 2015 update of vermilion snapper, leading to a 
request by the Council to prepare further projections that maintained the 75% Fmsy 
equilibrium landings until the update can be completed and reviewed by the SSC.  
 
 The SSC is asked to review these latest projections and provide a fishing level 
recommendation to the Council. The Council requests that, given the uncertainty 
exhibited in the various projections provided so far, the SSC consider the interim 
recommendation of setting ABC at the equilibrium yield expected from fishing at 75% 
Fmsy until an assessment update can be prepared and the current uncertainty in terminal 
fishing mortality rates is better understood.   
 

12.3. 
  Updated projections: SEFSC 

Presentation 

12.4. 

• Review blueline projections 

Action 

• Identify and discuss uncertainties 
• Provide fishing level recommendations 
• Consider the feasibility and discuss the risks associated with establishing 

ABC at the equilibrium yield at 75% Fmsy until the expedited update is 
complete (scheduled for SSC consideration in April 2016) 

 
SSC RECOMMENDATION: 
 
The SSC reviewed the revised and updated blueline tilefish projections produced by the 
SEFSC as a follow p to the SEDAR 32 assessment.  Specific comments and discussion 
points brought up during the SSC meeting included: 
- The blueline tilefish assessment and projections have a number of uncertainties 

that may not be properly addressed by an update assessment.  Specifically, there 
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are indications that available abundance indices do not include the full range of 
the stock.  The fishery is recently operating north of Cape Hatteras and this may be 
an unexploited part of the stock with different abundance and size/age 
composition.  Further, given that blueline are long-lived and older maturing, an 
update after only two additional years of data is not likely to show any appreciable 
change.  Therefore, the SSC recommends that instead of an ‘Update’ the next 
assessment of blueline tilefish be conducted as a ‘Standard Assessment’. 

- We need better information on the age composition of blueline tilefish.  There seem 
to be very few older fish represented in the current age comps.  However, this could 
be due to: (1) age truncation from overexploitation or (2) the fact that older fish 
are not available to the fishery and are therefore severely under-sampled. 

-  Given the fact that the stock seems to be well below equilibrium the use of yield at 
75%FMSY as an interim ABC is not feasible and will lead to overfishing (F>FMSY).  
Instead, the SSC recommends the use of projections at P* = 0.3 for ABC and P* = 0.5 
for OFL.   

- The projections  were conducted using 2013 general recreational landings 
provided from the Science Center and 2013 landings that were an imputed average 
of landings from 2010 and 2012 (see Tables 5 and 6 below).  This was due to the 
fact that the landings in 2013 were an order of magnitude higher than in previous 
years.  Also, the landings of blueline tilefish are typically driven by landings north 
of Cape Hatteras, NC.  However, the spike in recreational landings in 2013 is driven 
by landings in FL.  These factors indicate there may be an issue with the 2013 
landings provided by the Science Center, so the imputed average of 2010 and 2012 
was used for comparison. 

- After much deliberation, the SSC decided to use the landings estimate for the 
general recreational fleet generated by MRIP for ABC and OFL projections (Tables 
5 and 6 below).  It was determined that the trend line of the new projections would 
fall between the two projections already available since all other landings and 
discards would remain constant, and since the MRIP landings are intermediate 
between the Science Center estimate and the imputed average.  In the interest of 
time, and since all other data is unchanged, it was decided to simply interpolate the 
new projections using the new level of landings from MRIP and the already 
available projections presented to the SSC during the April 2014 meeting.  The 
methodology for this interpolation is described below.  

- Originally, the interpolation was to be kept simple and just take the percentage 
that the MRIP landings are of the Science Center landings and then carry that 
through the projections.  So the analyst first determined the percentage that the 
MRIP landings were of the Science Center landings (~79%).  Then, when 
interpolating the projections, the analyst made the MRIP projections ~121% of the 
Center projections.  This is because lower initial landings in 2013 lead to higher 
projected landings during the projection period.  However, this caused the trend in 
the interpolated projections to change from the trend in both the Science Center 
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and the imputed average projections (Fig. 1). Documentation on the interpolation 
is provided as Appendix 2.  
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Fig. 1. Blueline tilefish landings projections for the ABC.  SEFSC are the 
projections using the general recreational landings estimates provided from 
the Southeast Fisheries Science Center, Imputed Avg are the projections 
using the imputed average general recreational landings from 2010 and 
2012, and MRIP are the projections using general recreational landings 
estimates from the MRIP website.  Methodology for interpolation holds the 
MRIP line at a constant percentage of the SEFSC line based on the 
percentage the MRIP landings are of the SEFSC landings (~121%).  The 
lower panel is a close-up of the projection years, showing that the MRIP line 
does not have the same trend as the other two projections.  

 
- To remedy this issue, the analyst decided to hold the percent difference between the 

MRIP landings and the Center landings as a percentage of the difference between 
the Center landings and the imputed average, constant through the projections.  
This preserved the trend in the projection line, causing it to follow the same trend 
in the Center projection and the imputed average projection (Fig. 2).  Tables 5 and 
6 have the landings used for projections in 2013 and 2014, and the projected 
values for landings and discards from 2015-2018 in both lbs whole weight and 
numbers of fish. 
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Fig. 2. Blueline tilefish landings projections for the ABC.  SEFSC are the 
projections using the general recreational landings estimates provided from 
the Southeast Fisheries Science Center, Imputed Avg are the projections 
using the imputed average general recreational landings from 2010 and 
2012, and MRIP are the projections using general recreational landings 
estimates from the MRIP website.  Methodology for interpolation holds the 
difference between the MRIP line and the SEFSC line as a percent of the 
difference between the SEFSC line and the Imputed Avg line constant over 
the projections (~27%).  The lower panel is a close-up of the projection 
years, showing that the MRIP line does have the same trend as the other two 
projections using this methodology. 
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Table 5. Projections for the ABC at P*=0.3.  2013 and 2014 were input landings and 
2015-2018 are projection years.  SEFSC are the projections using the general 
recreational landings estimates provided from the Southeast Fisheries Science Center, 
Imputed Avg are the projections using the imputed average general recreational 
landings from 2010 and 2012, and MRIP are the projections using general recreational 
landings estimates from the MRIP website.  The SSC’s recommendation for ABC are the 
MRIP values. 
 

Table 5. Projections for the blueline tilefish ABC at P*=0.3. 

ABC Landings lb ww ABC Discards lb ww ABC Landings num fish ABC Discards num fish 

Year SEFSC Imputed 
Avg MRIP SEFSC Imputed 

Avg MRIP SEFSC Imputed 
Avg MRIP SEFSC Imputed 

Avg MRIP 

2013 556,018 317,116 491,642 8,277 8,277 8,277             

2014 224,100 224,100 224,100                   

2015 28,546  57,541  36,359 31  62  39 6,355  11,474  7,734 7  12  8 

2016 46,238  77,075  54,548 50  83  59 9,530  14,698  10,923 10  16  12 

2017 64,768  95,051  72,928 70  102  79 12,593  17,419  13,893 14  19  15 

2018 82,189  110,317  89,769 89  119  97 15,249  19,576  16,415 16  21  17 
 
 
Table 6. Projections for the OFL at P*=0.5.  2013 and 2014 were input landings and 
2015-2018 are projection years.  SEFSC are the projections using the general 
recreational landings estimates provided from the Southeast Fisheries Science Center, 
Imputed Avg are the projections using the imputed average general recreational landings 
from 2010 and 2012, and MRIP are the projections using general recreational landings 
estimates from the MRIP website.  The SSC’s recommendation for OFL are the MRIP 
values. 
 

Table 6. Projections for the blueline tilefish OFL at P*=0.5. 

OFL Landings lb ww OFL Discards lb ww OFL Landings num fish OFL Discards num fish 

Year SEFSC Imputed 
Avg MRIP SEFSC Imputed 

Avg MRIP SEFSC Imputed 
Avg MRIP SEFSC Imputed 

Avg MRIP 

2013 556,018 317,116 491,642 8,277 8,277 8,277             

2014 224,100 224,100 224,100               18    

2015 44,271  82,648  54,612 48  89  59 9,885  16,549  11,681 11  22  13 

2016 67,118  104,862  77,289 73  113  84 13,943  20,189  15,626 15   17 

2017 89,598  124,378  98,970 97  134  107 17,627  23,161  19,118 19  25  21 

2018 109,542  140,423  117,863 118  152  127 20,642  25,414  21,928 22  27  23 
 
 

13.  ANNUAL RESEARCH PRIORITIES 

13.1. 

  Attachment 26. Draft 2014 Research Priorities 

Documents 
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