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While the Research Plan does incorporate some social and economic areas from the 
visioning document and the strategic plan for future scientific work, there is no tangible 
commitment to prioritize any of these areas as highly as the biological areas referenced 
in the document.   While this may be a true indication of the relative importance of the 
biological work, it may also be an artifact of the biological background/perspectives 
brought by the authors of the Research Plan.  I suggest there are several social and 
economic areas of research that are of immediate high priority equal to or exceeding the 
biological areas for funding in 2016. 
 
Economic performance of management is extremely important to the Council.  Actions 
taken by the MAFMC have had many predicted impacts on vessel owners/operators and 
fishing communities, yet little is know about the cumulative effects of prior regulations 
before new specifications are put in place.  Changes in the fishery are captured 
anecdotally, but there is no systematic evaluation of whether social and economic 
performance objectives for the fishery are being met.  Fundamentally, if such measures 
don’t exist for an FMP, then this is territory ripe for the SSC to assist the Council in 
developing appropriate measures (exploring concepts such as sustainability, efficiency, 
profitability, inter-generational transferability, access, stability, etc.).  
 
Significant resources are now being proposed to evaluate fisheries and conduct MSE's 
purely on the basis of stock assessment parameters.  Little or no research is being done 
on economic and social indicators of individual, community and societal net benefits of 
management.  Such parameters are necessary to properly evaluate the "best choice" 
among management alternatives.  Moreover, little is known about the demand for 
species caught in the Mid Atlantic, and industry feedback on markets is currently 
informal and not predictive of future trends.  Research in these areas could be very 
informative to the policy choices of investing scarce resources in rebuilding those 
fisheries that will yield the greatest return to the nation (including the fishermen). 
 
In addition, there is no research to look at the interaction between fisheries and their 
regulations.  This is true for state and federal waters, and the flexibility and behavior of 
fishermen to participate in and change fisheries across species in the Mid Atlantic and 
New England, in both the past, present and future sense.  This switching behavior, in 
response to climate variability, controls on fishery access and entry (whether 
economic/market or regulatory in origin), or traditional multi-generational or recent 
innovative fishing patterns is input necessary to understand and closely align with 
emerging holistic landscape/ecosystem approaches to ocean governance. 
 
These are just a handful of research areas on economics and fishing communities that 
need to counter-balance the biological priorities emphasized in the current draft of the 
plan.  A broader discussion by the Council with its biological and social science advisors 
together could help illuminate the benefits of making the best investment with these 
research funds, especially when they are so limited.  Thanks for the opportunity to 
comment.  


