
Blueline Tilefish Subcommittee (MAFMC SSC)   May 11, 2015 

This document summarizes the discussion of Blueline Tilefish at the April SAFMC SSC meeting in 

North Charleston, SC.  Kevin Craig (NMFS Beaufort) reviewed the last stock assessment (SEDAR 

32 in 2013).  Jason Didden (MAFMC) summarized the concerns of the MAFMC, and Mike 

Schmidtke (ODU) reviewed the information on BLT in his recent research report (Schmidtke et 

al. VRMC Grant F-132-R-2).  Mike Schmidtke will be updating his report based on discussions 

(using method of Amy Schueller’s). 

There was discussion of whether BLT could form separate stocks north and south of the VA/NC 

line (or Cape Hatteras).  [Black sea bass are known to show genetic differences separated at 

Cape Hatteras.]  Apparently there is also genetic evidence for closely related Golden Tilefish 

(refs).  Because BLT are sedentary, so that even without genetic evidence there may be 

justification for splitting.  The growth study presented by Mike suggested significant differences 

in the growth pattern for BLT off Virginia vs the South Atlantic Bight, and the growth off VA was 

quite similar to that obtained off NC during the 1970s (Ross and Huntsman 197?) when fishing 

was light in that area.  The conclusion of the SAFMC SSC is that there is currently insufficient 

information to suggest two biological stocks coastwide, and that the assumption during SEDAR 

32 was based on best available information.  There was discussion to the effect that if the 

assessment was used coastwide it should be updated (currently scheduled for January 2017), 

and if the stock is split then the landings north of NC should be taken out of the assessment. 

Splitting for management purposes was a separate issue beyond the scope of this meeting, 

although it was acknowledged that the BLT ABC was split based on recent historical landings 

(98% vs 2%), which, of course do not reflect the 2014 landings in NJ.  

Kevin Craig provided VTR data from the commercial landings from over the last decade, 

including those landed in NJ in 2014.  There were significant catches from areas 636, 632 off of 

NC, and southern VA during this time.  In 2014 there continued to be catches from these areas 

and from 626 off of central VA.  Because of the closure in NC these catches were transported as 

far north as NJ for landing, indicating that the catch was coming from the same areas that were 

included in the 2012 stock assessment, but was being landed in different ports.  The SAFMC SSC 

concluded that the assumption of coastwide stock for BLT (ME – FL) was reasonable and that 

the last stock assessment (SEDAR 32) ABC could be applied to the entire coastwide stock. 

The ‘Middle Atlantic Stock’ of BLT is clearly data-poor.  What we need in developing a fishery 

monitoring program:  

(1) What do we already know about the stock (age structure, growth, and maturation if 

Cynthia’s data are representative)? 

(2) What do we need to know to at least do an ORCS or similar approach? 

(3) We also need to know how effort is dispersed among the port, potential for markets, 

and the potential use of BLT as a substitute species in the recreational fishery. 
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