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Standing and Special Reef Fish SSC Meeting Summary 
Gulf Council Conference Room 

Tampa, Florida 
January 9-11, 2012 

 
The agenda was adopted with the addition under Other Business of a discussion on SSC meeting 
dates, establishing default status determination criteria, and a discussion on how to responds to 
the release of revised MRIP data.  The summary minutes of the October 12-13, 2011 Standing 
and Special Reef Fish SSC meeting were adopted as written. 
 
Review of Red Snapper Updated Information 
 
Clay Porch reviewed new information and updated projections for red snapper.  Landings data 
were updated to include 2009-2011, and abundance indicators and age composition data were 
updated.  Note that 2011 landings are preliminary.  Commercial IFQ data was only available for 
January 1 – December 5.  Recreational data for 2011 only included MRFSS waves 1-4 and the 
Texas Parks and Wildlife “low” season.  Marine Recreational Fishery Statistics Survey (MRFSS) 
and Texas landings for waves 5 and 6 were assumed to be 0.  Individual fishing quota (IFQ) and 
headboat landings for the missing dates were estimated using methods based on landings from 
previous years.  The resulting landings in pounds whole weight for the three years were as 
follows: 
 
Year  Recreational  Commercial  Total 
2009  4,624,577  2,483,507  7,108,083 
2010  2,238,908  3,392,289  5,631,197 
2011  4,151,147  3,597,145  7,748,292 
 
Updated projection runs were made for each of the four model runs and two shrimp effort 
scenarios from the update assessment.  Projections were run for fishing mortality rates of FSPR26% 
(proxy for FMSY) and 75% of FSPR26% (optimum yield).  All of the projections at FSPR26% showed 
the stock rebuilding close to or above the rebuild target of 26% SPR by 2032.  At 75% of FSPR26% 
the projections showed the stock rebuilding by between 2014 and 2029.  Under the model 
scenario selected by the SSC at the 2009 update assessment (AS3 model with shrimp effort 
rebuild), the projected yields over the near term were slightly higher than when the last reruns 
were done in May 2011. 
 
Projection runs at FSPR26% (million pounds).  These are also the overfishing limit (OFL) 
projections. 
Year  May 2011 Current result 
2012  10.27  11.06 
2013  10.79  11.50 
2014  11.29  11.98 
 



 

2 
 

A comparison of projected vs. observed indices of abundance for the recent years (2008-2011) 
showed the observed indices increasing faster than projected for the video west and video east 
surveys, slower than projected for the bottom longline surveys and the recreational CPUE east, 
and at the projected rate for the recreational CPUE west.  These differences in projections may 
be due to small sample sizes, and mechanical problems with the bottom longline in the western 
Gulf. 
 
SSC members noted that the updated analyses were missing information on discard mortality and 
shrimp trawl bycatch.  In addition, members felt that it would have been useful to see confidence 
intervals around the indices of abundance estimates to get a better idea of how well the indices fit 
the projections.  SSC members felt that, overall that the results showed that the AS3 model is 
providing a good fit to the indices of abundance.  However, there was some concern that the 
indices of abundance, taken together, provided no discernible trend. 
 
Probability distribution functions (PDFs) that could be used with the ABC control rule were 
provided by the Southeast Fisheries Science Center (SEFSC) for each model run, as well as a 
PDF that averaged the results from all of the runs.  However, there was a question of how much 
weight to give to each individual run in the combined PDF.  The SSC felt that it was not 
appropriate to use the acceptable biological catch (ABC) control rule because the analyses 
presented were not a new assessment, but rather a rerun of an older assessment with updated 
data.  Therefore, the SSC felt that, for consistency, their ABC recommendation(s) should be 
based on the same method previously used for red snapper, i.e., a 25% buffer.  However, SSC 
members felt that the previous method of setting ABC at a flat 75% of OFL was an incorrect 
interpretation of National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) guidance.  Instead, they 
recommended that the ABC should be set at the yield corresponding to 75% of FSPR26%.  Since a 
new benchmark assessment is scheduled to be completed in 2013, the SSC felt that ABCs were 
needed only for 2012 and 2013.  Based on the projections provided by the Science Center 
(Tables 5 and 8 in Population projections for Gulf of Mexico red snapper with preliminary 2011 
landings estimates), the SSC made the following motion: 
 

The SSC moves to recommend an updated OFL value of 10.60mp and a value of 
8.08mp for the ABC of Gulf red snapper for 2012, with an OFL value of 11.06mp 
and an ABC of 8.69mp for 2013. 

 
Motion passed 12-3. 
 
Steven Atran noted that these ABC values are slightly higher than the previous SSC 
recommendations as follows: 
 
Comparison of previous vs. current red snapper ABC recommendations. 
Year  May 2011 Current ABC  Difference 
2012  7.703 mp 8.08 mp  + 0.377 mp 
2013  8.093 mp 8.69mp  + 0.597 mp 
 
During the discussion, several concerns were expressed about the analyses.  One SSC member 
noted that there were two trends that cannot be separated given the existing data and analyses.  1) 
The red snapper stock seems to be rebuilding.  2) There are also indications of a few strong year-
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classes moving through the fishery.  Without significant effort to distinguish the relative 
contributions of those trends, the SSC member felt that we cannot confidently provide advice on 
the stock trajectory beyond what has been provided in the past.  SSC members further noted that 
the projections were based on a 3-year old assessment.  Because of the increased uncertainty that 
these issues created, the SSC had adopted a large buffer between OFL and ABC.  This was 
consistent with the SSC’s previous rationale for setting ABC. 
 
Red Snapper Overfishing Status 
 
Roy Crabtree explained that the Regional Office’s characterization of red snapper as no longer 
undergoing overfishing was based on projections that overfishing had ended.  However, the 
Status of Stocks Report to Congress would not accept a projection that overfishing had ended, 
and continued to list the stock as undergoing overfishing.  He asked if the SSC could give any 
guidance.  Steven Atran stated that, in the Generic ACL/AM Amendment, overfishing in a given 
year was defined, for years when there was no stock assessment, as exceeding the OFL for that 
year.  In 2011, OFL was 10.04 mp and ABC was 7.530 mp.  The 2011 landings reported earlier 
in the meeting by the Science Center were 7.748 mp.  Although the landings exceeded the ABC, 
they were below the OFL.  Therefore, under the definition, overfishing did not occur in 2011.  
Chairman Sean Powers asked if SSC members concurred with Mr. Atran’s explanation.  SSC 
members were in agreement. 
 
SSC Workshop Participation Solicitation for SEDAR 31 – Red Snapper Benchmark 
Assessment 
 
Ryan Rindone explained that, for the upcoming SEDAR 31 benchmark assessment for red 
snapper, there needed to be 5 SSC representatives for the Data Evaluation Workshop, 4 SSC 
representatives for the Assessment Workshop, and 3 SSC representatives for the Review 
workshop (2 reviewers and 1 Chairman).  Mr. Rindone stated that he would chair the Data and 
Assessment workshops, and an SSC representative would chair the Review workshop.  An SSC 
member who was on the Assessment workshop could chair the Review Workshop, but could not 
be a reviewer.  After soliciting for volunteers, the following SSC members were selected for the 
workshops: 
 
Data Evaluation Workshop – August 20-24, 2012 – Pensacola, FL 

- Jason Adriance 
- Barbara Dorf 
- John Mareska 
- John Ward 

 
In addition, Steve Szedlmayer, who recently resigned from the Standing SSC, was selected as a 
non-SSC participant in the Data workshop. 
 
Assessment Workshop – January 28 – February 3, 2013 – Miami, FL 

- Luiz Barbieri 
- Sean Powers 
- Joe Powers 
- Greg Stunz 
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Review Workshop – April 29 – May 3, 2013 – New Orleans, LA 

- Luiz Barbieri (Chair) 
- Shannon Cass-Calay 
- Will Patterson 

 
 
Discussion of Gray Triggerfish Update 
 
Steven Saul reviewed the gray triggerfish update assessment.  The assessment updated fishery 
dependent and independent data through 2010.  One change from the original inputs was that 
updated age and growth data from the Panama City laboratory was used in two alternative runs 
based on recommendations for revisions to the age analysis process made during SEDAR 9.  The 
original age and growth data, which was used in the continuity run, had come from several 
different labs, and there were questions about the standardization of the methodology and 
experience of those doing the aging.  The new data resulted in a von Bertalanffy growth equation 
and age-length key that moved fish at a given length into younger age classes, but provided a 
better fit to the data.  Other changes included re-estimation of Texas recreational catch data over 
the entire catch history, and addition of mis-classified commercial landings in 1992 and 1999.  In 
addition, three approaches were considered to estimate the number of age one fish in the shrimp 
trawl bycatch. A continuity model run and two alternative runs were made: 
 

- Continuity Run:  exact model parameter configuration, data treatment, and data 
preparation as in 2006 benchmark assessment. 
 

- New Age-Length Key and Growth Curve:  incorporated new age-length key and von 
Bertalanffy growth function estimated from recent Panama City gray triggerfish age data 
and alternative estimation of annually varying shrimp bycatch. 
 

- Gulfwide Shrimp Effort: used new age-length key and growth curve as above, 
recreational landings input as numbers of fish, shrimp bycatch entered as the median each 
year (rather than annually varying), and incorporated shrimp effort time series for the 
entire Gulf of Mexico. 

 
The results of all of the model runs indicated that overfishing was occurring, and spawning stock 
biomass levels (measured in terms of egg production) were substantially lower than in the 
SEDAR 9 assessment. 
 
Projection runs were made with fishing effort set to FSPR 30% (proxy for FMSY), 75% of FSPR 30% 
(proxy for FOY), and F = 0. 
 
After reviewing the presentation, SSC members asked for the following additional analyses: 
 

1. Calculate apical F by fishery over time:  currently not printed out by a state-space age-
structured production model (SSASPM). 

2. Provide a table of age at selectivity (by sector/gear). 
3. Plot F at age across the entire assessment. 
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4. Plot new phase plot using FSPR 30%. 
5. Adjust plots of the rebuilding time based on the start of rebuilding plan in 2008. 
6. Plot the stock recruitment data. 
7. Look into the difference between the parameterization of the gray trigger SSASPM 

model and that from vermilion snapper. 
8. Evaluate age comp before and after 2008 implementation of circle hooks. 
9. Check numbers in the F/FMSY and F/FSPR 30% plots – they are correct 

 
Mr. Saul provided responses to the above requests except for items 1, 7, and 8, which would 
require more analyses than could be done during the SSC meeting.   
 
Estimates of both FMSY and the FSPR 30% proxy were evaluated in the assessment.  In order to 
decide whether to use the actual estimate of FMSY or the proxy for management advice, the SSC 
examined the stock-recruit curve.  The data did not provide a strong fit to the curve, and as a 
result the SSC concluded that they did not have confidence in using the actual FMSY estimate.  
Therefore, management advice was based on the proxy. 
 
After evaluating the continuity run and two alternative model runs, the SSC moved to accept the 
Gulfwide shrimp effort model run. 
 

The SSC moves to accept the Gulf-wide shrimp effort alternative run as the best 
scientific information available to evaluate the stock status of Gulf Gray Triggerfish.  

 
Motion passed 15 to 0 (1 absent). 
 
The SSC’s rationale for accepting the alternative run rather than the strict update (continuity run) 
was as follows: 
 

- Median shrimp bycatch was used to scale the magnitude of the bycatch and the shrimp 
effort to inform the trend in bycatch over time. 

- New age-length data was collected and aged based on the recommendations compiled 
during the last benchmark assessment. 

- Recreational catches were in numbers rather than weight, eliminating the uncertainty 
produced by estimating the weight of the catch. 

 
To determine ABC, Mr. Saul provided a spreadsheet that could provide the yield at any given 
probability of exceeding FSPR30% (OFL proxy).  The SSC evaluated yield streams at both 30% 
and 10% probability levels.  Initially, a motion was made to recommend ABC for 2012 and 2013 
at the 10% probability level.  Although this was below the range of 30% to 50% probability that 
would be considered in a Tier 1 ABC control rule, it was noted that there is a fair amount of 
uncertainty in the assessment, and that this would set the ABC at approximately the 2010 catch 
levels.  It was also noted that OFL was defined as the MSY proxy and not the yield at Frebuild, 
which was unknown.  However, due to concerns that the ABC was more conservative than what 
the ABC control rule would call for, the motion failed on a tie vote. 
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The SSC moves to recommend the OFL in 2012 & 2013 be set at 348,000 lbs for the Gulf Gray 
Triggerfish directed fishery. 
 
Motion failed 8-8 
 
A motion was then made to recommend ABC for 2012 and 2013 at the 30% probability level.   
However, this motion was withdrawn after SSC members indicated that they would first like to 
see projection reruns that used average recruitment during 2005-2009.  This request was made 
because the recruitment graphs showed wide fluctuations in recruitment over time.  There was 
concern that the stock might have dropped to very low levels where depensatory mortality rather 
than compensatory mortality might be in effect.  If recruitment has changed over time, then a 
recent average might be more representative of recruitment in future years.  There were also 
concerns that the assessment had not captured some portions of gray triggerfish life history 
resulting in the large variation in recruitment. 
 
Mr. Saul provided the results of the reruns the next day.  In addition to evaluating the use of 
average recruitment vs. the spawner-recruit curve originally used in the SSASPM model, Mr. 
Saul also provided runs comparing gear selectivity values from 2007-2009 vs. 2010 in order to 
evaluate whether there was an impact in selectivity from the 2010 Deepwater Horizon oil spill.  
Thus, four variations on the model rerun were presented.  The selectivity scenarios showed no 
significant differences in selectivity, but the reruns that used the gear selectivity values from 
2007-2009 did not exclude shrimp trawl bycatch from the amount of harvestable catch.  
Therefore, the SSC selected the model run that used recruitment average of 2005-2009 with 2010 
selectivity.  The SSC also accepted the recommendation of the assessment scientists to estimate 
2011 catches as the average catch from 2007-2009. 
 
OFL, defined as the yield at FSPR 30% (proxy for FMSY) was calculated as 401,600 pounds whole 
weight for 2012. 
 
The SSC returned to a discussion of setting ABC based on a selected P* probability of 
overfishing level.  However, some SSC members felt that there was too much uncertainty in the 
model to apply this method.  One SSC member suggested that the probability distribution 
function should be based on a weighted average of the PDFs from all of the model runs, with the 
selected model run having a higher weighting.  This would help to account for intra-model 
uncertainty.  Eventually, SSC members decided that use of the P* approach was inappropriate 
until a new benchmark assessment is produced.  The SSC decided instead to set ABC at the level 
corresponding to the yield at 75% of the FMSY proxy (FSPR 30%), which is consistent with the 
approach used to set red snapper ABC.  SSC members were also concerned that the stock did not 
appear to be responding to the original rebuilding plan that was implemented in 2008, and 
decided that ABC should remain at the 2012 level until a new stock assessment is produced 
rather than increase annually with increases in OFL.  In addition, a suggestion was made that the 
Council consider setting the annual catch limit (ACL) below the ABC due to uncertainty about 
the effectiveness of management measures.  Mr. Saul calculated the directed yield for 2012 at 
75% of the FSPR 30% to be 305,300 pounds whole weight. 
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The SSC moves to recommend the ABC for Gulf Gray Triggerfish be 305,300lbs 
(whole weight) for 2012 and 2013.  This ABC is based on the projected yield of 2012 
at 75% of FSPR 30% for the model run, assuming recruitment is the average of 2005-
2009 with the 2010 selectivities.  

 
Motion passed 15-0, with one abstention. 
 
SSC members felt that, given that gray triggerfish is in a rebuilding plan, and a benchmark 
assessment is not scheduled until 2015, annual evaluations of projection reruns and stock status 
should be conducted to determine if any change in the trend of the stock biomass has occurred. 
 

The SSC moves to request an annual report on the status of Gulf Gray Triggerfish.  
 
Motion passed unanimously. 
 
The evaluation of the gray triggerfish update assessment was completed with a very brief 
summary of an experimental run of the Stock Synthesis 3 (SS3) assessment model.  The purpose 
of the run was to determine if the SS3 model could be used to replicate the results of the SEDAR 
9 assessment that used SSASPM.  The results were consistent with SEDAR 9.  Since the SS3 
model can replicate earlier results, but is more flexible than SSASPM, it will likely be used in 
future gray triggerfish assessments. 
 
 
Formation of SSC Workgroup to Revise ABC Control Rule 
 
Steven Atran noted that Tier 1 of the ABC control rule was producing too narrow a range of 
ABCs over a range of probability levels.  In addition, Tier 2 was not useful as currently written 
due to changes in how the Science Center computes probability distribution functions.  The 
Council asked that the SSC to recommend revisions to the ABC control rule, particularly Tier 2.  
Mr. Atran suggested that the best approach might be to have a sub-set of the SSC form a working 
group to develop recommendations for the full SSC to consider. 
 
A suggestion was made to resurrect the SSC’s ABC Control Rule Working Group, but to include 
representatives from the Science Center, Council, Regional Office, and SSC.  Due to turnover in 
the SSC and Council membership, remaining members of the original working group are Luiz 
Barbieri, Harry Blanchet, Shannon Cass-Calay, Doug Gregory, Will Patterson, and Joe Powers.  
In addition, Kai Lorenzen and Clay Porch volunteered to participate in the working group. 
 
 
Continuation of Review of Greater Amberjack Yield-per-recruit and Spawning Potential 
Ratio by Size Limit Analyses  
 
Mike Larkin presented a report on analysis of greater amberjack yield-per-recruit and spawning 
potential ratio by size limit.  This analysis had been presented to the SSC at a previous meeting, 
but the SSC had received the material late and had not had a chance to review it.  In addition, Dr. 
Larkin provided additional analyses with this new presentation.  Two methods for evaluating 
yield-per-recruit were presented.  The first (REEFS model) used knife-edge selectivity to 
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evaluate harvest at a given minimum size limit.  The second method (FWRI-YPR model) utilized 
a harvest selectivity curve based on headboat and for-hire observer data. The two models 
produced similar results, but the FWRI-YPR model projected that yield-per-recruit would 
decline at fishing mortality rates above FMSY, whereas with the REEFS model yield-per-recruit 
continued to increase, although at a decreasing rate.  Within the range of size limits that were 
evaluated (30” to 36” FL), The REEFS model found that, when fishing at FMSY (F=0.333), yield-
per-recruit was maximized at the smallest size limit evaluated (30” FL) while SPR was 
maximized at the highest size limit (36” FL).  However, at Fcurrent (F=0.609), yield-per-recruit 
was maximized at 33” FL, although SPR continued to be maximized at the highest size limit.  
For the FWRI-YPR model, yield-per-recruit was maximized at the smallest size limit while SPR 
was maximized at the highest size limit for both levels of fishing mortality.  For both models, 
yield-per-recruit was fairly flat across a range of size limits. 
 
SSC members agreed that the results supported the incorporation of a selectivity curve and 
discard mortality as with the FWRI-PPR model.  In particular, a question was raised as to why 
the REEFS model produced a maximum yield-per-recruit at 33” FL when the 50% size of 
maturity was 35” FL.  After additional investigation of available information on the greater 
amberjack life history, it was noted that 35” FL was the 50% size of maturity for females, but for 
males it was 25” FL, which could partially explain the results. 
 
There was a question as to how this could be used to provide management advice to the Council.  
Spawning potential ratio goes up continuously with increasing size limit, so there is no one size 
limit that maximizes SPR.  Also, one SSC member noted that yield-per-recruit may not be a very 
pertinent metric in the discussion of a recreational fishery, as other motives (ability to harvest a 
fish, ability to catch a fish, ability to catch a trophy, the fishing experience itself, etc.) are 
probably more significant to satisfaction than small changes in yield-per-recruit. 
 
One suggestion was to use the analysis to adjust the size limit to avoid having SPR drop below a 
predetermined level such as 30% SPR.  It was noted that, while yield-per-recruit is fairly flat 
across size limits, there is a large increase in SPR with increasing size.   
 
It was noted that increases in size limits have their greatest effect in the first year of 
implementation. Afterwards, as the fish grow into the new size limit, its long-term effect on 
reducing harvest becomes less. 
 
It was also noted that, while changes in the size limit can be useful, the greatest effect on 
increasing both yield-per-recruit and SPR comes from reducing the fishing mortality rate, and 
that the focus of management should be on reducing F to the FMSY proxy of FSPR 30%. 
 
 
SSC Chairman’s Report on October 2011 Council Meeting 
 
Sean Powers summarized the results of his presence at the October Council meeting to present 
the SSC report.  He noted that the SSC had clarified its view on the acceptability of the greater 
amberjack update assessment and status of the stock.  He also noted that some Council members 
had questioned why there were abstentions on some of the SSC votes.  He related that the 
Council is working on revisions to the policies in the Statement of Organization Practices and 
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Procedures (SOPPs) that governed the SSC activities.  The SSC will have an opportunity to 
review any proposed changes before the Council takes final action.  One issue was with the SSC 
Chair or designee only being authorized to be at the Council meeting on certain days.  This 
complicates travel, particularly if they are non-consecutive days.  Dr. Powers felt that the SSC 
representative should be authorized to be at the Council meeting for a longer, continuous period 
of time.  He concluded by stating that he felt that there was a benefit to having the SSC Chair or 
designee be at the Council meeting. 
 
 
Other Business – Review of 2012 SSC schedule 
 
Steven Atran reviewed the tentative SSC schedule for 2012.  There are five meetings scheduled, 
each held three weeks before a Council meeting: 
 
January 10 -13  (2 SSC members report conflicts as of 10/19/11) 
March 27 – 29  (2 SSC members report conflicts as of 10/19/11) 
May 29 – 31  (Federal holiday – May 28 – Memorial Day) 
July 31 – August 2 (1 SSC member reports conflict as of 10/19/11) 
October 9 – 11  (Federal holiday – October 8 – Columbus Day 
 
All meetings will be held at the Council office in Tampa, Florida. Each meeting is scheduled to 
run for 3 days (Tuesday – Thursday), and from 1:00 pm on the first day to noon on the last day.  
If a longer meeting is needed, Friday will be added. 
 
Memorial Day is a major holiday with heavy travel, and SSC members felt that holding a 
meeting that week would conflict with the holiday.  Holding the SSC meeting a week earlier 
would conflict with a national fisheries meeting.  Therefore, the SSC requested that the meeting 
be held a week later (June 5-7). 
 
Other Business – Default Status Determination Criteria 
 
Steven Atran asked if the SSC had any suggestions on how to proceed with developing default 
overfishing and overfished status determination criteria for stocks that don’t currently have 
defined criteria.  He noted that, in 1999, the Council had submitted a Generic Sustainable 
Fisheries Act Amendment to define default SFA criteria for determining overfishing and 
overfished status of its management species.  All of the proposed criteria were based on SPR.  
NMFS accepted the proposed criteria for overfishing thresholds, but rejected all SPR based 
criteria for biomass on the basis that SPR was not a suitable proxy for biomass levels.  The 
Council subsequently decided to establish SFA criteria on a case by case basis as stock 
assessment were completed.  However, criteria have only been established for stocks in need of a 
rebuilding plan.  As a result, stocks that have been assessed to be healthy, such as black grouper, 
are still officially classified as unknown in the Status of Stocks Report to Congress because there 
are no official status determination criteria, and assessment scientists need to guess at what 
criteria the Council will use when beginning new stock assessments.  As a result, Council staff 
will recommend to the Council that a generic amendment be developed to establish new default 
criteria that are consistent with the 2006 Magnuson-Stevens Reauthorization Act.  The SSC had 
no input at this time, although one SSC member had submitted a paper that described an 
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alternative method for determining the minimum stock size threshold (MSST).  Mr. Atran stated 
that he would continue to seek the SSC’s advice as the amendment proceeded in development. 
 
Other Business – Release of Revised MRIP Data 
 
Harry Blanchet noted that the revised MRIP recreational catch data will be released soon, and 
asked how the SSC should approach any changes that might be needed.  Clay Porch responded 
that a SEDAR workshop is in the planning stages to determining how to incorporate the changes. 
 
Other Business – Review of National SSC Meeting 
 
Sean Powers and Ben Blount discussed the October 2011 National SSC meeting in 
Williamsburg, Virginia.  Sean Powers, Ben Blount and Walter Keithly had attended, along with 
Steven Atran as a Council staff representative.  Unlike previous National SSC meetings, there 
was no pressing issue such as a need to define ACLs, so this meeting seemed like more of a 
generic planning type meeting.  On the first day, representatives of each of the Council SSCs 
gave a presentation on their SSC’s activities over the past year.  The meeting then broke into to 
working groups.  One group discussed ecosystem based management, with a focus on defining 
optimum ecosystem yield and the definition and function of forage species.  The other group 
discussed socioeconomic issues.  Dr. Powers and Dr. Blount expressed disappointment that there 
was no attempt to find ways to integrate the issues discussed by the two groups. Dr. Powers also 
noted that several of the other SSCs and their Council had to deal with international issues 
involving neighboring countries.  Dr, Steve Bortone responded that, while the Gulf Council is 
not currently involved with international issues, down the road it may have to deal with such 
issues with Mexico or Cuba. 
 
 
Standing SSC Members       Special Reef Fish SSC 
Sean Powers, Chair   Read Hendon    Jason Adriance 
Benjamin Blount, Vice-chair  Kai Lorenzen (days 2 and 3)  Barbara Dorf 
Luiz Barbieri    Will Patterson    Bill Lindberg 
Harry Blanchet    Joe Powers    John Mareska 
Shannon Cass-Calay   Greg Stunz 
Douglas Gregory   John Ward 
 
Council Members   NMFS Staff    Others Present 
Bob Shipp    Roy Crabtree, NMFS/SERO  Jason DeLaCruz 
Bob Gill    Nick Farmer, NMFS/SERO  Libby Featherston 
     Sue Gerhart, NMFS/SERO  Martin Fischer 
Council Staff    Peter Hood, NMFS/SERO  Claudia Friess 
Steven Atran    Mike Larkin, NMFS/SERO  Chad Hanson 
Charlotte Schiaffo   Rich Malinowski, NMFS/SERO  Frank Helies 
Steve Bortone    Cynthia Meyer, NMFS/SERO  Donny Waters 
Karen Burns    Andy Strelcheck, NMFS/SERO  Wayne Werner 
Ava Lasseter     Clay Porch, NMFS/SEFSC 
Mark Mueller    Steven Saul, NMFS/SEFSC 
Ryan Rindone     
Carrie Simmons 


