The MRFSS is Looking for a Few Good Recreational Fishermen
                                                   By Michael J Bucko 
 We will be seeing changes on how NOAA counts recreational fishes in the near future. Dr. John Hogarth, Director of NOAA Fisheries instituted a National Research Council (NRC) to do a report that recommends improvement to the Marine Recreational Fishing Statistical Survey.  The NRC report was released this spring which include many new statistical changes.  Dr. John Boreman, Science Director of the Northeast Fisheries Science Center will be in charge for bringing about changes in the MRFSS. He will be setting up regional and national Workshops to incorporate the NRC recommendations. 
The specific objectives of the Workshop are to identify regional and national requirements for successful stewardship of resources impacted by recreational fisheries. Review of all method used in the MRFSS and included those recommended in the NRC report. Identify better way to coordinate and integrate regional and national statistical survey programs. Last to generate ideas for improving communications and collaborative planning among survey managers, stock assessment scientists, fishery managers and various recreational fishery constituents. In six month NOAA plan to design an Implementation Plan which will involve four parts, One, oversight and Management Interface (OMI) Committee, Two, Design and Analysis group, Three, Program Management Group and Fourth Communications and Outreach Group. 
I would like to explain why I’m in the ACCSP as advisory for Rhode Island and my involvement of the MRFSS. The reasoning is I feel that to get the best information is when both fishermen and interceptors work in tandem. I look at the fishermen and interceptor as the instrument in measuring the fishes that are caught. Instruments need to be calibrated to provide the best possible estimates, this happens when there is good working relationship between fishermen and interceptor. When you have boycotts and high refusal rates you can compensate for precision but you may begin to bias the estimate. The MRFSS today is resilient in design with many levels of data (strata) which are randomly sum to give good coast-wide estimates. In the late 1970’s the MRFSS was designed to help with assessments and coastwide mortality. The current MRFSS project design was the summing of random strata allowing for the estimator converging to a true estimate at the coastwide level. Somewhere along the line Management went from assessment to quota management which was not the original design of the MRFSS and that this was also the MRFSS Achilles heel because when you post-strata data, the MRFSS then begins to unravel. I would like to express concepts with analogies. The fishery manager first wanted good gas mileage car and NOAA design a Honda Civic. Later the fishery managers need to tow a 28 foot boat. Since the Honda Civic can’t tow the boat does that make the Honda Civic fatally flawed, NO.? It just makes the Honda Civic the wrong tool for the task at hand. I like to convey to the pubic to correct the misinformation that is out there. That NOAA is now building a truck to do the job which to say is designing a tool that can be used to do quota management and that the current MRFSS is still a good tool but only for coastwide use and for assessments.

The recreational fishermen have trouble with the concept of surveys and are always trying to take post-strata information of the MRFSS when comparing it with census data; we need outreach program to educate the recreational fisherman. The analogy I like to use is that the MRFSS is like a picture.  The coastwide picture of the MRFSS would look like a green field with a big tree in the middle.  As I enlarge the picture to get a closer look at detail which is like someone looking at post-strata data of the MRFSS, the picture then become out of focus and as I continued to magnify the picture get distorted until I only see a blur. The analogy with census data the picture is a green field with a tree but big sections of the picture is missing but if you enlarge the pieces of the picture that is not missing you can see the individual pixels which are not distorted. Now, that I talk about my views on surveys and census data. We need to talk about why NOAA needs a few good fishermen.
  On every level and in each step of the way the recreational community will be invited to sit on these committees which will generate a new method to count the fish we catch. There are 1.5 Million fishermen in the New England States and the recreational community needs your support that among the 1.5 M fishermen there are individual willing sit on these committee. The Marine Fishery Advisory Committee (MAFAC) will provide the working groups for the all the committees. 
You can not have good fishery management without good data and to have good data recreational fishermen has to buy-in with the science that we are using. There are individual who dislike the current MFRSS this is you chance to change it.  The process is open and all you need is to apply. In the past many of the problems we face today have been the lack of engagement in the process and apathy for the system. The new method for counting fish that come out of this process, all recreational fishermen will have to live with for decades to come. We need individual to rise to the occasion and everyone has something to contribute to this process.
