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SUPPORTING STATEMENT 
ANNUAL ECONOMIC SURVEY OF FEDERAL GULF AND SOUTH ATLANTIC 

SHRIMP PERMIT HOLDERS 
OMB CONTROL NO. 0648-0591 

 
 
INTRODUCTION 
 
We are requesting the revision and extension of a currently approved data collection. 
 
Economic data is collected from vessel owners who operate in federal waters of the Gulf of 
Mexico and South Atlantic and who have one or more federal permits for the commercial catch 
of shrimp depending on species (penaeid or rock) and water body fished. 
 
The Annual Economic Survey of Federal Gulf and Atlantic Shrimp Permit Holders is conducted 
by the Social Science Research Group of the Southeast Region Fishery Science Center (SEFSC) 
of the National Fisheries Marine Service (NMFS). Now in its 9th year, the survey collects data 
about operating expenses and the costs of owning and maintaining shrimp vessels. Each spring, 
surveys are sent by mail to a random sample of about a third of all vessels with federal permits 
for the harvest of Gulf of Mexico penaeid shrimp or South Atlantic penaeid or rock shrimp. The 
survey has been very successful, with high response rates. For the 2010-2012 data years, raw 
response rates by permit type and year have ranged from 79% to 91%; and 85% to 95% for an 
ineligibility adjusted response rate (the lower rates are for the open access permits where the 
population is more fluid). 
 
With this extension, we are also requesting to add a crew component to the survey. We would 
like to add a short demographic/socioeconomic survey focused on the crews working the 
federally permitted vessels. Next to nothing is known about the roughly five thousand 
individuals crewing these vessels.  Given the lack of a crew sampling frame, contacting crew 
through vessel owners---if successful, i.e., getting reasonably high response rate---would be a 
very cost effective way of collecting some data on these important stakeholders in the federal SE 
shrimp fisheries. In the absence of a frame, the only other approach would be dockside intercept 
sampling which is cost prohibitive and has its own practical and statistical problems (shrimp trips 
are often 3+ weeks long). 
 
A collection of economic information from fishermen affected by the management of federal 
commercial fisheries is needed to ensure that national goals, objectives, and requirements of the 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (MFCMA) and other laws are 
met. This information is vital in assessing the economic and social effects of management 
decisions and regulations on individual fishing enterprises, fishing communities, and the nation 
as a whole. Currently, the data are being used in Amendments 15, 16, 17A and 17B (in various 
stages) to the Gulf of Mexico Shrimp Fishery Management Plan.  Since the survey is repeated 
annually, the data are also used to assess trends in the financial and economic state of the 
fisheries. 
 

http://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/msa2005/docs/MSA_amended_msa%20_20070112_FINAL.pdf
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A. JUSTIFICATION 
 
1.  Explain the circumstances that make the collection of information necessary. 
 
A collection of economic information from fishermen and fishing businesses affected by the 
management of federal commercial fisheries in the southeast region is needed to ensure that 
national goals, objectives, and requirements of the MFCMA, National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA), Regulatory Flexibility Act (RFA) and Executive Order 12866 (EO 12866) are met. This 
information is vital in assessing the economic and social effects of fishery management decisions 
and regulations on individual fishing enterprises, fishing communities, and the nation as a whole. 
Due to the persistent fluctuations in the price of fuel and the price of shrimp and other changes in 
the southeast shrimp fisheries, analyses and models require up-to-date data to remain valid. 
 
The central goal of this project is to collect up-to-date cost data for the Gulf and South Atlantic 
commercial shrimp fisheries in federal waters. National Standard Guidelines for social and 
economic information needs are mandated in 50 CFR 600. In the past, legal decisions have gone 
against Department of Commerce (DOC), National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 
(NOAA), and NMFS based on the lack of social and economic information or the inadequate 
analysis of existing data. Thus, it is imperative that these data be collected to accurately assess 
the economic and social impacts on individual shrimp fishing entities as imposed by shrimp 
fishery management plans and regulations.  
 
The data collection effort is an ongoing annual survey effort. Regular surveying is necessary to 
capture critical cost data that fluctuate from year to year. Fluctuations are generally due to annual 
fluctuations in shrimp abundance caused by environmental factors, input and output price 
variability and adaptations to these.  
 
Economic information on commercial fishing enterprises is also vital to the optimum yield (OY) 
management of marine fishery resources as mandated under the MFCMA (16 U.S.C. 1802 MS 
Act § 3). The term “optimum” is defined under section 104-297 (28) of the Act, as: (A) will 
provide the greatest overall benefit to the Nation, particularly with respect to food production 
and recreational opportunities, and taking into account the protection of marine ecosystems; (B) 
is prescribed as such on the basis of the maximum sustainable yield from the fishery, as reduced 
by any relevant economic, social, or ecological factors; and (C) in the case of an over-fished 
fishery, provides for the rebuilding to a level consistent with producing the maximum sustainable 
yield in such a fishery. 
 
In the Southeast, fishing crews are a largely neglected element of the fisheries.  Both Fishery 
Management Council and SE Regional Office staff writing regulations have requested (more) 
data about crews.  Clearly, regulation that impacts vessel owners has the potential to impact crew 
members, and so the staff feel their regulatory impact analysis should at least attempt to cover 
crews. 
 
2.  Explain how, by whom, how frequently, and for what purpose the information will be 
used.  If the information collected will be disseminated to the public or used to support 
information that will be disseminated to the public, then explain how the collection 
complies with all applicable Information Quality Guidelines.  
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Combined with data from existing collections, the information is used by NMFS economists and 
social scientists to create, develop, and update economic and social models and descriptive 
reports of these important fisheries. The results support the management of the shrimp fisheries 
by the South Atlantic and Gulf Fisheries Management Councils and NMFS Southeast Regional 
Office. Foremost, the data are used to evaluate the economic health of the sector and the 
potential economic impact of proposed regulations.  The frequency of the data use depends on 
the number and timing of Amendments to the Shrimp Fishery Management Plans. The data is 
also used by the academic community studying SE shrimp fisheries. 
 
The results of this survey (summary statistics) are disseminated to the public through annual 
economic reports available on the SEFSC’s website. 
 
Statistical models that predict or forecast various characteristics, such as fleet size, fishing 
activity or effort, cost versus benefits of fishing, market activity, and efficiencies of proposed 
fishing regulations are further uses of these data. Gross revenues and costs can vary across time 
and geographic areas as a result of changes in a number of different factors, including fishery 
management regulations (e.g. gear modifications, time/area closures, etc.), fluctuations in 
abundance (due to changes in various environmental factors), market conditions (such as fuel or 
seafood prices), and behavioral responses by fishermen. 
 
In general, the survey instrument asks questions pertaining to the annual total of variable costs, 
fixed costs, and other financial and production factors. These data are necessary to generate cost, 
profit, input demand, and production functions. Such functions and the results generated from 
their estimation are typically used in financial analyses (used to determine a business’ cost 
efficiency and profitability), economic impact analyses (used to determine the economic value of 
a particular activity to a particular locale, community, or region), bio-economic models (used to 
predict how the biological and economic components of a fishery will respond to exogenous 
shocks, such as policy changes), cost-benefit analyses (used, in part, to determine the net 
economic benefits of a particular action), and behavioral models (such as those that explain or 
predict exit or entry decisions and decisions regarding spatial or temporal allocation of effort). 
These data can also be used to determine the relative efficiency of the various participating 
vessels in a fishery and thus whether the aggregate harvesting costs are in fact being minimized. 
Such models and analyses are critical to guiding fisheries management decisions whose general 
purpose is to maximize net national benefits and optimally distribute those benefits. 
 
The following is a more detailed description of justifications for the collection of these data. 
 
The survey is divided into three parts. It starts on page 1 with a pre-filled header section that 
serves to identify the respondent. The second section, also on page 1, collects information on 
annual financial expenditures (“cash costs”). These should correspond to receipts and invoices 
and the associated payments and should be readily available from regular business accounting. 
They are arranged into three blocks corresponding to variable costs (Questions 1 to 6), fixed 
costs (Questions 7 to 10), and a check for completeness (Question 11). Page 1 is set up to add up 
to the total financial expenditures of one calendar year. This should reduce the cognitive load and 
enhance internal consistency. These questions can generally be used to construct input demand 
function, cost functions, and production functions, all of which are needed to conduct the types 
of analyses mentioned previously. Distinguishing between variable and fixed costs is necessary 
for conducting analyses with different time horizons. 
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Expenditures do not fully reflect the economic concepts of costs (and hence profit); therefore, in 
order to facilitate economic analysis, further information is necessary, and this is collected on 
page 2. For example, loan principal payments are real financial transfers but do not constitute a 
cost in the economic sense. Depreciation charges are an example of the reverse, where real 
economic costs produce no corresponding financial transaction. Please see the attached survey 
instrument and its instructions for an in-depth explanation of the intent of each question. 
 
Questions 12 to 15 deal with the economics of the vessel---the fixed factor of production. 
Questions 13 to 15 try to discern the total amount of financial capital invested in the vessel, the 
current value of that capital, the owner’s net equity in the vessel, and the annual amount the 
capital is depreciating by. This information is required to estimate economic profit and then to 
calculate various rates of return on the owner’s investment. The expected rate of return is a 
critical factor in the owner’s decision to invest further in the vessel, and whether to remain in the 
fishing industry. Changes in the levels of net equity should be indicative of the industry’s 
economic health. Question 12 collects information on the type of vessel insurance and the total 
amount for which the vessel is insured (coverage level). The lack of hull and other related vessel 
insurance is indicative of the industry’s economic health. Further, the level of insurance coverage 
is a measure of how exposed this industry is toward risk, such as losses due to hurricanes. There 
is much policy interest in insurance-related questions. 
 
Questions 16 to 18 provide information on activities and revenue by the vessel that are 
supplemental to the revenue from shrimping. Other data collection efforts allow us to calculate 
the total revenue each vessel generates from shrimp. In the case where a vessel also engages in 
other commercial fisheries, portions of the reported costs will apply to these activities rather than 
to the catching of shrimp.  Hence these additional revenue data are needed to ensure that the total 
vessel costs collected on page 1 can be matched to total revenue---for a correct accounting of net 
revenues.  The information also help sort vessel into categories, such as active Gulf shrimp 
vessel or non-commercial fishing vessel and how specialized the shrimp industry is. 
 
At the bottom of the last page of the survey (page 2) an optional question asks the respondent for 
any comments and if they would like to receive annual results. 
 
The new crew survey component anticipates asking basic demographic and socio-economic 
questions. It is an exploratory survey, as this has not been done before, to roughly characterize 
the population of crew members. Demographic questions include age, education, country of 
birth, marital status, home zip code, and household size, language, and types of income. Fishery 
oriented questions include tenure in fishing, position on vessel, fisheries active in, days worked 
within and outside of fisheries, and personal income from commercial fishing.  A small set of 
new questions, related to and preceding the crew survey, but asked of the vessel owners has two 
purposes. First, it intends to motivate their active participation in the crew survey component 
(handing out forms) by asking questions pertinent to them, i.e., questions about availability of 
crew and churn, and to elicit their “commitment” to handing out the survey. Second, two 
questions relate to the share system used to compensate crew. Unlike salaried employees, many 
fishing crew share the financial risk involved in fishing. 
 
NMFS will retain control over the information and safeguard it from improper access, 
modification, and destruction, consistent with NOAA standards for confidentiality, privacy, and 
electronic information. See response to Question 10 of this supporting statement for more 



 
5 

information on confidentiality and privacy. This information collection is designed to yield data 
that meet all applicable information quality guidelines. Prior to dissemination, the information 
will be subjected to quality control measures and a pre-dissemination review pursuant to Section 
515 of Public Law 106-554. 
 
3.  Describe whether, and to what extent, the collection of information involves the use of 
automated, electronic, mechanical, or other technological techniques or other forms of 
information technology. 
 
The data collection is conducted as a self-administered mail survey. Given the southeast region’s 
past experiences with surveys of this population, a very low impact (burden) approach is 
necessary to obtain fishermen’s cooperation. A mail survey is less intrusive, more convenient, 
and less time-intense than one based on in-person interviews. 
 
All vessel owners are contacted by mail. They are asked to return the completed survey 
instrument to us in an enclosed, pre-paid envelope. If no response is received, up to two further 
letters are sent (including additional survey instruments). Non-responders are also contacted by 
phone and urged to return the survey. Information is not collected during the phone call (a 
further survey instrument is sent – by mail, fax, or email – if requested). 
 
We will ask a subset of vessel owners to contact their crew members on our behalf.  We will 
request that they distribute the 2-page crew survey (with attached return envelope) to their 
current crew.  
 
There will be no other means, electronic or otherwise, to submit data or information for the 
purposes of this study. When asked in 2008, there was little interest by the industry for an online 
submission option for this survey. The survey responses will be entered into an electronic Oracle 
database by NMFS or a contractor. The analytical results of studies based on this data will be 
disseminated in internal, management related, and peer-reviewed publications. Some of these 
will be available over the Internet. 
 
4.  Describe efforts to identify duplication. 
 
This is the only systematic, region-wide, and continuous economic data collection in the Gulf 
and South Atlantic shrimp fisheries. Hence, there is no duplication of economic information. 
Experts on these fisheries in academia and state agencies have been consulted. 
 
The data collection is set up in a way to avoid duplicating the time burden for vessels that hold a 
Gulf shrimp moratorium permit and one or more South Atlantic shrimp permits. There are many 
vessels that hold the South Atlantic penaeid shrimp permit and the Gulf shrimp moratorium 
permits at the same time. Southeast commercial shrimp vessels will be treated as a single fleet 
for sampling purposes (thereby ensuring every vessel can only be selected once). 
 
The proposed crew survey component would collect entirely new data. The only publication we 
are aware of that involved demographic data for the Gulf of Mexico shrimp fishery is very dated 
(1991) and focused on a tiny subset of the overall fishery (two bays in TX and LA).1 
                                                           
1 Nance, J.M., N. Garfield, and J.A. Paredes. 1991. A demographic profile of participants in two Gulf of Mexico 
inshore shrimp fisheries and their response to the Texas Closure. Marine Fisheries Review 53(1): 10-18. 

http://www.fws.gov/informationquality/section515.html
http://www.fws.gov/informationquality/section515.html
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5.  If the collection of information involves small businesses or other small entities, describe 
the methods used to minimize burden.  
 
To trawl for shrimp in federal waters of the Gulf of Mexico requires the use a large, specialized 
fishing vessel with 3-5 person crews. As such, owners must invest substantial sums to participate 
in this fishery (new vessels might cost anywhere from $100,000 to $1,000,000) and employ other 
individuals (mates; usually paid as contractors (1099-MISC) rather than hired as employees). 
About half the owners captain their own vessels (owner-operators; usual legal form: sole 
proprietors or S-corporations), while the other half hire captains. Some own multiple vessels. As 
such, they all run small businesses. 
 
Only the minimum data to meet the current and future needs of NMFS management and 
permitting programs are collected. The information requested should be available to the 
respondent in the course of normal business operations. Keeping additional records is not needed 
and hence the burden is low. To simplify the process further, the survey collects aggregate 
annual data and will be timed to coincide with tax season. The results of this study are expected 
to improve the economic conditions of small fishing entities by affording fishery management 
agencies the information needed to consider economic factors in management plans and 
regulations. 
 
6.  Describe the consequences to the Federal program or policy activities if the collection is 
not conducted or is conducted less frequently.  
 
Previous attempts to collect costs data have been plagued by their small geographic scope, their 
limited duration, refusal by the industry to be surveyed, and delineation issues between inshore 
and offshore fleets. Current and statistically valid economic data is needed for the southeast 
shrimp fisheries in order to accurately assess the positive and negative impacts of federal rules 
and regulations. Such assessments are mandated under EO 12866, the RFA, MFCMA (and the 
National Standards attached thereto), and the Endangered Species Act, among others. 
Additionally, legal decisions against the federal government have been handed down based on 
the absence of social and economic data (i.e. summer flounder litigation: North Carolina 
Fisheries Association, et al. versus Daley - Civil Nos. 2: 97cv339; 2: 98cv606). 
 
If current and accurate economic data are not available, then the social and economic 
assessments of management alternatives will be impossible or inaccurate, thereby potentially 
leading the Council and NMFS to make poor management decisions. Thus, continuous economic 
data collection is needed to satisfy these various mandates and help ensure that good 
management decisions are made. 
 
The purpose of collecting this data annually is to identify and track changes and trends through 
time. This fishery has recently been experiencing substantial upheaval (dumping of product on 
the U.S. market by foreign competition and large fuel price fluctuations; hurricane and oil spill 
impacts). Further reasons to collect this data annually include the paucity of existing economic 
data in the shrimp fishery (especially about costs); the fact that there can be wide fluctuations in 
all costs, not just variable, from year to year; and that future, proposed management strategies are 
substantially different from the current management structure. In the absence of annual data, the 
Council and NMFS cannot satisfy the various mandates described above and in the response to 
Question 1; cannot fully assess the social and economic impacts of potential management 
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changes; and generally cannot ensure that good management decisions are made. 
 
Crews working in this industry would continue to be a complete unknown element in these 
fisheries. 
 
7.  Explain any special circumstances that require the collection to be conducted in a 
manner inconsistent with OMB guidelines.  
 
The collection is consistent with OMB guidelines. 
 
8.  Provide information on the PRA Federal Register Notice that solicited public comments 
on the information collection prior to this submission.  Summarize the public comments 
received in response to that notice and describe the actions taken by the agency in response 
to those comments.  Describe the efforts to consult with persons outside the agency to 
obtain their views on the availability of data, frequency of collection, the clarity of 
instructions and recordkeeping, disclosure, or reporting format (if any), and on the data 
elements to be recorded, disclosed, or reported. 
 
A Federal Register Notice was published on May 20, 2015 (Vol. 80, No. 97, 28974-5) for the 
revision and extension of this data collection. Public comments were solicited on the proposed 
data collection reporting program. No comments were received. 
 
When this data collection program was originally designed and implemented in the Gulf shrimp 
fishery and later in the South Atlantic shrimp fishery, efforts were made to contact persons 
knowledgeable about these fisheries. Experts both inside and outside the agency have been 
consulted, including federal and state fishery managers, scientists, and port agents (government), 
as well as academics, shrimp associations and fishermen (external). We collected their views on 
the availability of the requested data, frequency of collection, the clarity of the instrument and 
instructions, disclosure, making it a requirement, survey methodology, and on the data elements 
to be recorded, disclosed, or reported. NMFS has established that the data to be obtained through 
this survey is not currently available, and this is discussed in response to Question 4 above. 
 
In May 2015, Prof. Marty Smith at Duke University, commented to me that the annual economic 
reports on the SE shrimp fisheries (available on the SEFSC website) were very useful, especially 
in the aftermath of the BP DWH-oil spill event in 2010. 
 
In September 2015, Assane Diagne, staff economist with the Gulf of Mexico Fisheries 
Management Council, confirmed that these economic data are useful to have for the management 
of the Gulf of Mexico shrimp fishery.  Economic results derived from this survey feature 
prominently in current regulatory actions (Amendment 15, 16, 17A, and 17B). 
 
Throughout our annual survey effort (including during 2015), the principal investigator and a 
contractor/student speak with many survey respondent concerning help/questions about the 
questionnaire, the inability to participate or requesting extensions, reminder calls, and, 
especially, NMFS initiated call-backs to clarify entries or fill in blanks [to be useful, economic 
surveys require a high level of completion, e.g., to calculate net revenue, we need values for all 
revenue and cost components].  During these calls, we regularly discuss how long it takes---or 
should take---to complete the survey.  While there is huge variation among respondents, for 
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respondent with financial records (most respondents), the entire processing of the survey is likely 
to be less than 30 minutes.2 For individuals without accounting records, especially if they try to 
add up receipts, the process could be substantially longer.  When we speak to this latter group we 
always instruct them to provide us with their best estimate and that the survey should take no 
longer than 45 minutes to complete.  
 
Our respondents are a regulated industry composed of fiercely independent individuals (often 
vessel captains).  In general, they do not think well of NMFS (or the federal government).  With 
the 2012-2014 data collections, among the 1,709 returned surveys, we received 195 write-in 
comments (11%). Of the comments, only about one in ten is related to the survey design (#3), 
conduct (#9), or an appeal to NOAA (#7) (the concern specific financial or individual content).  
The three design comments claim to have been selected “every year”---they are not---but they 
probably get confused because of the existence of other SE shrimp forms which are mailed 
annually to every permit holder.  Of the conduct-related comments, 8 are critical of the survey 
and/or the federal government (“none of your business”, “#16-19: not the business of NOAA”,  
“government waste”, etc.), while 1 is supportive (likes the Vietnamese translations). The “appeal 
to NOAA” comments raise other issues and asks for NOAA and/or government to get involved. 
For instance, some worry about “marsh management systems killing juvenile shrimp”, others 
want NOAA to regulate shrimp prices and prevent shrimp imports. 
 
Comments submitted with 2012 PRA renewal request (still relevant): 
Minimizing the burden of this data collection was the primary concern during design.  Quite 
complicated and comprehensive subject matter---annual financial information---is collected with 
a two-page mail survey.  The room for simplifying the survey further---without reducing the 
information collected---is limited. 
 
Each year, prior to survey implementation, we attempt to enhance comprehension and simplify 
the survey instrument based on the type of problems encountered with the previous year’s 
survey.  We attempt to address the most frequently occurring problems.  We use call-backs 
(conducted to get or verify questionable answers) to understand the difficulties respondents 
encountered.  In this way, over the years, we have: 

• Discarded a footnote (with definitions) that complicated the survey (the information is 
still in the instructions). 

• Removed horizontal lines that were being interpreted as ‘subtotals’ by some respondents. 
• Rearranged question sequence on page 1. 
• Clarified language. 
• Added examples to cost categories. 
• Moved questions from page 2   to   page 1 to enhance the logical flow. 

 
With the 2007 survey, we asked respondents “In the future, would you prefer to fill out this 
survey online rather than on paper?”  Only 61 out of 505 respondents (12%) answered yes.  At 
that time, the interest was deemed insufficient to justify building an online reporting tool, given 
the substantial costs involved in developing, running, and regularly updating such a tool. 
 
                                                           
2 In fact, it is often the “simple” fuel gallons or price questions that office-based respondents have a hard time filling 
out. While they have access to all financial records (and can answer all the rest of the questions), accounting records 
do not usually drill down to fuel price or gallons. [We ask them to estimate or get an estimate of fuel price and then 
calculate gallons based on that.] 
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For the first three years, we have also asked respondent to “Please use the reverse side or a 
separate piece of paper for any comments. We appreciate any comments concerning this survey 
effort and any ideas on how to improve or simplify it.” [In recent years, simplified to: “Please 
use the reverse side or a separate piece of paper for any comments. We appreciate any 
comments.”]  Between 2006 and 2011, on the roughly 3,412 eligible returned surveys, we have 
received 493 comments (14%). Of the comments, only about one in twenty (~5%) are related to 
the survey design or conduct rather than the specific financial or individual content.  Of the 
survey related comments, about half are critical of the survey (and/or the federal government) in 
its entirety, while about 20% are supportive. The rest made specific recommendations, including 
having the survey mailed earlier in the year (3x) [the first year we mailed in May; then moved to 
late March; in recent years, we try for late February/early March (the sampling frame in only 
available in late January)]  and the “form doesn’t accommodate husband-wife operations well” 
(2x) [true, but they are a very small minority of the sampled population]. 
 
The principal investigator has also explored the feasibility of an entirely different approach for 
collecting annual financial information.  As part of the Capital Construction Fund program, 
NMFS receives a substantial number of tax returns each year.  It was thought that these tax 
returns might 1) provide enough information to track the SE shrimp industry without the survey, 
or, at least, 2) allow us to rephrase questions on the survey to request specific tax information 
(e.g., “provide line 23 on your 1040”). Regrettably, for a variety of reasons, extracting useful 
economic data from the CCF archive is not possible.  Major problems included the CCF’s lack of 
representativeness of the SE shrimp fishery and the wide variety of tax-entities (sole-proprietor, 
corporations, LLCs, multi-vessel operations, etc.) and resulting tax forms and information, which 
made extracting standardized economic data near impossible. 
 
9.  Explain any decisions to provide payments or gifts to respondents, other than 
remuneration of contractors or grantees. 
 
No monetary payments or other remuneration will be made to respondents. 
 
10.  Describe any assurance of confidentiality provided to respondents and the basis for 
assurance in statute, regulation, or agency policy. 
 
The cover letter sent with the survey states that all data that are submitted are treated as 
confidential, in accordance with NOAA Administrative Order 216-100 and the Magnuson-
Stevens Act, Section 402(b), Confidentiality of Information. 
 
The proposed crew survey component is anonymous, so confidentiality is guaranteed. 
 
11.  Provide additional justification for any questions of a sensitive nature, such as sexual 
behavior and attitudes, religious beliefs, and other matters that are commonly considered 
private. 
 
No questions will be asked of survey participants about sexual behavior and attitudes, religious 
beliefs, or similar sensitive activities. Questions pertaining to a respondent’s business costs and 
expenses will be used, together with revenue data collected elsewhere, to establish their 
profitability. Business income (not directly collected) is sometimes considered private. This 
information is necessary for the development of economic assessment models and analyses 

http://www.corporateservices.noaa.gov/%7Eames/NAOs/Chap_216/naos_216_100.html
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described extensively in Questions 1 and 2. The data are used and reported only at the aggregate 
or representative (average) levels. The respondents are informed of this in the cover letter. 
 
The proposed crew survey component, which asks for personal income, is anonymous, so 
confidentiality is guaranteed. 
 
12.  Provide an estimate in hours of the burden of the collection of information. 
 
The number of Gulf of Mexico moratorium permits continues to decline.  As a result, we are 
reducing the requested number of vessel owner respondents from 800 to 650 per year.  To allow 
for possible fluctuations in the survey population over the next three years (the South Atlantic 
penaeid and rock shrimp permits are open access), we are asking for burden hours equivalent to 
completing a total of 650 surveys. The public reporting burden for this collection of information 
is estimated to average 45 minutes per response including the time for reading the instructions, 
gathering the data from business records, and completing and mailing the survey instrument. As 
a result, we require 488 hours for the original vessel owner component of the survey (a reduction 
of 112 hours). 
 
Additionally, we are requesting to conduct an add-on survey of crew members, and hence, an 
additional 300 burden hours for administering this component of the survey.  On average per 
year, we are anticipating asking vessel owners to distribute up to 1,200 survey packages to crew 
members on our behalf.  We estimate the brief survey will take 15 minutes per crew respondent 
to complete. 
 
In total we are requesting an annual burden of up to 788 hours (45/60 minutes x 650 + 15/60 x 
1,200). 
 
13.  Provide an estimate of the total annual cost burden to the respondents or record-
keepers resulting from the collection (excluding the value of the burden hours in Question 
12 above). 
 
There will be no financial cost to the public to participate in this study.  
 
14.  Provide estimates of annualized cost to the Federal government. 
 
This study will be conducted by the Social Science Research Group of the SEFSC of NMFS. 
This includes annual development of the sampling frame and sampling, conducting the survey, 
administration and supervision of a student intern or contractor, continued database 
development, and preparation of reports. 
  
The total annual cost of this data collection (including staff time) is estimated at about $50,000 
per year. The estimate of annual costs for NMFS staff involvement is $30,000 (staff time and 
benefits).  In recent years, $18,000 was spent to hire a student intern or contractor to help with 
the implementation of the survey, including mail handling, telephone follow-up, and data entry 
and verification. Additional cash expenses are approximately $2,000 for supplies and postage.  
 
15.  Explain the reasons for any program changes or adjustments. 
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No changes or adjustments are requested for the economic survey of vessel owners (other than 
the burden hours change related to the population size change mentioned above). 
 
Program Change: New crew survey will add 300 hours. Most federally permitted shrimp vessels 
in the Southeast are operated by 3 to 4 crew members, including the captain.  We estimate that 
there are over 5000 hired crew members working in the federal shrimp fisheries of the southeast 
US.  These individuals are almost entirely unstudied (and ignored in the management process).  
No sampling frame is available for this population (as there is no crew permit in the Southeast).  
We propose to contact them by asking a (random) subset of selected vessel owners to hand a 2-
page survey questionnaire (with attached return envelope) to their current crew members, 
thereby making the crew member survey subsidiary to the vessel owner survey.  There is no way 
to know in advance how well this setup will work, and what type of response we will receive.  
We have spoken to a couple of owners who seemed willing to participate, and have not 
encountered significant objections.  Our questions for the crew members are very basic and 
demographic in nature.  The goal of this new element of the data collection is to provide some 
broad, rough information where no information currently exists.  The only alternative method for 
collecting information from this crew population would be an expensive and difficult-to-organize 
dockside intercept survey (especially since typical shrimp trips often take 3 weeks or more; and 
access to private docks is not guaranteed; the NE recently tried). 
 
16.  For collections whose results will be published, outline the plans for tabulation and 
publication. 
 
Summary statistics of these data are published in standardized tables in annual NMFS economic 
reports; one for the Gulf and one for the South Atlantic shrimp fisheries. These reports provide 
documentation about the survey methodologies, survey instrument, statistical and random 
sampling design, an assessment of the validity of the collected data, and basic descriptive 
statistics (see Table 2 at the end of this supporting statement as an example). The reports are 
available on the web at: http://www.sefsc.noaa.gov/socialscience/shrimp.htm. The analytical 
results of studies based on this data will be disseminated in internal, management related, and 
peer-reviewed publications. Some of these will be available over the internet. If the crew 
member survey component is a success (reasonably high response rate), the results will be 
published in a self-standing report. 
 
17.  If seeking approval to not display the expiration date for OMB approval of the 
information collection, explain the reasons why display would be inappropriate. 
 
Not Applicable.  
 
18.  Explain each exception to the certification statement identified in Item 19 of the  
OMB 83-I. 
 
Not Applicable.    
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SUPPORTING STATEMENT 

ANNUAL ECONOMIC SURVEY OF FEDERAL GULF AND SOUTH ATLANTIC 
SHRIMP PERMIT HOLDERS 

OMB CONTROL NO. 0648-0591 
 
B.   COLLECTIONS OF INFORMATION EMPLOYING STATISTICAL METHODS 
 
1.  Describe (including a numerical estimate) the potential respondent universe and any 
sampling or other respondent selection method to be used. Data on the number of entities 
(e.g., establishments, State and local governmental units, households, or persons) in the 
universe and the corresponding sample are to be provided in tabular form. The tabulation 
must also include expected response rates for the collection as a whole. If the collection has 
been conducted before, provide the actual response rate achieved. 
 
The population of interest is all vessels fishing for penaeid and rock shrimp in the federal waters 
of the Gulf of Mexico and South Atlantic, i.e. off the States of North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Georgia, Florida, Alabama, Mississippi, Louisiana, and Texas, during one calendar year. An 
excellent sampling frame is available for this and future survey efforts, because vessels 
shrimping in the federal waters of the Gulf and South Atlantic are required to have a federal 
permit. Their contact information should be up-to-date due to the annual permit renewal process.  
The sampling frame consist of all fishermen holding at least one of four federal shrimp permits at 
any time during the previous calendar year (including individuals whose permits might have 
expired but are still legally renewable, i.e. “latent permit holder”).  Note that the survey effort 
conducted each year (e.g., 2016), will be collecting the previous year’s annual economic data ( 
e.g., 2015). 
 
Roughly, we aim to randomly sample without replacement about a third of the whole population 
each year, covering the population once every three years.  As of January 2015 (see also Table 
1), the total population was 1,784 unique vessels with one or more federal shrimp permits. For 
the 2014 survey, we sampled 643 vessels.  Due to the management and political importance 
attributed to delineation by state, we stratify the total population by state.  Within each stratum 
we randomly sample vessels in proportion to each stratum’s weight in the total population. By 
sticking to a simple, straightforward design, we hope to avoid many potential problems.  
 
Currently, the best estimate of the size of the sampling frames for 2015 through 2017 would be 
1,784 vessels. Table 1 below breaks down the 2014 sampling frame into the strata, lists the 
permits held, offers some descriptive data for the vessels in each, and provides the number of 
respondents sampled and surveys returned (preliminary) in the most recent survey effort.  Of the 
total sampling frame, the majority of vessels hold only a Gulf shrimp permit and thus represent 
the dominant group.  There is significant variation within the industry across several variables, 
but none seems to further divide the population into discrete groups (offering no advantage of 
further stratification). These numbers are unlikely to change dramatically in the coming years.  
The actual number of permit holders in the fishery might change a little due to new entrants (the 
South Atlantic penaeid permit and rock shrimp permit (Carolinas zone) are open access permits), 
owners and vessels leaving the fishery (permits non-renewed or terminated), or changes in vessel 
ownership or state of registration. The final sampling frame will use all the information available 
just prior to the survey implementation. 
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The raw response rates for the Annual Economic Survey of Federal Gulf Shrimp Permit Holders 
have ranged from 78% to 92% between 2007 and 2012.  After adjusting for vessels that were 
deemed ineligible because their permits were sold or terminated, the adjusted response rate has 
ranged from 86% to 95%.  For South Atlantic permitted-vessels, 2009-2011, the annual raw and 
adjusted response rates ranged between 79%-80% and 85%-90%, respectively. 
The new crew survey component:  For each permitted vessel, NMFS already collects the average 
number of crew members, as well as if the vessel is owner operated. Based on these numbers, we 
estimate that the total number of crew working on the active federally permitted shrimp fleet in 
the Southeast (at any one point in time) is somewhere around 5000 individuals.  By contacting 
crew respondents through the vessel owner, we maintain the statistical method/properties of the 
primary survey.  The crew survey can be conceived as a cluster sampling approach (vessel as 
PSU), with a ‘take-all’ second stage (as we will ask owners to hand out one survey to each crew 
on their vessel).  We do not intend to send the crew survey to all selected vessel owner 
respondents.  Instead, we will randomly subsample among cost-survey-selected vessel owners to 
have their crew participate in the crew survey.  On (annual) average, we will sample the number 
of vessels needed to contact (in principle) approximately 1200 crew---hoping for 500-1000 
annual crew responses.  In fact, we will slowly ramp up the effort from year 1 to year 3, with the 
first year effectively functioning as a “pretest” of the survey protocols.1  We are attempting to 
make the process and survey as simple, straightforward, and uncontroversial as possible to 
encourage response.  The actual response rate is not known at this time; but faces two obstacles: 
a) owners will need to hand out the survey to crew members, and b) crew members must 
respond.  
 
2.  Describe the procedures for the collection, including: the statistical methodology for 
stratification and sample selection; the estimation procedure; the degree of accuracy 
needed for the purpose described in the justification; any unusual problems requiring 
specialized sampling procedures; and any use of periodic (less frequent than annual) data 
collection cycles to reduce burden. 
 
For sampling, we will stratify the population by state as this is a policy relevant variable. We will 
then randomly sample in each strata proportional to each strata’s weight in the population. Each 
year, we will sample approximately a third of the population (see also Table 1).  The very 
tractable proportional random sampling approach should require only simple adjustments to the 
inclusion probabilities used for the estimation of population means and other aggregate statistics 
if non-response is significant and skewed across the strata. 
 
The owner of each vessel selected will be contacted by mail in late February/early March of each 
year, first by a selection letter, followed by the survey package.  The package will contain a 
cover letter, information material, instructions, the two-page survey instrument and a return 
envelope. They will be asked to return the completed survey instrument to us in the enclosed, 
pre-paid envelope. If no response is received by April 30, up to two further letters will be sent 
(including additional survey instruments).  We will also attempt to contact the non-responders by 
phone and urge them to return the survey. Information will not be collected during the phone 
call, and a further survey instrument will be sent – by mail, fax, or email – if requested. 
 
                                                           
1 We realize that if major changes to the protocols---or any different questions---are needed, we will need to submit 
a change request to OMB/PRA. 
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After data entry, verification and cleaning, descriptive statistical analysis will be conducted on 
the relevant variables collected (costs and profits). Results will be reported for different 
definitions of the fleet (all permitted, Gulf shrimp vessels, active, inactive, etc.) and by state. The 
accuracy for the population level totals and means of the important variables should exceed the 
standard +/- 10% confidence interval at a 95% significance level for the larger groups. Given the 
overall uncertainty inherent to policy assessments of economic conditions in fisheries and given 
the quality and accuracy of other data used, the standard accuracy should suffice. 
 
The use of periodic instead of annual collection will be considered in the future.  The burden on 
the public will depend on how frequently significant changes occur in this industry. Currently, 
the fishery is still undergoing substantial changes making the annual collection of data necessary. 
 
With the last OMB PRA renewal, we were asked to evaluate if our results---estimates of 
population means---should be weighted/post-stratified to improve accuracy.  We enlisted the 
help of some local statisticians (and did a bunch of reading) to explore and understand this issue.  
We have concluded that weighting/post-stratification should be conducted going forward. The 
weights should correct for variation in state-strata non-response and for Gulf shrimp activity 
status (known only after survey is conducted). 
 
To look at the potential bias introduced in our already published results (by not weighing), we 
constructed weights for the 2011 data and calculated weighted averages in SAS for the two most 
important (sub) domains in our data collection: All Gulf shrimp (SPGM) federally-permitted 
vessels (Table 3) and only active Gulf shrimp vessels (with SPGM permit) (Table 4).  Not 
entirely unexpected, given high response rates and little bias, the population estimates calculated 
by arithmetic mean vs. weighted mean do not differ materially in absolute or relative terms for 
almost all variables.  The only (calculated) variable for which we find a material difference 
between weighted vs. non-weighted estimates is the net revenue from operations (for the active 
Gulf fleet only).  It should be noted that this estimate (and the economic return calculation based 
on it) are the only two variables that are not significantly different from zero (t=0.41 and 0.28).  
In light of these results, we do not intend to retrospectively introduce weighting into our 
published reports. 
 
We agree that---all else being equal---reporting weighted means is preferable and intend to take 
this approach going forward.  We are in the process of rebuilding our data processing, cleaning, 
analysis, and report-generation approach.  Originally, we used a variety of software, including 
Oracle, SAS, Excel, and Word, with Excel featuring prominently for pivot tables (e.g., arithmetic 
means), charts, and formatting.  Introducing weighting into our current approach is notoriously 
labor intense.  We are currently coding a new approach centered on the statistical program R and 
knitr to (almost) auto-generate our reports as PDFs. Dealing with weighting in R is trivial.  We 
expect full implementation of proper weighting with our next set of reports.  The new approach 
will also consolidate data/code across time, allowing for better time-series analysis (a significant 
weakness of the current reports). 
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3.  Describe the methods used to maximize response rates and to deal with non-response. 
The accuracy and reliability of the information collected must be shown to be adequate for 
the intended uses. For collections based on sampling, a special justification must be 
provided if they will not yield "reliable" data that can be generalized to the universe 
studied. 
 
The central approach to maximizing the response rate is to make answering a very concise and 
simple survey a requirement for future permit renewal. The first cover letter will politely 
emphasize this point. The second and third reminder letters will be more explicit. The telephone 
call will also explain the consequences of not complying. The call has the further advantage of 
being a different mode of contact and should discover non-response due to an incorrect address. 
Given the potential loss of permit, we expect compliance from all fishermen wanting to continue 
to fish for shrimp in federal waters. The behavior by those who have left the fishery by the time 
of the survey, or are planning to leave it before their current permit expires, will not be 
influenced by the implicit threat. Since the data will be used primarily for assessments and 
predictions about future developments, under-reporting by individuals leaving the fishery is less 
problematic. 
 
A good sampling frame, with annually updated contact information (through the ongoing permit 
renewal), will help to reduce the non-contact component of non-response. If necessary due to 
low response, at the conclusion of the survey, we will contact port agents (local federal 
employees who collect data and report from a limited area) and ask them for any information on 
non-responding vessels/individuals. Should non-response be a significant factor, we might even 
ask port agents to inquire themselves, and/or we will debrief a few (<10) individuals about 
reasons for not responding in order to establish potential non-response biases. 
 
Beyond the above, we will take every action available to us to facilitate completing and returning 
the survey by the fishermen. General survey design techniques (Dillman method) and experience 
from the previous surveys will guide us. Noteworthy actions include: 
 

• Timing of the survey during the slow shrimp fishing season (winter and spring) and 
coinciding with tax time, when business records are being consulted and financial 
concerns are “top of mind.” 

• Disseminating together with the survey effort-specific outreach material. 
• Using plain language and translating the survey into “language” spoken by southeast 

shrimp fishermen (including a Vietnamese version). 
 
The statistical design and size of this sample survey will allow for valid generalizations of the 
results to the population and larger subpopulation levels. The anticipated accuracy of the results 
is discussed in more detail in the previous question (Part B, Question 2). 
 
For the crew survey, as explained below, there is currently no sampling frame. This first attempt 
will in part be to see how feasible it would be to continue such a survey. 
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4.  Describe any tests of procedures or methods to be undertaken.  Tests are encouraged as 
effective means to refine collections, but if ten or more test respondents are involved OMB 
must give prior approval. 
 
The crew survey component described above is a novel element to this data collection.  Given 
the lack of a crew sampling frame, contacting crew through vessel owners---if successful (e.g., 
reasonably high response rate---would be a very cost effective way of collecting some data on 
these important stakeholders in the federal SE shrimp fisheries).  In the absence of a frame, the 
only other approach would be dockside intercept sampling which is cost prohibitive and has its 
own statistical problems (shrimp trips are often 3+ weeks long). A draft of the crew survey 
questions was distributed to all SE NMFS/Council social scientists for comment.  We received 
and integrated comments from 10 individuals. 
 
Sometime during this 3 year cycle, we would like to once again ask a question about if 
respondents would prefer to fill-out the survey online.  Roughly 10 years have passed since we 
last asked a question of this nature, and attitudes might have changed.  If we received a large 
affirmative answer, we might go to a multi-method approach (with the next OMB/PRA renewal 
process).  While an online system would require resources to construct, it would also save 
resources (less data entry; possibly less data entry errors and verification; possible email instead 
of phone contact and follow-up). 
 
5.  Provide the name and telephone number of individuals consulted on the statistical 
aspects of the design, and the name of the agency unit, contractor(s), grantee(s), or other 
person(s) who will actually collect and/or analyze the information for the agency. 
 
Individual consulted on the statistical aspects of the design: 
 
Elizabeth Overstreet, MSc in Applied Statistics 
National Marine Fisheries Service 
Southeast Fisheries Science Center 
Social Science Research Group 
(305) 361-4496 
 
Kaming Lo, M.P.H. 
Biostatistics Collaboration and Consulting Core (BCCC) 
Department of Public Health Sciences 
University of Miami, Miller School of Medicine 
 (305) 243-2506 
 
 
Persons who will actually collect and analyze the information: 
Christopher Liese, Ph.D. 
National Marine Fisheries Service 
Southeast Fisheries Science Center 
Social Science Research Group 
(305) 365-4109 
 



 

6 

 
 
 

Table 1:  2014 Sampling Frame, Sampling Strata, Population Characteristics, Sample Size, Response, and Response Rate 
                

  
Population 

Permits 
(% of Population by Permit Type)  

Vessel Characteristics 
 

 
Sample Response5 Response Rate5 

  SPA1 RSCZ2 RSLA3 SPGM4   Length HP Year Steel Hull Freezer   

NC 129 94% 29% 16% 29%  63 495 1985 43% 20%  49 36 73% 

SC 51 98% 16% 2% 8%  54 373 1977 8% 6%  26 18 69% 

GA 88 99% 6% 6% 14%  58 450 1977 15% 18%  35 21 60% 

FL 291 56% 5% 10% 74%  54 418 1982 24% 42%  114 88 77% 

AL 103 36% 2% 30% 99%  66 559 1992 73% 55%  36 34 94% 

MS 104 18% 5% 5% 99%  72 655 1989 83% 56%  39 35 90% 

LA 411 1% 1% 0% 100%  64 506 1990 78% 31%  143 116 81% 

TX 546 6% 2% 1% 100%  72 597 1987 88% 83%  173 153 88% 

Other 61 48% 43% 10% 69%  71 620 1990 80% 39%  28 19 68% 

Total 1784 31% 6% 6% 82%  65 528 1986 65% 50%  643 520 81% 

                

Permit Type Count: 546 115 102 1469           

Sample by Permit: 217 34 58 509           
 

1 SPA:  South Atlantic penaeid shrimp permit (open access). 
2 RSCZ:   South Atlantic rock shrimp permit – Carolina Zone (open access). 
3 RSLA:  South Atlantic rock shrimp permit – Limited Access (limited access). 
4 SPGM:  Gulf of Mexico shrimp permit (limited access). 
5 2014 response and response rate are preliminary as we are just concluding the data collection for the year (Sept 2015). 
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Table 2:  Example of the Presentation of Results (2011) 
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Table 3:  Comparison of 2011 results with and without post-stratification (SPGM fleet) 
 

 

                                 SPGM Permit Fleet                       
Unadjusted Post-stratfied Delta Delta (%)

# of Observations 456 456

Balance Sheet (end of 2011)
Assets - Market value of vessel and permit 292,467                   290,930                   1,537                        0.5%
         Original value of vessel  (purchase price) 242,617                   242,046                   572                            0.2%
         Implicit permit value 106,254                   105,152                   1,102                        1.0%

Liabilities - Loan on vessel 41,219                     40,774                     445                            1.1%
        % of vessels with loan 28% 28% 0.25% 0.9%

Equity - Owner's equity in vessel 251,248                   250,156                   1,092                        0.4%
       Insurance coverage  (% of vessels) 62% 62% -0.53% -0.8%
       Insurance coverage  (% of assets) 40% 39% 0.41% 1.0%

Vessel Operation (2011)
Owner-operator 53% 53% -0.34% -0.6%
Actively shrimping 83% 82% 0.95% 1.2%
Days at sea - Gulf shrimping 127                           123                           3                                 2.5%
Shrimp landed (pounds) 69,069                     68,144                     926                            1.4%
Fuel use (gallons) 35,585                     35,045                     540                            1.5%

Fleet Averages
Shrimp price ($ per pound) 3.54                          3.53                          0.01                           0.2%
Fuel price ($ per gallon) 3.19                          3.19                          0.00                           0.0%
Fuel efficiency I - Shrimp pounds per gallon 1.9                            1.9                            (0.00)                         -0.2%
Fuel efficiency II - Shrimp revenue per gallon 6.87                          6.87                          0.00                           0.1%

Cash Flow (2011)

Inflow - Total 316,426                   312,111                   4,314                        1.4%
Shrimp revenue 244,640                   240,778                   3,862                        1.6%
Non-shrimp revenue 56,799                     56,211                     588                            1.0%
Government payments received (shrimp related) 7,171                       7,253                       (82)                             -1.1%
DWH-related payments received 7,816                       7,870                       (54)                             -0.7%

Outflow - Total 281,146                   276,804                   4,342                        1.6%
Fuel 113,359                   111,623                   1,736                        1.6%
Other supplies 24,227                     23,849                     378                            1.6%
Crew & captain (hired) 83,329                     81,832                     1,497                        1.8%
Regular maintenance (vessel and gear) 17,941                     17,712                     229                            1.3%
Major repair and haul-out 8,778                       8,696                       83                              0.9%
Insurance 6,679                       6,574                       105                            1.6%
Overhead 11,664                     11,579                     85                              0.7%
Interest payments made (on vessel loans) 2,570                       2,520                       51                              2.0%
Principal payments made (on vessel loans) 8,020                       7,834                       187                            2.4%
New investments and upgrades (in vessel) 4,577                       4,585                       (8)                               -0.2%

Net Cash Flow (excluding taxes) 35,280                     35,307                     (28)                             -0.1%

Non-Cash Cost Estimates (2011)
Owner's vessel time 8,739                       8,802                       (62)                             -0.7%
Depreciation 12,916                     12,838                     78                              0.6%

Income Statement (2011)
Revenue from Operations 301,438                   296,988                   4,450                        1.5%
Costs of Operations 287,633                   283,505                   4,128                        1.5%

Net Revenue from Operations 13,806                     13,484                     322                            2.4%

Profit or Loss (before tax) 26,222                     26,087                     136                            0.5%

Fleet Returns (2011)
Economic Return 4.7% 4.6% 0.09% 1.8%
Return on Equity 10.4% 10.4% 0.01% 0.1%
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Table 4:  Comparison of 2011 results with and without post-stratification (active Gulf) 
 

 

                                 active Gulf Shrimp Fleet                       
Unadjusted Post-stratfied Delta Delta (%)

# of Observations 368 368

Balance Sheet (end of 2011)
Assets - Market value of vessel and permit 224,252                225,108                (856)                       -0.4%
         Original value of vessel  (purchase price) 263,090                264,244                (1,154)                   -0.4%
         Implicit permit value 23,678                   23,785                   (107)                       -0.5%

Liabilities - Loan on vessel 40,971                   40,845                   127                         0.3%
        % of vessels with loan 32% 32% 0.00% 0.0%

Equity - Owner's equity in vessel 183,281                184,264                (983)                       -0.5%
       Insurance coverage  (% of vessels) 58% 58% -0.03% 0.0%
       Insurance coverage  (% of assets) 50% 50% 0.29% 0.6%

Vessel Operation (2011)
Owner-operator 53% 54% -0.91% -1.7%
Actively shrimping 100% 100% 0.00% 0.0%
Days at sea - Gulf shrimping 160                         159                         1                             0.6%
Shrimp landed (pounds) 83,254                   82,850                   404                         0.5%
Fuel use (gallons) 41,312                   41,108                   204                         0.5%

Fleet Averages
Shrimp price ($ per pound) 3.53                       3.52                       0.01                       0.3%
Fuel price ($ per gallon) 3.17                       3.17                       0.00                       0.0%
Fuel efficiency I - Shrimp pounds per gallon 2.0                          2.0                          (0.00)                      0.0%
Fuel efficiency II - Shrimp revenue per gallon 7.11                       7.09                       0.02                       0.3%

Cash Flow (2011)

Inflow - Total 315,494                313,320                2,174                     0.7%
Shrimp revenue 293,934                291,495                2,439                     0.8%
Non-shrimp revenue 3,905                     3,849                     55                           1.4%
Government payments received (shrimp related) 8,462                     8,706                     (244)                       -2.8%
DWH-related payments received 9,193                     9,270                     (77)                         -0.8%

Outflow - Total 289,653                287,379                2,274                     0.8%
Fuel 130,792                130,114                678                         0.5%
Other supplies 24,682                   24,581                   100                         0.4%
Crew & captain (hired) 71,947                   71,007                   940                         1.3%
Regular maintenance (vessel and gear) 19,157                   18,920                   237                         1.3%
Major repair and haul-out 9,368                     9,183                     185                         2.0%
Insurance 6,233                     6,195                     38                           0.6%
Overhead 11,252                   11,237                   15                           0.1%
Interest payments made (on vessel loans) 2,548                     2,529                     19                           0.7%
Principal payments made (on vessel loans) 8,637                     8,560                     77                           0.9%
New investments and upgrades (in vessel) 5,037                     5,052                     (15)                         -0.3%

Net Cash Flow (excluding taxes) 25,841                   25,940                   (100)                       -0.4%

Non-Cash Cost Estimates (2011)
Owner's vessel time 10,192                   10,251                   (59)                         -0.6%
Depreciation 12,842                   12,940                   (99)                         -0.8%

Income Statement (2011)
Revenue from Operations 297,838                295,344                2,495                     0.8%
Costs of Operations 296,465                294,429                2,036                     0.7%

Net Revenue from Operations 1,373                     915                         459                         50.1%

Profit or Loss (before tax) 16,481                   16,362                   120                         0.7%

Fleet Returns (2011)
Economic Return 0.6% 0.4% 0.21% 50.7%
Return on Equity 9.0% 8.9% 0.11% 1.3%
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2014 Annual Economic Survey of Federal Gulf and South Atlantic Shrimp Permit Holders 
 
Permit owner name:  «PrimaryMailingRecipient» 
 

Vessel name:            «VesselName» 

Survey #:   «SurveyNum» 
 

Vessel ID:  «VESID» 
 

 

Even if this vessel was inactive in 2014 please complete this survey (especially Q7 - Q10, and Page 2). 
 

Enter “0” if you did not have any expenses in a category. Do not leave blank! 
 

Total 2014 Expenses: 
 

  On this page we would like you to enter the total financial expenses (actual dollar payments) you 
incurred during 2014 for the operation and keeping of the vessel listed above. 

 

  For each question enter the sum of all 2014 expenses. 
 

  Please consult the detailed instructions if you are unsure about any question. 
 
1. Is the owner also the captain of this vessel?  Yes       No 
 

 

2. If owner is captain, is the owner paid a captain’s share?   Yes    No    N/A 
 

   If Yes, total amount of captain’s share:       $  _ ,  _  _  _ ,  _  _  _ .00 
 
3. Total amount paid to HIRED crew and captain(s) of this vessel:       $  _ ,  _  _  _ ,  _  _  _ .00 
       (Not to Owner! For example: from IRS Form(s) 1099-MISC or equivalent) 
 

4. Total amount paid for fuel used by this vessel in 2014:        $  _ ,  _  _  _ ,  _  _  _ .00 
 
5. a) Estimated average price of fuel in 2014:  $  _  .  _   _    per gallon 
 
    b) Total amount of fuel purchased:   _  _  _ , _  _  _ , _  _  _  gallons 
 

6. Total amount paid for all trip related supplies or expenses (other than fuel): $ _ ,  _  _  _ ,  _  _  _ .00 
 (For example: ice, groceries, oil and lubricants, freezing, packaging, and cleaning supplies) 
 
7. a) Total amount paid for any vessel maintenance, repair, replacement, 
        new purchase or upgrade (including engine, gear, electronics, etc.):      $  _ ,  _  _  _ ,  _  _  _ .00 
 

    b) The answer to Question 7 a) includes (check all that apply): 
 

       Maintenance or regular repairs        Major repairs or haul-out        New purchase or upgrade 
 
8. Total amount paid for vessel insurance in 2014 (insurance premium):      $  _ ,  _  _  _ ,  _  _  _ .00 
 
9. Total payments made for loans on the vessel in 2014:        $  _ ,  _  _  _ ,  _  _  _ .00 
 
10. Overhead applicable to this vessel; such as dockage, licenses, 
       (share of) rent, utilities, professional services, truck expenses, etc.:      $  _ ,  _  _  _ ,  _  _  _ .00 
   Please Exclude: loan payments, insurance payments, depreciation, and income taxes. 
 

 

11. Total 2014 Expenses (the above entries should sum to this value):   $  _  _ ,  _  _  _ ,  _  _  _ .00
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Other Important Economic Information (Survey #: «SurveyNum»): 
 

12. Vessel insurance in 2014 (check all that apply):       None      Hull      P&I 
 

   If Hull insured, enter coverage level if vessel is lost:    $  _  _ ,  _  _  _ ,  _  _  _ .00 
     (do not enter monthly or annual insurance premium here, instead  Question 8) 

 

13. Appraised value of this vessel (if insured) or best estimate of this value (if not insured): 
 

 a) Market value of vessel including permits (anytime in 2014):  $  _  _ ,  _  _  _ ,  _  _  _ .00 
 
 b) Market value of vessel without permits (anytime in 2014):  $  _  _ ,  _  _  _ ,  _  _  _ .00 
 
 c) Original purchase price of vessel:     $  _  _ ,  _  _  _ ,  _  _  _ .00 
     (estimate original value if gift or self-built) 
 

14. Did you have any loan(s) on your vessel at any time during 2014:          Yes       No 
 

 If Yes: a) Total amount you still owe at end of 2014:    $ _  _ ,  _  _  _ ,  _  _  _ .00 
 

  b) Please split total loan payments in 2014 (Question 9) into: 
 

    i) Interest paid in 2014:   $ _  _ ,  _  _  _ ,  _  _  _ .00 
 

    ii) Principal repaid in 2014:   $ _  _ ,  _  _  _ ,  _  _  _ .00 
 
15. Depreciation of vessel as claimed for tax purposes (2014): $ _  _ ,  _  _  _ ,  _  _  _ .00 
 

16. During 2014 this vessel received revenue from (check all that apply): 
 

            Shrimp Fishery                     Other Commercial Fisheries                        Government              
      Other Non-Fishing Income Activities (include BP Oil Spill-related)          None / Not Active 
 

(Note: NMFS already collects shrimp revenue from Dealer Reports & Gulf Shrimp Landings Report)    
 

17. Total gross revenue received by this vessel in 2014 from  
        a. commercial fishing other than shrimp     AND  
        b. non-fishing income activities (including BP Oil Spill-related):   $ _  _ ,  _  _  _ ,  _  _  _ .00 
 

18. Government payments received for this vessel in 2014; for example  
due to imports and low shrimp prices (tariff money; trade assistance  
adjustment payments) or hurricanes/disaster relief:     $ _  _ ,  _  _  _ ,  _  _  _ .00 

 

I certify that the information contained on this form is accurate and complete to the best of my 
knowledge: 
 

_____________________________________   ________________ 
Signature of person completing report     Date 
 

_____________________________________   (_____)_______________ 
Printed name of person signing report      Phone number 
 
 

Thank You!  Please return this completed form in the enclosed prepaid envelope! 
[Mail to:  NMFS; Miami Lab; P.O. Box 491500; Key Biscayne, FL  33149] 

 

____________ 
If you have any comments please use the reverse side or a separate piece of paper. Also, please make a note if 
you would like to receive the results of this survey when they become available.  

( 
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  e
nt

er
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” 

  )
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OPTIONAL 

Vessel Owner Survey:  Socio-Economics of Commercial Fishing Crews in the Southeast 

 
Dear Permit Owner: 

The National Marine Fishery Service currently knows very little about the people working in the Gulf 
of Mexico shrimp fishery and the problems you and they face.  We would like to ask you a couple of 
questions below and appreciate any write-in comments. 

More importantly, we would like to ask you to distribute the included “Crew Surveys” to you current 
hired-crews on the vessel <VesselName> (<VESID>). 

Please help us characterize the labor element of your fishery.  Thank you very much! 

Sincerely, 

Christopher Liese 

Industry Economist 
Southeast Fisheries Science Center 
Miami, Florida 33149 
Tel.:  305-361-4263 

 

Q1:  Is recruiting and keeping good crews a problem for you?   □   Yes □   No  

Q2:  Total number of different individuals you hired to work as crew on your vessel in 2015?  ______ 

Q3:  Do you plan on distributing these surveys to your crew? □   Yes □   No 

Q4:  Which of the following best describes how the total amount paid to HIRED crew and captain(s) 
         was calculated for this vessel in 2015 (please check only one box)? 

□  Share of total trip revenue without any deductions □  Flat rate or salary 

□  Share of total trip revenue less deductions  □  Other  ____________________ 

        List main deductions: ______________________________________________________ 

Q5:  If a share system was used in 2015, what was the typical payout? 

         Vessel/owner ______%           Captain ______%           Crew ______%           Other ______% 

 
Is there anything else concerning commercial fishing crews or this questionnaire you would like to 
share with us?  Please write on reverse page.  THANK YOU very much for your participation! 
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 Detailed Instructions 
 
Please check that your information at the top of Page 1 is correct. If not, please clearly print the correct 
information in the white space. 
 
Page 1  –  Total 2014 Expenses  
 
On Page 1 we would like you to enter the total financial expenses you incurred during 2014 for the 
operation and keeping of your vessel with the registration number listed at the top of the page. This 
should correspond to actual dollar payments made. For each question enter the sum of all 2014 
expenses in that category. If you had NO expenses in a category, please enter “0” and do not leave 
any spaces blank. 
 
 Please be comprehensive: Account for all the expenses incurred by this boat in 2014 on Page 1. 

 Please avoid double counting:  Any expense should appear only a single time on Page 1. 

 If an expense benefits this vessel as well as other vessel(s) or business operations (such as 
processing), only list the share of the expense that can be assigned to this vessel. 

 Feel free to round numbers to the nearest $100, such as entering $ 3,600.00 rather than $ 3,643.00. 
 
Question 1: Check the YES box, if you (the owner) also act as captain for this vessel (always or 
most of the time). Check the NO box if you hired captain(s) to operate this vessel. 
 
Question 2: If you checked NO on Question 1, check the N/A (not applicable) box. Check the YES 
box, if you separately account for your income as captain (as opposed to as owner, i.e. business 
profit). If you checked Yes, enter the total amount you paid yourself on the following line. If you do 
not pay yourself a captain’s share, simply check the NO box and continue with Question 3. 
 
Question 3: Enter the sum of all hired crew and captains’ shares paid during 2014. This should 
reflect the amount the crew and captain(s) actually received, including any bonuses, but excluding any 
contributions she/he made to cover operating costs. DO NOT include amounts paid to the owner! 
 
Question 4: Enter the total amount spent on fuel in 2014. The total amount should reflect the actual 
amount paid for the fuel used by this vessel, including those portions “paid” out of the crew’s or 
captain’s shares. 
 
Question 5: a) Please estimate, as best you can, the average price per gallon you paid for fuel in 
2014 (in dollars and cents per gallon).  

b) Enter the total number of gallons of fuel you purchased in 2014 in order to operate 
this vessel and all its equipment (such as generators and freezers). If this number is not available, then 
divide the amount entered in Question 4 by the estimated price per gallon entered in a) and enter this 
amount in the space provided. 
 
Question 6: Enter the sum of all remaining expenses incurred on a ‘per fishing trip’ basis in 2014. 
This should exclude all amounts already listed in the above questions, i.e. amounts paid to crew, 
captain or fuel. Please sum all your expenses for: ice, groceries, oil and lubricants, freezing and 
packaging supplies, gloves, processing, storage, cleaning supplies or services, and any other trip 
related expense. 
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Question 7: a)    Enter the total 2014 expenses, not already listed above, related to the vessel (hull 
and all) and associated equipment, such as fishing gear (nets, trawl doors, etc.), engine(s), freezers and 
electronics. Include all expenses for maintenance, repair, replacement, upgrades and new purchases. 
Also include haul-outs, rebuilds, retrofits, etc. 

b)   This question asks about the type of expenses that are included in Question 7. a). 
Please check all the boxes that apply. Check the first box if some or all the expenses listed in 7.a) were 
for normal maintenance or regular repairs and repeated replacements (such as worn out nets). Check 
“Major repairs or haul-out” if you incurred expenses in 2014 that occur less than annually, include 
haul-outs, repairs during haul-outs, and other major repairs or replacement; or unusual expenses 
resulting from unexpected events such as hurricanes, accidents or theft. Check “New purchase or 
upgrade” if you spent money on the vessel that extends its functionality, such as increases in engine 
power, new electronic systems, increases or improvements to fishing gear, etc. 
 
Question 8: Enter the total amount paid for vessel insurance in 2014 (insurance premium). Enter the 
total amount, not just the monthly insurance premium. 
 
Question 9: If you had a loan in 2014, enter the total amount of your total loan payments for this 
vessel in 2014 (interest and principal for the full year). 
 
Question 10: Enter the total amount of overhead applicable to this vessel. Typical overhead expenses 
include: dockage/mooring, rent, utilities, commercial fishing licenses and permits, property taxes and 
other fees, (share of) car or truck expenses, (share of) office expenses, (share of) accountant, lawyer, 
other professional services fees, and any other annual expenditure paid by the vessel (not already 
included in Questions 1 through 9).   Very Important on Question 10: 

 

 Exclude: Loan Payments (interest and principal) 

Insurance premiums for the vessel 

Depreciation 

Income Tax 

 If an overhead expense benefits this vessel AND other vessel(s) or business operations (such as 
processing), then only list the share of the expense that can be assigned to this vessel. Estimate as 
necessary. For example, if you have 3 vessels, you might divide accountant costs evenly (1/3 per 
vessel). 

 
End of Page 1: Please make sure you have accounted for all expenses associated with the 
operation and keeping of this vessel in 2014. If there are expenses not yet accounted for, please add 
them to the category they fit best: 
 

 If they are trip-related, add them to Question 6. 

 If they relate to the vessel, gear and equipment, add them to Question 7. 

 If they fit in neither of the above categories, add them to Question 10 (overhead or business related 
costs). 

 
Question 11: Enter the total financial expenses you incurred during 2014 for the operation and 
keeping of this vessel. This number should equal the sum of all dollar ($) expenses entered on Page 1. 
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Page 2  –  Other Important Economic Information  
 
Question 12: Check the boxes for the type of insurance you had for this vessel in 2014. Check all that 
apply or “None” if your vessel was not insured. If the hull was insured, then enter the total amount 
the hull was insured for, i.e. the maximum dollar amount the insurance would have paid in case of a 
total loss of the vessel. Do not enter your monthly or yearly insurance premiums or payments (these 
payments should have been included in Question 8)! 
 
Question 13: a) and b) Enter the market value of your vessel in 2014. Please enter the most accurate 
number you have. If the vessel is insured, please consult your insurance records for these values. 
Otherwise, please give us your best estimate or guess. For market value including permit (a), please 
enter the approximate amount you would expect to receive if you had sold your vessel and fishing 
permit(s) together during 2014. For market value without permit (b), please enter the amount you 
would expect to receive if you had sold your vessel in 2014 without any fishing permit(s).        

c) Enter your purchase price of the vessel. If the vessel was a gift or self-built please  
estimate the approximate value at the time. 
 
Question 14: Check YES if you had any outstanding loans on your vessel at any time during 2014. 
If YES, enter:        

a) The amount of principal you still owe at the end of 2014; and     
b) Please split your total loan payments entered under Question 9 into:    

i) the total sum of interest paid in 2014;  and    
ii) the total amount of principal repaid in 2014. 

    Please estimate if you do not have the exact numbers. 
 
Question 15: Enter the amount of depreciation you claimed for your vessel on your 2014 tax return. If 
you have not yet filed 2014 taxes, please provide an estimate or guess or use the previous year’s. 
 
Question 16: Please indicate the sources of revenue received by your vessel in 2014. Please check all 
the boxes that apply. Check “Shrimp Fishery” if this vessel caught shrimp anywhere for commercial 
sale. Check “Other Commercial Fisheries” if your vessel participated in any commercial fisheries 
other than shrimp. Check “Government” if this vessel received payments from the federal, state or 
local government in 2014 (see Question 18 for examples). Check “Other Non-Fishing Income 
Activities” if this vessel was used to generate income NOT related to commercial fishing. For 
instance, charter work, oil industry work, or received revenue or payments related to the BP Oil Spill 
including compensation for damages, etc. Check “None / Not Active” if your vessel did not generate 
any revenue or income during 2014. 
 
Question 17: Enter the total sum of all revenue received by this vessel in 2014 from activities 
OTHER than shrimping. Please include commercial, non-shrimp fishing revenue generated in the Gulf 
of Mexico as well as the Atlantic Ocean and elsewhere, inclusive of ALL state, federal or international 
waters. Please do not include any revenue generated by the sale of shrimp regardless of where it 
is caught. Please also include any income from non-fishing activities by this vessel such as lease 
payments (if the vessel is rented out), payments for work in the oil industry, or received revenue or 
payments related to the BP oil spill including compensation for damages, etc. 
 
Question 18: Enter the sum of all payments received by this vessel in 2014 from federal, state, and 
local governments. This may include payments resulting from low shrimp prices and the dumping of 
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imports (for example, tariff monies received from U.S. Customs, trade assistance adjustment payments 
received from the U.S. Department of Agriculture, “kickbacks,” incentives, etc.) and disaster relief 
(monies received for hurricane recovery). Do not include any payments related to the BP Oil Spill 
(include these under Question 17). 
 
 
If you have any questions, please call Adam Stemle or Christopher Liese at (305) 361-4263. 
 
 
PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT STATEMENT: 
Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 45 minutes per response, including the 
time for reviewing the instructions, searching the existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and 
completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other 
suggestions for reducing this burden to Christopher Liese, National Marine Fisheries Service, Southeast Fisheries Science 
Center, 75 Virginia Beach Drive, Miami, Florida 33149. Information submitted will be treated as confidential in accordance 
with NOAA Administrative Order 216-100. Notwithstanding any other provision of the law, no person is required to 
respond to, nor shall any person be subject to a penalty for failure to comply with, a collection of information subject to the 
requirements of the Paperwork Reduction Act, unless that collection displays a currently valid OMB Control Number. This 
reporting is required for permit renewal. NMFS requires this information for the conservation and management of marine 
fishery resources. These data will be used to evaluate the economic effects of proposed regulations in the fishery. 
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Crew Survey:  Socio-Economics of Commercial Fishing Crews in the Southeast 

 
Dear Crew Member: 

The National Marine Fishery Service currently knows very little about the people working in the Gulf 
of Mexico shrimp fishery.  Who are YOU---the people working the Gulf shrimp vessels every day? 

Please help us answer this question by filling out the survey below. 

Note, this survey is anonymous and hence your confidentiality is guaranteed! 

Sincerely, 

Christopher Liese 

Industry Economist 
Southeast Fisheries Science Center 
Miami, Florida 33149 
Tel.:  305-361-4263 

 
Q1:  How many years have you been involved in commercial fishing?  ________ Years 

Q2:  What was your most recent position on a fishing vessel?    ______________________ 

Q3:  List all fisheries you worked in during the last year: 

                Gulf shrimp   _______________       _______________ __________________ 

 
Q4:  What year were you born in?  ________ 

Q5:  Where were you born? (please check box) 

 □ In the United States 

 □ Outside the United States – Please print the name of the country: __________________ 

Q6:  Which category best describes the highest level of education that you completed? 

□  Did not complete high school  □  High school diploma/equivalency 

□  Associate’s/ two year degree  □  Bachelor’s/ four year degree or higher 

Q7:  Where did you live December 31, 2015? __________Zip Code 

Q8:  What was your marital status December 31, 2015? 

□ Single  □  Married / Cohabitating □  Widowed/Divorced/Separated 
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Q9:  How many people lived in your primary household December 31, 2015? 

________ Adults                      ______ Children under 18 

Q10:  What is the primary language you speak at home?   ______________________   

Q11:  Please list the three major activities, e.g., fishing, employment elsewhere, investments, or social 
security, from which your household received income in 2015, starting with the most important. Please 
consider all sources of income from everyone that lives in your household. 

Activity:  ______________   _______________  ________________ 
Most important   Second most important  Third most important  

Q12:  Roughly, how many days did you work in commercial fishing in 2015?  _____  Days 

Q13:  Roughly, how many days did you work outside of commercial fishing in 2015? _____  Days 

Q14:  Please check the category that best fits your personal income from commercial fishing 2015: 

1. □ Under $5,000   5. □ $20,000 to $24,999      9. □ $40,000 to $44,999 

2. □ $5,000 to $9,999  6. □ $25,000 to $29,999    10. □ $45,000 to $49,999 

3. □ $10,000 to $14,999  7. □ $30,000 to $34,999    11. □ $50,000 to $99,000 

4. □ $15,000 to $19,999  8. □ $35,000 to $39,999    12. □ $100,000 or more 
 

 
Is there anything else about commercial fishing or this questionnaire you would like to share with us? 

Please write on reverse page. 

 
 

This survey is completely anonymous.  Once you mail it in the enclosed envelope, there is no way to 
link it back to you or your household.  THANK YOU very much for your participation! 
 

 
PAPERWORK REDUCTION ACT STATEMENT: 

Public reporting burden for this collection of information is estimated to average 15 minutes per response, including the 

time for reviewing the instructions, searching the existing data sources, gathering and maintaining the data needed, and 

completing and reviewing the collection of information. Send comments regarding this burden estimate or any other 

suggestions for reducing this burden to Christopher Liese, National Marine Fisheries Service, Southeast Fisheries Science 

Center, 75 Virginia Beach Drive, Miami, Florida 33149. Information submitted will be treated as confidential in accordance 

with NOAA Administrative Order 216‐100. Notwithstanding any other provision of the law, no person is required to 

respond to, nor shall any person be subject to a penalty for failure to comply with, a collection of information subject to 

the requirements of the Paperwork Reduction Act, unless that collection displays a currently valid OMB Control Number. 

NMFS uses this information for the conservation and management of marine fishery resources. 
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HTSUS subheadings 7317.00.55.02, 
7317.00.55.03, 7317.00.55.05, 7317.00.55.07, 
7317.00.55.08, 7317.00.55.11, 7317.00.55.18, 
7317.00.55.19, 7317.00.55.20, 7317.00.55.30, 
7317.00.55.40, 7317.00.55.50, 7317.00.55.60, 
7317.00.55.70, 7317.00.55.80, 7317.00.55.90, 
7317.00.65.30, 7317.00.65.60 and 
7317.00.75.00. Certain steel nails subject to 
this investigation also may be classified 
under HTSUS subheading 8206.00.00.00 or 
other HTSUS subheadings. 

While the HTSUS subheadings are 
provided for convenience and customs 
purposes, the written description of the 
scope of this investigation is dispositive. 

Appendix II—List of Topics in the 
Issues and Decision Memorandum 

I. Summary 
II. Background 
III. Scope of the Investigation 
IV. Scope Comments 
V. Discussion of the Issues 
VI. Recommendation 

[FR Doc. 2015–12248 Filed 5–19–15; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–DS–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Institute of Standards and 
Technology 

Proposed Information Collection; 
Comment Request; Student 
Information System (SIS) 

AGENCY: National Institute of Standards 
and Technology, Commerce. 

ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: The Department of 
Commerce, as part of its continuing 
effort to reduce paperwork and 
respondent burden, invites the general 
public and other Federal agencies to 
take this opportunity to comment on 
proposed and/or continuing information 
collections, as required by the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. 

DATES: Written comments must be 
submitted on or before July 20, 2015. 

ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments 
to Jennifer Jessup, Departmental 
Paperwork Clearance Officer, 
Department of Commerce, Room 6616, 
14th and Constitution Avenue NW., 
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the 
Internet at JJessup@doc.gov). 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Requests for additional information or 
copies of the information collection 
instrument and instructions should be 
directed to Kristen Gilbert, Office of 
Human Resources Management, NIST, 
100 Bureau Dr., Mail Stop 1720, 
Gaithersburg, MD 20899–1080; 301– 
975–3001; kristen.gilbert@nist.gov. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Abstract 
The Student Information System (SIS) 

is designed to collect on-line 
applications from students for NIST 
programs such as the Student Volunteer 
Program (SVP) and Summer High 
School Intern Program (SHIP). The 
purpose of the application is to obtain 
information needed to evaluate 
applicant qualifications for potential 
positions. 

The Student Information System is an 
online application which collects basic 
biographical information about the 
student. The application contains four 
sections. The first section collects 
personal information to include name, 
address, phone, email, program 
selection, work availability, and 
location preferences. The second section 
collects work and volunteer experience 
including start and end date, hours 
worked, name and address of employer, 
supervisor’s contact information, job 
description, and job-related skills. The 
third section collects any special 
training, knowledge, skill, ability, and/ 
or publications that demonstrate the 
applicant’s skill sets to perform a 
position. The fourth section collects 
education information to include 
current enrollment, name and address of 
the educational institution, grade point 
average, and expected date of program 
completion. 

II. Method of Collection 
The information is collected via 

NIST’s on-line Student Information 
System. 

III. Data 
OMB Control Number: 0693–XXXX. 
Form Number(s): None. 
Type of Review: New collection. 
Affected Public: Individuals or 

households. 
Estimated Number of Respondents: 

400. 
Estimated Time per Response: 45 

minutes. 
Estimated Total Annual Burden 

Hours: 300 hours. 
Estimated Total Annual Cost to 

Public: $0. 

IV. Request for Comments 
Comments are invited on: (a) Whether 

the proposed collection of information 
is necessary for the proper performance 
of the functions of the agency, including 
whether the information shall have 
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the 
agency’s estimate of the burden 
(including hours and cost) of the 
proposed collection of information; (c) 
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and 
clarity of the information to be 
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the 

burden of the collection of information 
on respondents, including through the 
use of automated collection techniques 
or other forms of information 
technology. 

Comments submitted in response to 
this notice will be summarized and/or 
included in the request for OMB 
approval of this information collection; 
they also will become a matter of public 
record. 

Dated: May 15, 2015. 
Glenna Mickelson, 
Management Analyst, Office of the Chief 
Information Officer. 
[FR Doc. 2015–12175 Filed 5–19–15; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–13–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

Proposed Information Collection; 
Comment Request; Annual Economic 
Survey of Federal Gulf and South 
Atlantic Shrimp Permit Holders 

AGENCY: National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), 
Commerce. 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: The Department of 
Commerce, as part of its continuing 
effort to reduce paperwork and 
respondent burden, invites the general 
public and other Federal agencies to 
take this opportunity to comment on 
proposed and/or continuing information 
collections, as required by the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. 
DATES: Written comments must be 
submitted on or before July 20, 2015. 
ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments 
to Jennifer Jessup, Departmental 
Paperwork Clearance Officer, 
Department of Commerce, Room 6616, 
14th and Constitution Avenue NW., 
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the 
Internet at JJessup@doc.gov). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Requests for additional information or 
copies of the information collection 
instrument and instructions should be 
directed to Christopher Liese, Industry 
Economist, SEFSC, NMFS, 75 Virginia 
Beach Drive, Miami FL 33149, (305) 
365–4109 or Christopher.Liese@
noaa.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Abstract 
This request is for revision and 

extension of a currently approved 
information collection. 

NOAA Fisheries, Southeast Fisheries 
Science Center, annually collects 
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socioeconomic data from commercial 
fishermen in the Gulf of Mexico and 
South Atlantic shrimp fisheries who 
hold one or more permits for harvesting 
shrimp from federal waters (U.S. 
Exclusive Economic Zone). Information 
about revenues, variable and fixed costs, 
capital investment and other 
socioeconomic information is collected 
from a random sample of permit 
holders. Additionally, we will pilot a 
short demographic/socioeconomic 
survey of shrimp vessel crews. Next to 
nothing is known about the 4–5 
thousand individuals crewing federally 
permitted shrimp vessels. These data 
are needed to conduct socioeconomic 
analyses in support of management of 
the shrimp fishery and to satisfy legal 
requirements. The data will be used to 
assess how fishermen will be impacted 
by and respond to federal regulation 
likely to be considered by fishery 
managers. 

II. Method of Collection 

The information will be collected on 
paper using a mail survey. 

III. Data 

OMB Control Number: 0648–0591. 
Form Number(s): None. 
Type of Review: Regular submission 

(revision and extension of a currently 
approved collection). 

Affected Public: Business or other for- 
profit organizations; individuals or 
households. 

Estimated Number of Respondents: 
650 (permit holders) and 1,200 (crew). 

Estimated Time per Response: 45 
minutes (permit holders) and 15 
minutes (crew). 

Estimated Total Annual Burden 
Hours: 788. 

Estimated Total Annual Cost to 
Public: $0 in recordkeeping/reporting 
costs. 

IV. Request for Comments 

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether 
the proposed collection of information 
is necessary for the proper performance 
of the functions of the agency, including 
whether the information shall have 
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the 
agency’s estimate of the burden 
(including hours and cost) of the 
proposed collection of information; (c) 
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and 
clarity of the information to be 
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the 
burden of the collection of information 
on respondents, including through the 
use of automated collection techniques 
or other forms of information 
technology. 

Comments submitted in response to 
this notice will be summarized and/or 

included in the request for OMB 
approval of this information collection; 
they also will become a matter of public 
record. 

Dated: May 15, 2015. 
Sarah Brabson, 
NOAA PRA Clearance Officer. 
[FR Doc. 2015–12202 Filed 5–19–15; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510–22–P 

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 

Proposed Information Collection; 
Comment Request; Pacific Islands 
Region Coral Reef Ecosystems 
Logbook and Reporting 

AGENCY: National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric Administration (NOAA), 
Commerce. 
ACTION: Notice. 

SUMMARY: The Department of 
Commerce, as part of its continuing 
effort to reduce paperwork and 
respondent burden, invites the general 
public and other Federal agencies to 
take this opportunity to comment on 
proposed and/or continuing information 
collections, as required by the 
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995. 
DATES: Written comments must be 
submitted on or before July 20, 2015. 
ADDRESSES: Direct all written comments 
to Jennifer Jessup, Departmental 
Paperwork Clearance Officer, 
Department of Commerce, Room 6616, 
14th and Constitution Avenue NW., 
Washington, DC 20230 (or via the 
Internet at JJessup@doc.gov). 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Requests for additional information or 
copies of the information collection 
instrument and instructions should be 
directed to Walter Ikehara, (808) 725– 
5175 or Walter.Ikehara@noaa.gov. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

I. Abstract 

This request is for extension of a 
current information collection. 

National Marine Fisheries Service 
(NMFS) requires any United States 
(U.S.) citizen issued a Special Coral Reef 
Ecosystem Fishing Permit to complete 
logbooks and submit them to NMFS (50 
CFR 665). The Special Coral Reef 
Ecosystem Fishing Permit is authorized 
under the Fishery Ecosystem Plans for 
American Samoa Archipelago, Hawaiian 
Archipelago, Mariana Archipelago, and 
Pacific Remote Island Areas. The 
information in the logbooks is used to 
obtain fish catch/fishing effort data on 

coral reef fishes and invertebrates 
harvested in designated low-use marine 
protected areas and on those listed in 
the regulations as potentially-harvested 
coral reef taxa in waters of the U.S. 
exclusive economic zone in the western 
Pacific region. These data are needed to 
determine the condition of the stocks, 
whether the current management 
measures are having the intended 
effects, and to evaluate the benefits and 
costs of changes in management 
measures. The logbook information 
includes interactions with protected 
species, including sea turtles, monk 
seals, and other marine mammals, 
which are used to monitor and respond 
to incidental takes of endangered and 
threatened marine species. 

II. Method of Collection 

Reports are submitted to NMFS in the 
form of paper logbook sheets and paper 
transshipment forms within 30 days of 
each landing of coral reef harvest. No 
electronic forms or web-based reporting 
is currently available. Notifications are 
submitted via telephone. 

III. Data 

OMB Number: 0648–0462. 
Form Number: None. 
Type of Review: Regular submission 

(extension of a currently approved 
information collection). 

Affected Public: Business or other for- 
profit organizations; individuals or 
households. 

Estimated Number of Respondents: 5. 
Estimated Time per Response: Pre-trip 

and pre-landing notifications, 3 
minutes; logbook reports, 30 minutes; 
transshipment reports, 15 minutes. 

Estimated Total Annual Burden 
Hours: 382. 

Estimated Total Annual Cost to 
Public: $0 (application fees have not 
been set). 

IV. Request for Comments 

Comments are invited on: (a) Whether 
the proposed collection of information 
is necessary for the proper performance 
of the functions of the agency, including 
whether the information shall have 
practical utility; (b) the accuracy of the 
agency’s estimate of the burden 
(including hours and cost) of the 
proposed collection of information; (c) 
ways to enhance the quality, utility, and 
clarity of the information to be 
collected; and (d) ways to minimize the 
burden of the collection of information 
on respondents, including through the 
use of automated collection techniques 
or other forms of information 
technology. 

Comments submitted in response to 
this notice will be summarized and/or 
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