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INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this Investigation 1s to provide baseline Information 

on the structure, operations and performance of the harvesting sector of 

the north Pacific albacore fishery. To this end, the Coastwide Data Base 

(CWDB) 1s used to examine the fishing activity of vessels that have 

participated 1n the north Pacific albacore fishery from 1974 through 1976.

The CWDB 1s a comprehensive source of Information on commercial 

fishing activity for the states of Washington, Oregon, and California from 

1974 through 1976. It contains data for all vessels that had commercial 

landings 1n these states for that period. Each vessel 1n the CWDB 1s 

described 1n terms of Its physical characteristics, and Its landings are 

summarized weekly by species, gear type, port of landing, pounds landed, 

and average price per pound (Coastwide Summary Data Base General User’s 

Manual, 1980).

METHOD

During the period 1974 through 1976, over four thousand distinct 

vessels landed albacore at continental, Pacific coast ports. Approximately 

two thousand vessels landed albacore 1n each year, but only 780 vessels 

landed albacore 1n all three years. Altogether, there were data for over 

ten thousand vessels that participated 1n Pacific coast fisheries during 

the years 1974-76 1n the CWDB, but only 25% had annual ex-vessel revenues 

of $10,000 or more. This Information has been used as a basis for 

creating the various data sets that enter the analysis.
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A consistent perspective was needed to analyze the behavior of vessels 

that had participated 1n the north Pacific albacore fishery from 1974 

through 1976. To accomplish this, any vessel 1n the annual CWDB population 

of vessels (CWDB fleet) that landed albacore, 1n the year under 

consideration, was classified as part of the "Albacore Fleet" for that 

year. A subset of vessels, hereinafter referred to as the "Panel Fleet," 1s 

made up of those vessels that landed albacore 1n all three years, 1.e. 

belonged to the albacore fleet 1n each year 1974 through 1976. Therefore, 

for each year there will be a CWDB fleet and an albacore fleet; the panel 

fleet exists for all three years, 1974 - 1976.

In addition, vessels 1n the CWDB fleet and the albacore fleet for each 

year, and the panel fleet are categorized according to their annual ex

vessel revenue: one category consists of vessels that had annual ex-vessel 

revenues of $10,000 (Ten-K) or more from all species landed; the other 

contains those vessels having annual ex-vessel revenues less than $10,000 

from all species landed.

Annual landings of albacore reported 1n the CWDB ranged from a high of 

24,400 tons 1n 1974, to a low of 16,500 tons 1n 1976, with the 

corresponding ex-vessel revenues from albacore ranging from $18 million to 

$15 million (Table 1). For those vessels 1n the albacore fleets, ex-vessel 

revenue from albacore averaged 41% of the ex-vessel revenue from all 

species 1n 1974, and fell to 19% 1n 1976. For Individual vessels 1n the 

albacore fleets, the annual ex-vessel revenue from albacore ranged from 

less than 1% to 100% of the annual ex-vessel revenue from all species. A
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relatively small proportion of the albacore fleet accounted for the 

majority of the albacore landed each year: 10% of the fleet landed 40% of 

the albacore and 20% of the fleet landed 60% of the albacore 1n all three 

years (Figures 1, 2, and 3).

Over this period, annual ex-vessel revenues averaged $16,600 and 

ranged from less than $5,000 to over $1,000,000 (Table 2). Over 75% of the 

vessels had annual ex-vessel revenues of less than $10,000. Vessels 

landing only salmon had the lowest average annual ex-vessel revenue. 

Vessels landing no salmon had the highest average annual ex-vessel revenue.

Partitioning the CWDB fleets Into vessels which landed only salmon, 

vessels which landed salmon and other species, and vessels landing no 

salmon, allowed cross comparisons among these vessel types, where "vessel 

type" refers to the species groupings that the vessel lands. Based on the 

1974-1976 average percentage of total annual landings In major species 

groups, by Ten-K vessels 1n the CWDB, salmon only vessels land most of the 

pink, chum, sockeye, steelhead, and miscellaneous salmon, while combination 

vessels land most of the Chinook and coho salmon as well as half of the 

albacore. Non-salmon vessels land half of the albacore, and most of the 

other tropical tuna and bonlta, groundflsh, and flatfish (Table 3).

Physical characteristics of vessels vary greatly; vessels range from 

less than 20 feet to over 100 feet 1n length (Table 4). Over 65% of the 

vessels 1n the CWDB fleet for each year are under 35 feet 1n length, while 

over 65% of the vessels In each of the albacore fleets and the panel fleet, 

are 35 feet or greater 1n length. Relatively few of the Ten-K vessels are 

less than 35 feet 1n length.
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The principal gear types used by the vessels 1n the Ten-K, CWDB are 

troll gear and m 1 scelleaneous gear (Table 5). The distributions for 1974 

and 1975 are relatively unchanged. However, 1n 1976, practically half of 

the vessels 1n the CWDB fleet did not report a gear type(s), which 

partially explains the absence of purse seine and drift net gears for 

salmon only vessels 1n that year. It should also be pointed out that pole 

and line gear (bait boat), a gear used 1n the albacore fishery, was not 

explicitly Identified 1n the CWDB.

A performance summary of Ten-K vessels 1n the CWDB 1s given 1n Table 

6. Average annual ex-vessel revenue per vessel by target species and by 

length class 1s shown 1n part A. The average annual ex-vessel revenue for 

Ten-K vessels landing only salmon was $28,900 and $26,000 respectively for 

1974 and 1975, but fell to $15,300 1n 1976 when the number of salmon-only 

vessels earning at least $10,000 decreased by 94%. Average ex-vessel 

revenues for vessels that landed a combination of salmon and other species 

averaged $28,800 1n 1974, $28,800 1n 1975, and rose to $33,500 1n 1976. 

Ten-K vessels that did not land salmon had an average ex-vessel revenue of 

$211,500 from 1974 through 1976. Average annual ex-vessel revenue per Ten- 

K vessel by vessel length category varied considerably from 1974 through 

1976, ranging from $18,000 1n 1974 for Ten-K vessels less than 35 feet 1n 

length to $749,700 for vessels at least 75 feet 1n length for 1976. The 

earnings by vessel type and length class 1n part B of table 6 shows that 

CWDB Ten-K vessels that did not land salmon tended to be larger than 

vessels that landed only salmon and that less than 1% of the Ten-K fleet 

landed just salmon 1n 1976 compared to over 12% during the previous two 

years. A breakdown of average ex-vessel revenue by target species and 

length category for CWDB vessels 1s shown 1n part C of Table 6. The CWDB
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Ten-K vessels under 35 feet long that landed only salmon had the lowest per 

vessel ex-vessel total revenue, averaging $14,000 from 1974 through 1976, 

while Ten-K vessels over 74 feet 1n length that did not land salmon had the 

highest per vessel total ex-vessel revenue, averaging $652,000 over the 

same period.

There are 13 port groups or landing areas in the CWDB (Figure 4). 

These landings areas are:

Washington
(1) Puget Sound
(2) Straits of San Juan de Fuca
(3) Coastal
(4) Columbia River

Oregon
(5) Northern
(6) Central
(7) Southern

Cal 1fornla
(8) Eureka
(9) San Francisco
(10) Monterey
(11) Santa Barbara
(12) Los Angeles
(13) San Diego

These port groups were used to construct two measures of vessel mobility: 

1) the number of different landing areas visited, and; 2) the distance 

between the two most widely separated landings areas visited. The latter 1s 

an ordinal measure based on the numbering of landing areas 1n ascending 

order from north to south. The minimum number of landings areas visited 1s 

1 and the maximum 1s 13. The minimum of the mobility-distance measure 1s 0 

while the maximum 1s 12. For example, 1f a vessel had landings 1n the San 

Francisco and San Diego areas only, the number of landing areas visited 1s 

2. The distance measure 1s 4, since by the ordinal scale: 13 - 9 = 4.
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The mode, mean, and maximum values of vessel mobility, for CWDB Ten-K 

vessels are reported in Table 7. The modal values for distance 1s zero 

for all years and vessel categories. This Indicates that 97% of the vessels 

land in the same general area. Vessels landing a combination of salmon 

and other species 1n 1974 and 1975 have a modal value of two for visits 

Indicating that these vessels landed 1n two distinct and not necessarily 

adjacent landing areas. In 1976, the modal value for visits was one for 

all vessel classes, Indicating that most vessels landed 1n the same general 

area and were less mobile than 1n 1974 or 1975. Vessels that had landings 

1n all the species groups are the most mobile. These measures are based 

on the distribution of the vessel's landings and do not necessarily reflect 

the geographic area covered by the actual fishing operations.

The foregoing discussion should give the reader some Insight Into the 

structure and performance of the CWDB fleets for the years 1974-1976, and 

their Ten-K sub-fleets. The next section will concentrate on those vessels 

Involved 1n the albacore tuna fishery.

THE ALBACORE FLEET

In this section, the CWDB 1s examined 1n order to characterize the 

operations, physical features and performance of the "Albacore Fleet" 1n 

each of the years 1974-1976, and the "Panel Fleet" for all three years. The 

following questions are addressed: (1) what are the physical 

characteristics of the CWDB vessels that landed albacore; (2) where and 

when were albacore landed; (3) how mobile was the fleet; (4) what were the 

species combinations and value of these landings; and, (5) how much did 

albacore contribute to the average vessel's ex-vessel revenue?
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From 1974 through 1976 , 4,585 different U.S. vessels landed albacore at 

U.S. Pacific coast ports. The "Albacore Fleet" averaged 2,169 vessels for 

each of these years, and 50% of the vessels In the albacore fleet had an 

annual ex-vessel revenue of $10,000 or greater. Of the total number of 

vessels that landed albacore over the three year period, 780 of these 

landed albacore in all three years and these vessels comprise the "Panel 

Fleet." In any one year, 1974 through 1976, vessels 1n the panel fleet 

represented 33% of the vessels 1n the albacore fleet, and accounted for 

approximately 60% of the total annual tonnage of albacore landed. Average 

annual landings of albacore for the panel fleet were almost twice the 

annual average of the albacore fleet. A breakdown of average albacore 

landings by year, fleet, and vessel species composition 1s presented 1n 

Table 8.

The Panel fleet was mainly composed of vessels 1n the 35 to 55 foot 

length class (Table 4), over 78% of which reported using troll gear for 

part of their fishing operations. Vessels in this fleet also reported 

using purse seine nets, crab pots, trawl gear and longllne gear (Table 9). 

Pole and line gear (baltboats), was not explicitly Identified 1n the CWDB.

There was a significant shift 1n the geographic distribution of 

albacore landings from 1974 through 1976 (Figure 5, Table 10). In 1974 and 

1975, ports 1n Oregon and Washington received 78% and 67% respectively of 

all the albacore landed which was somewhat unusual, since historically, the 

bulk of the albacore landings were made at California ports. By 1976, west 

coast albacore landings started returning to the historical pattern
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when California ports received 64% of the albacore landed (Table 10). 

Vessels 1n the panel fleet did not land any albacore 1n Washington ports 

during 1976 (Figures 6, 7, and 8).

Based on the number of ports visited and the ordinal distance between 

ports visited, as described above, a combined mobility measure, ((visits + 

d1stance)/2), was calculated for vessels 1n the albacore fleets. This 

combined measure was used to classify vessels as: low mobility, combined 

mobility average not greater than 2.0; medium mobility, combined mobility 

average 2.5 through 4.0; and, high mobility, combined mobility average 

greater than 4.0. According to this classification scheme, the distribution 

of albacore fleet vessels 1s shown 1n Table 11. More than half the Ten-K 

albacore vessels, which would Include members of the panel fleet, fell 1n 

the low mobility class from 1974 through 1976. By comparison, more than 

half the vessels 1n the panel fleet, and panel Ten-K fleet were in the 

medium and high mobility classes from 1974 through 1976.

Vessels that were active 1n the albacore fishery also landed salmon, 

crab, groundflsh, shellfish, and other tuna (yellowfln, skipjack, bluefln, 

blgeye and bonito). Table 12 provides a breakdown of the panel fleet's 

total landings according to the various species combinations landed by 

Individual vessels from 1974 through 1976. While the panel fleet 1s made 

up of CWDB vessels that landed albacore 1n all three of the years 1974 - 

1976, the species combinations landed by these vessels can vary from year 

to year. Therefore, the number of vessels landing a particular species 

combination will not be constant.
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The dominant panel fleet species combination, In terms of number of 

vessels, was albacore - salmon - groundflsh for all three years. On 

average, 280 panel fleet vessels reported landing this combination of 

species during the CWDB period. These vessels also accounted for the 

largest percentage, 24%, of the annual albacore landings by any species 

combination group 1n the panel fleet. The number of vessels landing 

albacore - other tropical tuna averaged slightly less than 10% of the 

fleet, approximately 74 vessels, but these vessels accounted for almost 24% 

of the albacore landings of the panel fleet during the CWDB period. Panel 

fleet vessels which did not land salmon landed 99% of the other tropical 

tuna.

Those vessels that landed any shrimp 1n combination with any other 

species had the lowest average percentage of the annual albacore landings 

by the panel fleet, 2%. Except for the vessels that landed albacore 

exclusively, those vessels 1n the panel fleet that landed a combination of 

albacore and salmon had the highest average landings of albacore as a 

percentage of total landings, 84%, for each of the major species 

combinations during the entire CWDB period. Vessels that landed crab 

and/or shrimp along with other species had the lowest average landings of 

albacore as a percentage of total landings and revenues from albacore 

contributed very little to total ex-vessel revenues for these species 

combinations. Most of the dungeness crab, as well as the shrimp, was 

landed by vessels which also landed albacore, salmon, and groundflsh. 

There were no vessels that landed the species combination of just albacore 

and shrimp.
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Vessels that landed the species combination albacore - other tropical 

tuna had the highest average total ex-vessel revenue per vessel* $104*000 

for the 1974 - 1976 period; vessels that landed only albacore had the 

lowest average total ex-vessel revenue per vessel, $15,000 for the period 

(Table 12).

Simple correlations between ex-vessel revenue, vessel mobility and 

albacore landings were estimated for vessels 1n the panel fleet (Table 13). 

Positive correlations were found between total ex-vessel revenue and 

mobility, albacore landings and mobility, and albacore landings and ex

vessel revenue. The strongest correlation was between albacore landings and 

total ex-vessel revenues which reflects the relative dependency of the 

panel fleet on albacore (Table 12). The comparatively low value for this 

correlation 1n 1976 1s probably attributable to a reduction 1n albacore 

landings relative to other species 1n 1976; 1n 1976, albacore contributed 

less than 40% to total ex-vessel revenues for the panel fleet. The same 

pattern 1n the strength of the correlation between mobility and albacore 

landings 1s not unexpected given the somewhat unusual pattern of albacore 

landings from 1974 through 1976. It 1s assumed that many of the California 

based panel fleet vessels made landings 1n Washington and Oregon during 

1974 and 1975 1n which case their albacore landings would be associated 

with higher mobility compared to that 1n 1976 (Figures 6,7 and 8; Table 

11). The correlations between vessel mobility and total ex-vessel revenue 

exhibit similar behavior, but of a smaller magnitude, which 1s likely due 

to the effect of albacore landings on total ex-vessel revenue, l.e. the 

Interaction between albacore landings, total ex-vessel revenue and mobility 

which 1s not Isolated 1n the simple correlation procedure.
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Table 14 presents average albacore landings* average ex-vessel 

revenue, and average albacore revenue as a percent of total ex-vessel 

revenue by vessel length and vessel mobility for members of the panel 

fleet. In all three years* average albacore landings and average total ex

vessel revenue Increased with vessel mobility and vessel length. Average 

albacore revenue as a percent of total revenue Increased with vessel 

mobility 1n all three years. This Indicates that vessels with a higher 

mobility measure fish more Intensively for albacore. Average albacore 

revenue as a percent of total revenue increases with vessel length up to 

the 75 foot and greater length category. This Indicates that vessels of 

at least 75 feet 1n length landed relatively greater volumes of alternative 

species than smaller vessels during the CWDB period.

CONCLUSIONS

Vessels that participated 1n the north Pacific albacore fishery from 

1974 through 1976 ranged from less than 34 feet to greater than 75 feet 1n 

length. They used several different gears 1n their fishing operations and 

landed albacore and a number of other spec1es/spec1es combinations 

Including salmon, other tuna, crab, shrimp, and groundflsh. Vessels landed 

their albacore catches 1n Washington, Oregon and California. From 1974 

through 1976, about 25% of the vessels that landed albacore accounted for 

over 70% of the albacore landings 1n each year.

Based on the physical characteristics, patterns of operation and 

performance of vessels 1n the CWDB that consistently landed albacore, 1.e„ 

vessels 1n the panel fleet, 1t 1s possible to construct the following 

vessel profile:
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The vessel was between 35 and 54 feet 1n length and probably used 

troll gear in most of its albacore fishing operations. It landed 

albacore at two distinct port areas.

The vessel had average albacore landings of 18 tons from 1974 

through 1976 which accounted for 45% of its total landings, and 

had an average ex-vessel revenue from albacore of $13,983 which 

contributed 47% to Its total ex-vessel revenue.

Along with landing albacore, 1t most likely landed salmon and 

groundflsh which together contributed an average 5.61 tons of 

additional landings and $9,118 in additional ex-vessel revenue. 

Its total annual ex-vessel revenue was 1n excess of $26,000.
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Table 1. Coastwide Summary Data Base Overview, 1974-1976.

1974 1975 1976

Vessels 1n the
Coastwide Data Base

14,181 14,376 16,958

Albacore fleetl 
(vessels)

2,090 2,208 2,208

Albacore landings 
(thousand short tons)

24.4 22.7 16.5

Ex-vessel revenue ($M) 
all species

44.8 37.6 83.2

Albacore revenue as % of 
of total ex-vessel revenue

41.2% 40.2% 18.6%

Albacore fleet vessels with 
ex-vessel revenues >$10k2

1142 1057 1046

Albacore landings 
(thousand short tons)

22.5 20.0 14.6

Albacore revenue as % of 
total ex-vessel revenue

41.5% 39.8% 17.2%

Panel fleet3 
(vessels)

780 780 780

Albacore landings 
(thousand short tons)

15.8 15.2 11.6

Albacore revenue as % of 
total ex-vessel revenue

54.8% 48.6% 38.4%

lAlbacore fleet - Identifiable vessels landing albacore. 
Ten-K fleet - vessels landing albacore with ex-vessel 

revenues greater then $10,000.
■Tanel fleet - Identifiable vessels landing albacore 1n 

all three years.

Source: Coastwide Data Base 1974, 1975, and 1976.
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Table 2. Distribution of vessels (number of vessels) by 
estimated ex-vessel revenues, 1974-1976.

Ex-vessel revenue 
class: 1974 1975 1976

<$5000 9283 10233 10464
5000-9999 1684 1511 194910K-14999 727 697 87 8
15K-19999 419 418 54020K-29999 429 465 641
30K-39999 224 214 336
40K-49999 160 154 209
50K-59999 97 90 124
6OK-69999 82 67 90
70K-79999 57 64 56
80K-89999 34 38 59
90K-99999 47 37 60

100K-199999 129 107 190
200K-499999 66 57 91
500K-999999 57 75 57

1»000K+ 43 34 50
Average ex-vessel revenue for the ent1re fleet

(thousand dollars / vessel)
Fleet:vessel type:'*’ $16.2 $15.1 $18.5

S 3.5 2.8 2.9
C 7.8 7.9 10.4
N 59.9 53.0 57.4

vessels categorized by type:
S - vessels landing only salmon,
C - vessels landing a combination of salmon and other 

species,
N - vessels landing only non-salmon species.
(includes all vessels in the CWDB)

Source: Coastwide Data Base 1974, 1975, and 1976.

jK'
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Table 3. Average percent of total annual landings 
of major species groups by vessel type for 
all CV/DB vessels with ex-vessel revenues
greater than or equal to $10,000, 197 4-
1976.

Species;
S

1Vessel type: 
C N

albacore tuna - 50% 50%

other tuna - >1% 99%+

Chinook & coho salmon 5% 95% -

other salmon 75% 25%

dungeness crab - 75% 25%

groundfish - 30% 70%

flatfish - 30% 70%

shrimp - 50% 50%

herring - 40% 60%

anchovy - 1% 99%

average $/ton 
(three year average)

1740 720 385

^Vessel type:
S - vessels landing only salmon species,
C - vessels landing a combination of salmon and 

other species,
N - vessels landing only non-salmon species, 
groundfish - ocean perch, rockfish, and cod. 
flatfish - sole, halibut, and other flatfish.

Source: Coastwide Data Base 1974, 1975, and 1976
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Table 4. Percentage of vessels by length class and 
vessel category, 1974-1976.

Length 
cl ass CWDBl TEN-K2

ALBACORE
ALBAC0RE3 TEN-K^ PANEL5

(feet)

1974
<34 69 19 21 7 8

35-54 25 55 62 69 70
55-74

75>
4
2

18
8

14 20
3 4

19
3

total
1975

100 100 100 100 100

<34 67 20 21 5 8
35-54 26 54 64 73 70
55-74
75>

5
2

18
8

13 19
2 3

19
3

total
1976

100 100 100 100 100

<34
35-54

66
27

21
54

32 11
52 65

8
70

55-74
75>

5
2

16
9

13 18
3 6

19
3

total 100 100 100 100 100

^•CWDB - Coastwide Data Base - entire fleet 
^TEN-K - entire fleet with estimated ex-vessel revenue 

=>$10,000
5ALBACORE - vessels landing albacore 
^ALBACORE TEN-K - vessels landing albacore w/ ex-vessel 

revenue =>$10,000
PANEL - vessels landing albacore all three years 

Source: Coastwide Data Base 1974, 1975, and 1976.
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Table 8. Average albacore landings* (short 
tons per vessel), 1974-1976.

---- Vessels
alU

landlng 
Ten-K4

albacore------
Panel3

vessel type:4
1974 C 8.3 13.4 15.0

N 20.3 36.2 29.2

all 11.7 19.7 20.2

1975 C 8.4 14.0 14.9

N 14.3 32.1 27.9

all 10.3 18.9 19.5

1976 C 5.5 9.6 10.9

N 10.2 21.2 20.5

all 7.5 14.0 14.8

Albacore fleet
Vessels 1n the albacore fleet with ex-vessel 

revenues greater than or equal to $10,000 
Vessels landing albacore 1n all three years 
1974, 1975, and 1976 

Vessels categorized by:
C - vessel landing a combination of salmon and 

other species,
N - vessel landing only species other than 

salmon.

Source: Coastwide Data Base 1974, 1975, and 1976.
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Table 9. Percentage of albacore Panel fleet 
vessels using specific gear typesi, 
1974-1976.

1974 1975 1976

gear type: 
trol 1 87.8 84.1 78.6

pot 11.3 14.6 12.2

se1 ne 3.3 9.2 2.1

trawl 2.2 2.3 2.2

longl1ne 2.2 2.1 2.2

drift net 1.7 3.1 3.5

set net 0.0 0.0 0.1

mlscel1aneous 47.8 59.6 66.0

not reported 55.4 54.9 53.5

number of distinct 
no gear

gear types: 
10.8 9.2 18.5

one 71.8' 68.5 64.4

two 15.9 20.0 15.1

three 1.4 2.3 2.1

four 0.1 — —

^"types will exceed 100% due to multi-gear 
fishing.

Source: Coastwide Data Base 1974, 1975, and 
1976.
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Table 10. Pacific Coast Landings of Albacore, 1974-1976. 
(thousand short tons)

H1storlcal

1974 1975 1976
average 

(1951-1976)1

Washington 8.4 7.8 3.6 1.9

Oregon 12.5 7.4 3.0 6.0

sub-total 20.9 15.2 6.6 7.9
Cal 1fornla 5.9 7.5 13.9 14.3

Grand-Total 26.8 22.7 20.5 22.2

1 "Fishery Statistics of the United States" 1976.

Source: CWDB - Coastwide Data Base 1974, 1975, and 1976 
Including data from unidentifiable vessels.
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Table 11. Distribution of CWDB vessels by combined 
mobility measure (Index number), 1974-1976.

Mobil1ty:l Low
(0.5-2.4)

Med1urn 
(2.5-4.4)

High
(4.5+)

1974
Fleet Ten-K2
Panel3
Panel Ten-K^

67.3
39.5
26.3

22.7
37.2
41.3

10.1
23.3
32.5

1975
Fleet Ten-K
Panel
Panel Ten-K

68.2
35.0
21.4

17.7
31.5
31.9

14.1
33.5
46.7

1976
Fleet Ten-K
Panel
Panel Ten-K

69.6
48.3
39.6

22.4
35.5
39.8

8.0
16.2
20.6

Mobility measure = (visits + distance) / 2
^Fleet Ten-K - entire CWDB fleet with ex-vessel revenue

=>$10,000.
3Panel - vessels landing albacore 1n all three years.

Panel Ten-K - vessels landing albacore 1n all three years 
and having an ex-vessel revenue =>$10,000.

Source: Coastwide Data Base 1974, 1975, and 1976.
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Table 13. Correlations between ex-vessel revenue, mobility, and albacore 
landings for the albacore Panel fleet, 1974-1976.

total ex-vessel 
—revenues (all 
1974 1975 

specles)- 
1976

------ albacore landings-----
1974 1975 1976

mob1l1ty*
74
75

0.39
- 0.35 -

0.52
0.56 -

76 - 0.01 - 0.21

74 0.84 __ _

albacore 75 - 0.75 -

landlngs 76 0.48

■'•mobility - arithmetic average of the two mobility measures, visits 
and distance, which could range from 0.5 to 12.5

Source: Coastwide Data Base 1974, 1975, and 1976.
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Table 14. Performance profile for the albacore Panel fleet,
1974-1976.

albacore 
landings
(tons)

total ex-vessel
revenue
($K) 

albacore
revenue as

a % of total
revenue

1974 fleet avg. 20.2 27.9 54.8

mobility^- LO
MED
HI

9.0
17.2
44.0

16.2
23.1
55.1

42.1
56.4
60.5

length <35
(feet) 35-54

55-74
75>

3.9
14.8
37.5
81.9

6.4
20.0
46.3

153.3

46.1
56.0
61.3
40.4

1975 fleet avg. 19.5 26.7 48.6

mob111ty LO
MED
HI

7.1
15.4
36.3

14.7
20.5
45.1

32.1
50.0
53.5

length <35
(feet) 35-54

55-74
75>

3.7
15.3
35.3
60.5

6.1
19.9
43.3

138.2

40.3
51.1
54.2
29.1

1976 fleet avg. 14.8 36.0 38.4

mobility LO
MED
HI

12.3
15.4
21.1

36.9
33.6
38.7

31.2
42.9
51.0

length <35
(feet) 35-54

55-74
75>

3.9
13.3
23.2
26.9

10.7
27.7
52.6
194.6

34.1
44.9
41.2
12.9

^mobility classified by the following scale:
LO - average of two mobility Indices <= 2.4
MED - average of two mobility indices between 2.,5 and 4.4
HI - average of two mobility Indices => 4.5

Source: Coastwide Data Base 1974 , 1975, and 1976.
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