SCRS/1979/016

SECRETARIAT REPORT CONCERNING

puring the 1978 SCRS meeting, the following recommendaticn was made:

W, ..a Working Group be established on data management, which should work closely
with the Secretariat and review the work to be done, system being used, eccnomical
aspects of the work..." {(Section 5.1.a, Report of the Sub-Committee on. Statistics)

The Working Group met during the SCRS Session and “"requested the Sccretarizt that
a questionnaire be sent to each national correspondent to help determine the
long— and short~term data processing to be performed by the Secretariat.”
(hppendix 8 to the 1978 SCRS Report}

This questicnnaire specified by the Group was amplified by the Secretariat and
sent-out to all the national statistical correspondents and labovatories. &t

the present time, ten countries have responded. & surmary of these responses

was circulated among the Group members on April 2, 1979, and is

herewith.

The Group requested the Secretariat "to perform a second comparative study
between the mini-computer and conventional data processing systems” and report
to the 3CRS Chairman before the 1979 SCRS Officers meeting. “This study should
alzo include the possibility of users paying for computer time and outputs
béyvond some minimal level...” (Appendix 3 to the 1978 SCRS Report)

Until the evaluation of the data volume expected to be generated by the Skipjack
Program and of the level of processing required to provids the available data

to users are made,. the Secretariat's study cannot be completed. Therefore,

the Secretariat again requested that the membexrs of the Working Group (Mx. R. H.
Pianet, Convener) answer the following questions:

a) What is the nature of the data which each National Office shouid send
te the Secretariat to be considered as input data?

b) What kind of ocutput and in what format should the Secretariat make
the data available?

@} Which publication series should be maintained and ip what form?

d) When a National Office or a stientist requests that the Secretariat
do a job for them, what can the request entail and who assumes the responsibility
of the bill for the work accomplished?

&) Should the Commission acquire a mini-computer, should the present
system be maintained or should another system be considered?

£} How can data pxchange betwsen the scientists be achieved?
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The Officers met in July in the Canary Islands. They a.so analyzed the pro-
blems involved and suggested’ that the Working Group study and prepare answers
for the following. (SCRS/79/23)

l. What are the objectives of the common data base?
.2. What data should be input and in what‘férmat?
3. wWhat level of processing is required in what format?
i) On a regular basis
ii)  On an.irregular ba§is
4. What output is required in what format?
1) On a regular basis
i1)’ On an irregular basis
5. How should the output be made available?

6. What statistical publication should be maintained and in what format
table; which data should be published?

7. Wwhat is the guideline for doing the Jjob on.ICCAT funding?

8. What are the arrangements to be made for other jobs which are
not in the category described above?

The Officers recommended that as soon as the Group has completed its studies
the Secyetariat should start a gost-effective study on various systems. This
study can be done by the Secretariat staff or by contract with an outside
analyst.

As of the time of writing this report, the Working Group had not finished its
work.

Until the pfoblem is wottled, the Secretariat is following the policy agreed
upon at the 1977 SCRS meeting. concerning the functicns of the Secretariat
processing services:

"a) Duplication of data which recently became available should be
provided to member country laboratories on request at the Commission’s expense.”

"b) The results of regular work (recommended by the Committee) should be
ng@e ava¥lable to the member country laboratories at the Comuission's expense.™
(The, Data Record is included in this category, in terms of data processing.)

L Ye}  Any extvaordinary werk requested by member countries which is sdot
within the scope of the work assigned to the Secretariat by the SCRS should be
borne by the countzy requesting such information.”

(Addendum* 2 to Appendi
to the 1977 SCRS Report) ppendix 4
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REMARKS CONCERNING THE STATISTYICAL BULLETIN

by R. H. Pianmet (Convener)

1, The presentation of the species breakdown could be improved by adding sub-~
totals by area.

2. In each new Statistical Bulletin, the oldest year is eliminated, which means
that the historical data progressively disappears and it is therefore necessary
to keep a complete set of the publication. Moreover, many modifications of
o1d data have been-made, which makes it difficult to evaluate their worth.

In this regard, it would be useful to publish special volumes of the Statis~
tical Bulletin in which all the final data for a 10-year period would be
presented. Before the final publication, a provisional edition should be
circulated among the statistical correspondents so that:

a. they verify and approve the data concerning their country

b. they eliminate, where possible ( and I think that this occurs
frequently) all the "miscellaneous" categories such as “Gear Unknown",
wprea Unknown", and "Mixed Species.”

c. the missing data be completed

At first, two volumes could be published: one for the period previous to
1960 and one for 1960 to 1970.



