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ABSTRACT

The Southeast U.S. shrimp fishery has been the focus of considerable attention in
recent years, the result of both its size and impacts on other fisheries. Seasonal
and/or area closures of the shrimp fishery have been proposed in the Gulf Region
as one means of protecting juvenile fish as well as increasing the shrimp yield.
The impacts of seasonal/area closures on the shrimp processing sector, while
important to this $1.0 billion component of the Southeast U.S. shrimp industry, are
largely unknown to regulatory agencies responsible for imposing any such
restrictions. This paper provides an analysis of 1991 Southeast U.S. shrimp
processing activities based on a survey of processors throughout the Region. The
results can be used to help assess potential impacts on the processing sector
resulting from harvesting regulations.

INTRODUCTION

Expressed on the basis of value, shrimp represented about 60% ofthe 1991
Southeast U.S. (defined as the coastal states extending from North Carolina through
Texas) edible and non-edible commercial seafood harvest. Pounds landed, equalling
167 million (heads-off), received a dockside value of $480 million. About 85% of
the total poundage was Gulf Region based (defined as the coastal states extending
from the Florida West Coast through Texas) compared to about 15% in the South
Atlantic Region (defined as the coastal states extending from North Carolina
through the East Coast of Florida).

The Southeast shrimp fishery has been the focus of considerable attention
in recent years, the result of both its size and its impact on other fisheries and/or
aquatic organisms (especially turtles). Two examples to support the aforementioned

284



Proceedings of the 47" Gulf and Caribbean Fisheries Institute

contention are as follows. First, there has been, and continues to be, movement by
state and federal regulatory agencies to manage for a larger average size shrimp at
harvest as a means of enhancing dockside revenues (the best example of this is the
Texas closure). This goal can best be achieved through seasonal and area closures.
Second, scientific evidence suggests that the by catch of shrimp trawlers is large.
As scientific data accumulate on the impacts of shrimping effort on other fish
species, attempts to limit shrimping effort in particular areas/seasons is likely to be
forthcoming.

According to unpublished NMFS data, the value of shrimp products
processed in the Southeast U.S. equaled $940 million in 1991. The potential
impacts of seasonal/area closures on the processing sector, while important to this
$1.0 billion component of the Southeast shrimp industry, are largely unknown to
the regulatory agencies responsible for imposing any such restrictions. The
objective of this paper is to examine Southeast U.S. shrimp processing activities at
a

sufficient level of detail that would permit analysis of the potential impacts of
harvesting regulations on the processing sector.

The paper, in order to achieve the stated objective, proceeds as follows.
In the next section, a brief review of Southeast shrimp landings, imports, and
processing activities is presented. Then, the methodology used to accomplish the
goal is discussed, followed by the results. The paper concludes with a brief
discussion of relevant findings and potential management implications.

SHRIMP LANDINGS, IMPORTS AND PROCESSING
a. Landings and Imports

Reported southeast commercial shrimp landings for 1973-90 are given in
Table 1 in three-year intervals. As indicated, U.S. warm water shrimp production
(i.e., Southeast landings), exhibited little or no upward trend during the timeframe
considered with average annual production ranging from a low of 129 million
pounds annually in 1973-75 to a high of 188 million pounds annually in 1985-87.
While the long-run Southeast U.S. shrimp poundage has been relatively constant,
the associated deflated value has fallen sharply due to the decline in the deflated per
pound price (Table 1). The per pound deflated price of $2.59 in 1991-93 was only
67% of the $3.89 reported in 1973-75 and only 61% of the peak deflated price of
$4.25 per pound reported in 1976-78.

The decline in the deflated Southeast dockside shrimp price and associated
value is in response to sharply rising imports (Table 2). As indicated, 1991-93
imports averaging 679 million pounds annually (expressed on a headless shell-on
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equivalent weight basis) exceeded 1973-75 average annual imports of 243 million
pounds by about 140%. Furthermore, the vast majority of the increase was after the
1979-81 period and reflects the growth in the Asian farm-raised shrimp production
and subsequent export of much of the production to the U.S. market. (See Keithly
et al., 1993 for a more detailed discussion of the U.S. shrimp import market). In
general, the domestic and imported shrimp prices average within 5% - 10% of one
another when examined in three-year intervals, suggesting one to be a close
substitute for the other. This would imply that imported product could be used in
processing activities when domestic supply is limited, or vice versa.

U.S. imports of shrimp by product form, expressed on a product weight basis, are
presented in Table 3. Shell-on imports advanced from an average of 124 million
pounds annually in 1973-75 to 335 million pounds in 1991-93. Imports of peeled
shrimp advanced from 82 million pounds to 233 million pounds with the most
recent three year period of analysis exhibiting particularly strong growth. Both of
these product forms can be used in a variety of processing activities. Breaded and
canned imports are relatively small in proportion to the total and, because they are
fully processed before entering the U.S., are not subject to any additional
processing activities by U.S. processors.

b. Processing Activities

Shrimp represents the primary component of the Southeast U.S. seafood
processing industry, generally contributing more than 80% of the total edible
production activities by value. According to Keithly et al. (1994), the number of
shrimp processing firms in the Southeast U.S. declined from an average of 176
annually in 1973-75 to only 148 in 1988-90. Despite the decline in number of firms,
the processing quantity advanced from an average of 190 million pounds annually
in 1973-75 to 291 million pounds annually in 1988-90 (product weight). The 1988-
90 total was comprised of 101 million pounds of raw headless product, 81 million
pounds of peeled product, 104 million pounds of breaded product, and 6 million
pounds of ‘other’ product. In general, Keithly et al. (1994) found production of raw
headless and breaded shrimp to be relatively stable during the 1973-90 period,
while the production of peeled shrimp increased significantly. The reader is referred
to the study for additional information regarding historical activities in the
Southeast U.S. shrimp processing sector.

Converted to a headless shell-on weight basis, Southeast U.S. shrimp
processing activities averaged 284 million pounds annually in 1988-90 (Keithly et
al. 1994). As indicated in Table 1, however, Southeast U.S. shrimp landings
averaged only 167 million pounds, indicating a substantial difference between
pounds processed and pounds landed. Imported shrimp used in processing
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activities, to a large extent, accounts for the difference between the two figures.
Growth in imports used in Southeast U.S. shrimp processing activities has been
documented by Roberts et al. (1992).

METHODOLOGY

As noted, the objective of this paper is to examine Southeast U.S. shrimp
processing activities at a sufficient level of detail that would permit analysis of the
potential impacts of harvesting regulations on the processing sector. While the
National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) collects annual processing information
from all shrimp processors in the Southeast U.S., this information is not at a level
of detail needed to accomplish the aforecited objective.

While the NMFS shrimp processing database is not at a level of detail
needed to accomplish the aforecited objective, it does provide the population of
shrimp processors in the Region. In 1991, a total of 130 shrimp processing firms
were active in the Southeast U.S., according to NMFS records. About 95 of these
firms reported processed shrimp sales in excess of $200 thousand. The authors
selected a sample from these 95 firms to administer a detailed questionnaire. The
questionnaire elicited information on monthly shrimp processing activities for the
1991 calendar year (see Keithly and Roberts, 1994, for a copy of the questionnaire
and additional discussion of the sampling techniques and survey). In total, 50 firms
throughout the Southeast U.S. were included in the analysis. This represented more
than 50% of the population of firms with 1991 reported processed shrimp sales in
excess of $200 thousand. Output among firms with processed shrimp sales less than
$200 thousand represented less than one percent on the industry total and were
therefore not considered during the survey process.

For purposes of analysis, surveyed firms were divided into three
categories: (1) those with processed shrimp sales of <$5.0 million, (2) those with
processed shrimp sales from $5.0 million to $15.0 million, and (3) those with
processed shrimp sales > $15.0 million. These categories are referred to in this
paper as small, mid-sized, and large firms, respectively.

Finally, different weights were assigned to the three categories of firms
based on the number of firms sampled in each category relative to this population
of firms in that category. The data collected from the survey of processors was then
extrapolated to the population, based on these weights, to provide an estimate of
industry-wide processing activities in the Southeast Region. Hence, all results
presented herein are industry estimates derived from the sample of firms (see
Keithly and Roberts, 1994, for details). These results are presented in the next
section of the paper.
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RESULTS
Results are presented in two sections. First, an analysis of raw material
supplies used in 1991 Southeast U.S. shrimp processing is presented. Then,
processing activities are analyzed.

A. Raw Material (i.e., Unfinished Shrimp) Supply
a. Raw Material Types

Asnoted, Gulfand South Atlantic shrimp processors utilize both domestic
and imported shrimp to meet their processing needs. The types of shrimp that they
use fall into four basic categories: (1) fresh/frozen heads-on shrimp, (2) fresh/frozen
headless shrimp, (3) fresh/frozen raw peeled shrimp, and (4) other peeled shrimp
products. The first category of shrimp, i.e., fresh/frozen heads-on, is essentially a
domestic product. Fresh/frozen headless shrimp can be of either a domestic or
imported origin. The two peeled categories are essentially imported products.
Estimated monthly purchases of domestic shrimp used in 1991 Southeast U.S.
shrimp processing activities are reported in Table 4. In total, an estimated 143.1
million pounds of domestic heads-on shrimp and 56.9 million pounds of
domestically produced headless shrimp were used in 1991 Southeast U.S. shrimp
processing activities. This translates into a total of 148.5 million headless pounds
when the heads-on shrimp are converted to a headless weight basis using a
conversion factor of 0.63.

Estimated monthly purchases of imported shrimp used in 1991 Southeast
U.S. shrimp processing activities are reported in Table 5. As indicated, an estimated
total of 103.7 million pounds of imported shrimp (expressed on a headless shell-on
equivalent weight basis) was used in 1991 Southeast U.S. shrimp processing
activities. This total was comprised of 59.5 million pounds of headless shell-on
product and 34.5 million pounds of peeled product.

A comparison of the information contained in Tables 4 and 5 highlights
three features. First, the information suggests that the total industry purchases,
expressed on a headless shell-on weight, and equaled 244.1 million pounds in 1991.
Forty-two percent of these purchases (103.7 million pounds) consisted of an
imported product. Hence, while imported product constituted a minority of the raw
material used in 1991 Southeast U.S. shrimp processing activities, import usage was
sizeable.

A second feature highlighted by a comparison of the data in the two tables
is that variation in domestic raw material purchases was substantially higher than
that of the imported product. Total Southeast U.S. shrimp landings, as noted in the
introduction, equaled 167 million pounds in 1991. About 85% of this total
production (144.8 million pounds) was harvested from the Gulf Region. All but 3.0
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million pounds of the 148.5 million pound domestic purchases by processors (see
Table 4) was estimated to be Gulf Region based, which indicates that essentially all
of the Gulf Region production is used in processing activities, i.e., total Gulf
Region landings equaled 144.8 million pounds and estimated processing activities
from Gulf landed product equaled 145.5 million pounds. The variation in the
monthly purchases of domestic shrimp essentially mirrors the seasonal nature of the
Gulf Region shrimp fishery (see Keithly and Roberts, 1994, for additional details).
A final feature highlighted by the data reflects the fact that variation in monthly
purchases of imported raw material product was inversely related to the variation
in purchases of the domestic raw product. In particular, in the months when
domestic raw material purchases were highest (May through August), import raw
material purchases are lowest. This suggests that imported product was used
seasonally when domestic product is more limited. As discussed by Keithly and
Roberts (1994), this was particularly true among small (i.e., processed shrimp sales
of <$5.0 million) and mid-sized (i.e., processed shrimp sales of $5.0 million to
$15.0 million) firms.

Annual shrimp purchases by size of firm for the 1991 year are presented
in Table 6. As indicated, reliance on imports increased in relation to firm size.
Among small firms, for example, 11% of total purchases consisted of an imported
product (i.e., 3.8 million pounds compared to total purchases of 34.7 million
pounds). the share increased to 20% among mid-sized firms and equaled 60%
among large firms. This finding is expected, given the fact that the larger the
operation, the more difficult it becomes to secure the needed raw material product
from domestic sources on a year round basis.

The information contained in Table 6 also suggests that the purchase price
of the raw material increased in relation to firm size for comparable raw material
products. For example, the domestic product (converted to a headless weight) was
purchases by small firms at an average price of $2.35 per pound compared to $2.65
per pound among mid-sized firms and $3.56 per pound among large firms. These
differences, as will be discussed later, reflect two factors. First, the average size
count of domestic shrimp purchases increased with firm size. Second, dependence
on wholesalers increased with firm size which necessitates an additional marketing
(cost) level.

b. Shrimp Sizes

For purposes of the study, processors were asked to identify the percentage
of domestic and imported 1991 shrimp purchases that fell into the following
headless size categories: <30 count to the pound, 31-70 count to the pound, and >70
count to the pound. Purchases of domestic and imported shrimp by size count was
estimated based on the responses, the results of which are presented in Table 7.
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Domestic shrimp. As indicated, estimated industry use of domestic raw
material supply was comprised as follows: <30 count shrimp, 24%; 31-70 count
shrimp, 39%; and >70 count shrimp, 37%. As firm size increased, the use of larger
domestic shrimp, as a percentage of the total by firm size, also increased. For
example, <30 count headless shrimp comprised only 16.2% of domestic shrimp
usage among small firms compared to 36.2% among large firms. Shrimp >70
headless count, on the other hand, comprised an estimated 46.1% of total domestic
shrimp usage among small firms compared to 41.5% among mid-sized firms and
only 27.7% among large firms.

Imported shrimp. Mid-sized shrimp (i.e., 31-70 count), as identified by the
information contained in Table 7, dominated imported shrimp usage among all three
categories of firms. Among small firms, 31-70 headless count shrimp represented
54% of their imported shrimp usage compared to almost 60% among mid-sized and
large firms. However, use of small (>70 headless count) imported shrimp among
large firms accounted for more than 35% of their imported shrimp usage compared
to less than 25% among mid-sized firms and small firms. As will be shown later,
much of the imports of the >70 count shrimp by the large firms is used in the
production of breaded products and entails the peeled imports.

c. Procurement Source

Domestic procurement. Domestic shrimp supplied can be secured directly
from the fishing fleet, from wholesalers/dealers, or from other sources. If secured
directly from the fishing fleet, the product can be supplied from a processor’s own
boats/vessels or from other boats/vessels. Estimated procurement sources for
domestic shrimp by Southeast processors in 1991 are outlined in Table 8. In total,
an estimated 43% of the domestic supply (60.1 million pounds) was purchased
directly from the fishing fleet while virtually all the remaining domestic supply was
procured through wholesalers/dealers.

Direct dependence from the fishing fleet for domestic procurement
declined in relation to firm size. Among small firms, for instance, 60% of domestic
raw material supply was secured directly from the fishing fleet. For mid-sized firms,
the share fell to 43%. The share equaled 31% among large firms. The observed
decline in relation to firm size is expected, given the different types of operations.
Many of the small and mid-sized firms are more seasonal in nature with processing
activities heavily dependent on a constant raw material supply throughout the year.
Hence, they rely more heavily on wholesalers/dealers throughout the region to
provide them with the needed domestic raw material.

The information in Table 8 also suggests that company fleets provide a relatively
small share of the domestic supply secured directly from the fishing fleet. In total,
only 5.5% of the domestic supply secured directly from the fishing fleet was
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estimated to come from company boats. The range was from 6.4% among small
firms to 4.4% among large firms.

Import procurement. U.S. shrimp imports in 1991 equalled close to 540 million
pounds (product weight) with more than 50 countries contributing to the total.
Three countries, however P Ecuador, Thailand, and china P accounted for more
than 50% of the total.

As noted, the estimated use of imported shrimp in Southeast U.S. processing
activities equalled 103.7 million pounds (headless shell-on equivalent weight) in
1991. Estimated imports from China (32.4 million pounds) accounted for 31% of
the total. Ecuadorian imports, estimated to equal 25.1 million, represented an
additional 24% of the total. Imports from other countries significantly contributing
to 1991 Southeast U.S. shrimp processing activities included Thailand (9.6 million
pounds, 9%), Honduras (6.4 pounds, 6%), Indonesia (5.0 million pounds, 5%),
Colombia (4.2 million pounds, 4%), and India (4.1 million pounds, 4%).

PROCESSING ACTIVITIES

Processing activities are reported in two sections, In the first section, information
on processed quantities and the raw materials used in these processed quantities are
examined. In the second section, processed prices are considered.

a. Processed quantities

Monthly information was collected on the production of five processed shrimp
products: (1) raw headless shrimp, (2) peeled raw shrimp, (3) peeled cooked
shrimp, (4) breaded, and (5) ‘other’ shrimp products. Based upon the responses by
the fifty Southeast firms included in the analysis, monthly industry-wide production
of these products was estimated, the results of which are presented in Table 9. As
indicated, annual industry-wide production of raw headless shrimp equalled 77.0
million pounds; production of peeled raw shrimp equalled 78.5 million pounds
(product weight); peeled cooked production equalled 12.9 million pounds (product
weight); breaded production equalled 85.8 million pounds (product weight); ‘other’
production equalled 4.2 million pounds (product weight). By and large, these
numbers compare favorably with data maintained by the National Marine Fisheries
Service. Unpublished NMFS data for 1991 indicated production of 94 million
pounds of raw headless shrimp, 78 million pounds of peeled shrimp (raw and
cooked), and 100 million pounds of breaded shrimp. Total production, expressed
on a headless shell-on basis, equalled 265 million pounds. Hence, results from the
current study suggest that raw headless and breaded productions are underestimated
while peeled production is overestimated (assuming the unpublished NMFS data
are accurate). In total, the difference was about 6% (i.e., 249.0 million pounds
compared to 265.0 million pounds).
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The information is Table 9 suggests considerable variation in raw headless,
peeled raw, and ‘other’ production. Variation in the production of peeled cooked
and breaded output was much less evident. The reason for the monthly variation in
the production of these three products and lack there of in the production of the
other two products can be ascertained from the information contained in Table 10.

As indicated, the output of raw headless shrimp, peeled raw shrimp, and
‘other’ shrimp was highly dependent on domestic shrimp landings which are also
highly seasonal (see Table 4 for monthly domestic purchases). About 85% of
industry-wide production of peeled raw shrimp in 1991 was found to be derived
from domestic raw product while close to 80% of the raw headless and ‘other’
shrimp output was domestic raw material product based. In contrast to this finding,
only 4% of the peeled cooked product and less than one percent of the breaded
product was derived from domestic raw material.

The information in Table 10 also indicates that the overwhelming majority
of domestic large shrimp production (i.e., <30 count headless) was used in raw
headless processing activities. While size of shrimp used in the production of the
different product forms was not differentiated between domestic and imported
shrimp, the aforecited statement can be substantiated with a few facts. First, all Gulf
of Mexico production appears to be processed. Second, domestic landings are
basically used in the production of three product forms: raw headless, peeled raw,
and ‘other’ shrimp products. However, very little large shrimp is used in the
production of the latter two products. Hence, essentially all domestic production of
large shrimp must go into raw headless processing activities. Using the same logic,
it can be surmised that the overwhelming majority of domestic small shrimp (i.e.,
>70 count) is used in peeled raw processing activities and to a much lesser extent
the production of ‘other’ shrimp products (due to relatively small total production
of ‘other’ processed shrimp products). Domestic landings of mid-sized count shrimp
appear to be distributed somewhat evenly between raw headless and peeled raw
activities.

Peeled raw material, as indicated, was used primarily in breading activities
and, to a lesser extent, peeled cooked activities. The heads-on raw material was
overwhelmingly used in the production of peeled raw output.

Estimated raw headless production of processed shrimp by firm size is
presented in Table 11. Large firms accounted for 50% of annual production
compared to 33% among mid-sized firms and 17% among small firms. Domestic
shrimp accounted for 76% to 80% of raw headless output among all three categories
of firms. Large firms, however, used a much higher percentage of <30 count shrimp
in their raw headless processing activities than did either the mid-sized or small
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firms. This finding relates directly to the relatively large purchases of <30 count
domestic shrimp by the large firms (see Table 7).

Estimated peeled raw shrimp processing activities by size of firm is
presented in Table 12. While domestic raw material served as the basis for the
majority of raw peeling activities among all firms categories, there existed a
generally lessening of the dependence in relation to firm size. Among small firms,
for example, domestic shrimp constituted an estimated 97% of the raw input used
in the production of peeled raw shrimp. Among large firms, the share was less than
80%. In addition, large firms used a much lower percentage of small shrimp in their
peeled raw activities than did either the small or mid-sized firms. To some extent,
this may reflect the higher import usage in the production of peeled raw product in
relation to firm size.

Breading activities by size of firm are presented in Table 13. As indicated,
the vast majority of breading activities was conducted by large firms. Both groups
of firms that processed breaded shrimp used essentially all imported raw material
in their breading activities. Mid-sized firms used primarily headless shell-on shrimp
in their production of breaded shrimp while large firms depended more on peeled
raw material. Mid-sized firms also used a larger count shrimp, on average, in their
production of breaded products. Less than 20% of the raw product used by mid-
sized firms was <70 count shrimp compared to more than 40% among the larger
firms. This likely relates to the fact that peeled imported shrimp, of which large
processors are more dependent upon heading operations, tends to be a smaller size
count than headless shell-on imported shrimp.

The small number of firms producing peeled cooked and other shrimp
products limits meaningful discussion of their products with respect to firm size.
Peeled cooked products were overwhelmingly produced by large firms (an
estimated 94% of the total). While ‘other’ products were produced by all firms
categories. The number of firms in each category was extremely small (one or two).
b. Prices of processed products

Prices received by processors for the different product forms are reported
in Table 14. The weighted average industry price reported for raw headless
processed shrimp was $4.56. Small firms received a much lower price per pound
($3.74) than did either the mid-sized firms ($4.78) or large firms ($4.56). The
relatively low price received by the small firms clearly reflects the smaller average
size shrimp used in their production of a raw headless processed product (see Table
11). More difficult to explain is the lower price received by large firms when
compared to mid-sized firms. One explanation is that some of the large firms that
produced only raw headless product acted only as custom packers. The custom
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packers worked only on commission. As such, the reported sales price is
‘artificially’ low, since profits are not included.

The industry-wide peeled raw processed price was found to equal $3.25
per product weight pound. The relatively low price received by mid-sized firms
($2.87) reflects their high usage of >70 count shrimp in their processing activities
(see Table 12). Similarly, the relatively high price received by large firms ($3.75)
reflects their higher use of larger shrimp.

Peeled cooked shrimp received an average price of $5.44 per product
weight pound compared to $2.95 for the breaded product and $6.52 for ‘other’
processed products. Mid-sized firms received a higher price than did large firms for
the breaded product reflecting, in part, larger shrimp used in production.

DISCUSSION

The analysis of Southeast processing activities to present clearly highlights
a single feature. Any management actions that reduces the overall domestic catch
is going to disproportionately impact the raw headless and peeled raw components
of the processing industry. Breaded processing activities and peeled cooked
processing activities would be only indirectly impacted from a management action.
This indirect impact would likely come from increased competition among peelers
for the imported product.

Seasonal/area closures that would allow small shrimp to increase in size
would primarily impact the peeling (raw) component of the Southeast U.S. shrimp
processing industry. As reported by Keithly and Roberts (1994), May and June
accounted for more than one-half of the landings of small shrimp (>70 count) in the
Gulf Region in 1991. One-third of the peeled raw processing activities, by
comparison, occurred in this two month period (see Table 9). Conversely, one-third
of the large shrimp (<30 count) were landed in the two month period of July and
August in 1991 according to Keithly and Roberts (1994). Estimated raw headless
processing activities in this two month period equalled 28% of the total. Hence, a
closure in May and June would likely negatively impact peeled raw processing
activities but would likely enhance raw headless processing activities.

As regulatory agencies attempt to ‘fine tune’ shrimp management
measures, the impacts on the processing sector should be considered. The
information provided in this paper will help to analyze those impacts.
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Table 1. Reported Southeast Ce ial Shrimp Landings, 1973-93 (3 yr. avgs.).
Value Dockside Price
Pounds
Time Period Landed Carrent Deflated" Current Deflated
Mills $ Mill e $/1b

197375 1289 187.9 501.5 1.46 1.89
1976-78 165.3 274 702.3 198 4.25
1979-81 160.4 4121 664.0 257 4.14
1982-84 153.9 482.0 630.9 313 4.10
1985-87 188.3 530.4 628.4 2.8 3134
1988-90 166.7 4492 472 270 2.84
1991-93 156.5 4M5 4058 2718 2.59

* Expressed on a headless weight basis.
* The defated value and price are expressed in 1990 dollars, based on the Consumer Price Index,
Source: U.S. Department of Commerce (1973-90).

Table 2. U.S. Shrimp Imports, 1973-93 (3 yr. avgs).
Value Price
Time Period  Quantity* Current Deflated® Current Defated
Mill, b8 comnes § Mill, sosmsmns e $/b weeranses
197375 2433 3384 897.7 1.39 369
1976-78 261 .4 458.8 989.0 1.76 i
1979-81 262.1 TIRB 1,155 .74 441
108284 81T 1,1439 1,491.1 295 1.85
1985-47 509.1 1,442.5 1,708.8 283 16
198800 S80.4 1,706.2 1,798.1 294 310
199193 678.6 2,015 1,874.5 297 276

* Expressed on a headless shell-on weight hasis.
* The deflated value and price are expressed in 1990 dollars, based on the Consumer Price Index.

Source: U.S. Department of Commerce (1973-90).
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Table 3. U.S. Shrimp Imports by Product Form, 1973-93 (3 yr. avgs.)
Product Weight
Time Period Shell-on Peeled Breaded Canned
Mill, Ibs
1973-75 124.2 82.4 1.6 34
1976-78 118.9 96.4 1.3 2.6
1979-81 134.4 82.3 33 43
1982-84 209.2 97.1 8.8 10.7
1985-87 268.3 127.2 1.8 16.7
1988-90 352.8 137.5 1.3 11.7
1991-93 335.5 232.8 1.4 8.9

Source: U.S. Department of Commerce (1973-90).
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Table 4. Estimated Manthly Purchases of Domestic Shrimp
Usad in 1991 Southeast U.S. Shrimp Processing
Aclivities,
Month Heads-on Headless Total*
1,000 1bs
January 3,172 2,421 4,420
February 1,847 1,681 2,848
March 2,501 1,701 327
April 3,520 2,013 4,230
May 24,725 4918 20,4594
June 29,419 5,397 23,931
July 17,378 8,034 18,983
August 11,097 2,107 16,009
September 11,174 6,438 13,478
October 16,657 6,798 17.291
Naovember 14,166 4948 13,872
December 7455 3445 9,584
Total 143,111 56,901 148,513

* Heads-on poundags were converted to & headless basis using a
conversion factor of 0.63.
Source: Compiled from Kzithly and Roberts (1994).

Table 5. Estimated Monthly Purchases of Imported Shrimp
Used in 1991 Southeast U.S. Shrimp Processing
Activities.
Hezdless Pesled Raw
Month Shell-Oa and Orher Total*
- 1,000 Tbs —eeemmm —_—
January 5,807 3,048 9708
February 5.889 3,689 10,659
March 5.197 3.047 9,099
April 5246 2,600 B.574
May 4444 2231 7.29%
June 3210 2,383 6,260
July 3,775 2,257 6.666
August 4,542 2,842 8,181
September 5127 2,880 B.813
October 5.651 2816 9,256
November 5,878 3,264 10,056
December 4,708 3,400 9138
Total 59,474 34,517 103,709

* Expressed on 2 headless shell-on equivalem weight using a
conversion factor of 1,28 for pecled raw and other.
Source; Compiled from Keithly and Roberts (1994).

298



Proceedings of the 47" Gulf and Caribbean Fisheries Institute

Table & Evimarsd Kaw Matesial Shrimyp Paechisss Unsd in 1991 Souheant U5, Shrisp Proceaisg
Acrrvit, by Shos of Firm
Firm Sas
< 4.0 il e > 3150 Ml
[xmesaig Prodect
Hesss-on {1,000 B4} PRI o1 4,57
e [E1] (k) 168
Headless 11000 183 131 20,860 0,500
1 i I W
Totsr 380 0.7 4,484
{1 LR L] L 1%
Imporssd Froges:
ik Al |0 00,000 1) Lm| [ 43,18
i (F1] m 14
Pebed (1000 Bal 0 (£ 12,39
i - 1% an
Toul* 1840 14l 00
1 5] m in LES
TOTAL' 7 78434 140,54

+ Vol domestic powadi and price pee ound |5 prosaniad on o beadiens hasi B i
+ Toast imperd poens a=d price per pound i presemed o 2 headiedt shel-on weight Basis. ;

§ TOTAL pauits combaal donslic 154 enpnad riw suserinls epressed 0 o husdies sheflon =eight
basis

Sowrer Comgiled from Kelthly and Robers (1954).

Table 7. Estimated Purchases of Shrimp (Domestic and Imports) Used in 1991 Southeast U.S. Shrimp
Processing Activities (given on a percentage basis) by Size of Firm.*
Firm Size
< $5.0 Mil. $5.0 - $15.0 Mil. > $15.0 Mil. Total
Ix
< 30 ct. (%) 16.2 16.0 36.2 4.2
30-70 ct. (%) 316 41.6 36.1 38.7
> 70 ct. (%) 46.1 41.5 21.7 371
Imports
< 30 ct. (%) 25.7 16.8 44 7.0
30-70 ct. (%) 539 58.6 50.7 593
> T0ct. (%) 20.3 246 359 337

* All count size data are provided on a headless weight basis.
Source: Compiled from Keithly and Roberts (1994).

299



Proceedings of the 47" Gulf and Caribbean Fisheries Institute

a6 Sy pue Spypey wos papdoog eanog
sy owes Ag asundsag-uou oy anp e paodas

(100 puned uomiw § g1 3Y) VR $53] 46 Inoqe 5| (spunod oty £ 0F1) 31qE Sty w uaad el eyl .

6hT [ 0 0 B2y
SOE08 BESTEE LFOPE GOTTI SIAER] IR [ESA 0 M,
F¥d 956 L'¥0 9eLh (%) sIeog =20

s e £y P (4] smag] umQ
U009 05e' 51 SL0°07 L9781 W] A

swagg Ajddng

"1 o 1 Y

JEI0], mupsls < mups-0cE i gy = BUN0G WAMRINI0]

ang wuy
10§33G
furssarony dwigg ISEIN0G AU A SN0E IWHEAINI0L] dmligy JnsMue [a6G1 paEwnNEY " BeL

300



Proceedings of the 47" Gulf and Caribbean Fisheries Institute

Tuble § muﬂhmﬂ-ﬁwum—mbpﬁm“m
Sactee, 1951
Prodec Fors®

Mosst H:::- Fesiec Bam c:h:d Ermadnd Ot Towl
)

Janaary 3T 6T LIM €504 L] 12,766
Febrmary 1903 2 53 L L] 11,85
Mlarch 333 .18 e [ K n 12,867
gl 5.628 1663 " 518 L 3 e
Bias [N =] ¥ .06 [ m 51
Jume 1238 188 1243 [ 107} " kIRCE]
Juty (G b 25 1.0 [ 1] as 26,731
At (] L} ot 1088 2. "o 4.7
Sepiember .30 €000 L .59 204 Hnm
Dewoker LT L9 (-1 1810 an w51
Mevember 6,853 AT 1390 7199 a3 EER =)
December 3575 ESE 1401 &2 156 16T
Tioeal 15T a2 A A 4 20004

352.3 million poundi. mdnmnﬁ,ﬂﬁwmm-—dmm
sheil-on weght frrm the Siflerent gradss waighs. ]

?!Htﬁlﬂm“imufmlﬂt'h’ -wd-:h--lnfﬂh—iunl-m-n\-n

hiell-om aquivilent wegee.

Sourze Kexdy and Rabers (1994)

Table 10. Information on Southeast Industry-Wide Production of Different Processed Products.
Product Form
Faw Headless Peeled Raw Peeled Cooked Breaded Other
Taotal Output (1,000 Ths) 76,973 78452 12,879 85,802 4,192

Raw Material (1.000 Tbs)

Heads-on 12,087 118,160 852 0 12,906

Heads-off 70,159 15,209 8,179 20,285 3,268

Pecled —— — 6,050 28,139 437
Supply Sources (%)

Domestic 8.1 BB 39 08 8.6

Imports e 15.2 96.1 9.2 21.4
Size Count (%)

< et 40.9 s 99 10.7 00

30-70 ct 50.2 3.1 .6 49.1 50.2

> T0et £9 5.9 10.5 40,2 498
ource: Kerthly [ILEEIN
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