Evaluating options for calculating limits to human-caused mortality of marine mammails
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Why a Tier PBR Approach?

To conserve and promote recovery of marine
mammal (MM) stocks In U.S. waters, the Marine
Mammal Profection Act (MMPA) established ©
procedure for Ilimiting annual human-caused
mortality, known as the Potential Biological
Removal (PBR). PBR is calculated for each stock
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Implications

When abundance estimates are imprecise, both
averaging approaches allow a higher Nmin
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