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“At the global scale, probably the one thing currgy having the most impadion the oceans)s overfishing
and destructive fishing gear{National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administratiomadidane Lubchenco in an in-
terview on the website Takepart.com on April 7,201

Jane Lubchenco was awarded a Marine Fellowship fhenfPew Charitable Trusts in 1992. Since therhslsebeen in the
forefront of a handful of foundation-subsidizedesttists supported by a frighteningly effective naediachine that has
trumpeted one and only one message: fishing isdehbst of our ocean-related problems.

The Pew Trusts were established by the childreuof Oil founder Joseph Pew and are directed byaadBaf which
Pew family members are in the majority.

Since Ms. Lubchenco was a Pew Marine Fellow, aldmaaldful of ultra-rich foundations — led by Pevlhave spent tens
of millions of dollars on demonizing fishermen EAIGOs and academic institutions. Chief among tigamizations and
academics has been the Environmental Defense Fuchifla. Lubchenco (prior to becoming NOAA head, slas Vice
Chair of the EDF Board). The mechanism to do thss een the creation and perpetuation of the ibbefve’re in the
midst of an ocean crisis caused by fishing.

These foundations have spent millions of dollaitsiting and supporting legislative changes thatehaut fishermen’s
boats, livelihoods and futures at risk for steppafigul of any of a seemingly endless array of megless (in terms of
conservation) regulations. They have spent millioihdollars on insuring through the courts andféderal bureaucracy
that the Secretary of Commerce zealously enforeeryydourdensome regulation inflicted on U.S. fishen. And they
have spent millions of dollars to convince the mytds Ms. Lubchenco stressed less than two weddkstp the begin-
ning of the Deepwater Horizon tragedy began inGh# of Mexico, that fishing is the major threatttee health of the
oceans.

In the time frame over which this has been dorefiheries in U.S. waters have been steadily impgp In fact, the
latest NOAA/NMFS report on the status of our domecfigheries charts the steady increase - in terftisat agency’s
own Fish Stock Sustainability Index — over the istade from 357 to 573, an increase in the sadi#ity of our fisher-
ies of 60% littp://www.nmfs.noaa.gov/sfa/statusoffisheries/8at?28 press.pdf

You can see the end results of these anti-fishkpgrditures in fishing ports from Maine to FlorideTexas, from
Southern California to Alaska, in Hawaii and in thé. offshore possessions: empty docks, abandaessetls and shut-
tered businesses that used to depend in wholegartron fishing for their existence. And for tlastl decade you could
see them as well in the print and broadcast mettigedment as headline-level gospel of every bisgdteaf fisheries “re-
search” accomplished by foundation subsidized sistsrand blaming virtually all of the oceans’ ila fishing.

You can also see the results in the huge slickishadw floating in the Gulf of Mexico, in the cled fisheries, the lost
tourism dollars, the threat to beaches and wildiifen Texas to Florida's East coast and beyond,iatide weeks of fu-
tile efforts by the oil industry and the federalygmment to shut down the well. It's sort of likeetkeystone Cops, but
with wide-ranging and tragic consequences.

Just about every working fisherman is more thanlfanwith what it feels like to have foundationgported “marine
conservation” zealots breathing down his or heknethether fishing from a twenty foot skiff or adundred foot
catcher processor. And that fisherman had bettéarbgiar with every one of dozens of regulations,matter how in-
consequential, and be fishing in conformance Withlatest “conservation” mandates as far as hownywvhere and etc.,
mandates designed farther up the bureaucratic ddydather zealots. The level of scrutiny, the lefanistrust, the level
of overbearing bureaucratic control inflicted oregvcommercial fishery operating in U.S. waterghmy federal govern-
ment today is becoming — some fishermen would aitgues been for years - overwhelming.



There hasn't been a meeting of any federal regifistaéry management council in at least a decaatehidisn’'t been at-
tended by representatives of various ENGOs, cothgtstniving for more and more stringent controfsfishing and fish-
ermen. And time after time, when the Secretaryah@erce approves a Fishery Management Plan oapt@mdment
that the ENGOs think doesn’t punish fishermen adtsly, they will sue the Secretary in federal coortsave the fish”
even more thoroughly.*

Fishermen are required to take federal observel®ard on request to insure that they are fishingphformance with
applicable regulations. The frequency of these éolesd” trips can vary from several times a seagotod00% cover-
age. In the latest amendment to the New Englandidpelcies Fisheries Management Plan, vessels guéed to have
observers on 38% of their trips. In some fisheifisermen are required to notify federal persomngét time before land-
ing so they can be met at the dock and their datcthat trip can be inspected. In some fisheeesh boat is required to
have a vessel tracking system installed and opeiatso that the federal government knows wherdda is and what
its doing 24/7, three-hundred and sixty five day=ar.

This is supposedly necessary to protect our oceaasyet an exploratory drilling rig, a rig twice big as a football field,
worth upwards of a half a billion dollars and wétlcrew of well over a hundred, operating forty-samikes out in the
Gulf of Mexico and drilling in a mile of water, ebquled and sank on April 20. It was in operationhvittle or no federal
oversight, with nothing resembling an environmeirtadact statement filed for its operations in USexs, and with
nothing more rigorous than the oil industry’s, tigeoperators’ and the owners’ assurances thaétvere adequate sys-
tems in place to allow it to avoid environmentaaditers such as the one that has now been ongding Gulf for almost
a month.

Over a mile of pipeline from the rig to a defectitdowout preventer” is a twisted mass a mile dawmrthe sea floor, it's
hemorrhaging oil that when it finally makes it'syw® the surface is forming a slick, now approxieta®,500 miles in
area, that is threatening not just the Gulf of Mexbut, via the Gulfstream, the entire East coast.
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The tag line to NOAA press releases is fdWDAA understands and predicts changes in the Eastenviron-
ment, from the depths of the ocean to the surfa¢¢he sun, and conserves and manages our coastal ara-
rine resources.” Perhap$unless it has to do with offshore drillingshould be added.
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An act of God or nature? Not hardly. To attribuis to anything other than human error would beoheythe wildest
dreams of British Petroleum, Transocean, Halibudiothe Department of the Interior's Minerals Maeamnt Service.
While at this point it's impossible to say whetliee original blowout was due to faulty design, fa@ngineering, faulty
operation or faulty materials, the emphasis hdmeton “faulty.” And to suggest that the federalrsight of anything to
do with the Deepwater Horizon was anything buttfgudr that the “let’s try this” attitude that happlied to almost a
month’s worth of fruitless attempts to staunchftbes of oil, would be tantamount to suggesting thietick was white or
wrong was right.

Reportedly based on the oil industry’s assurantasrothing like this could happen, there were oxtingency plans, no
reliable fail-safe systems, no “what do we do ifscénarios in place, and as a result we have wisalready become an
economic and environmental catastrophe of epicqotimms.
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Dr. MacDonald and other scientists said the goveranh agency that monitors the oceans, the Nationae@n-
ic and Atmospheric Administration, had been slowrtmunt the research effort needed to analyze thekland
assess its effects. Sylvia Earle, a former chigéntist at NOAA and perhaps the country’s best-knowcean-
ographer, said that she, too, was concerned byghee of the scientific response. But Jane Lubchentie
NOAA administrator, said in an interview on Thursga“Our response has been instantaneous and sustain
We would like to have more assets. We would likbeadoing more. We are throwing everything at iathwe
physically can.”(J. Gillis, Size of Qil Spill Underestimated, Sdiets Say, NY Times, 15/13/10 -
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/05/14/us/140il.htmlemail0=y&emc=tnt&pagewanted=prjnt
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According to the New York Times on May Ifederal regulators warned offshore rig operator®ra than a decade ago
that they needed to install backup systems to obtfite giant undersea valves known as blowout prieve, used to cut
off the flow of oil from a well in an emergencyeMmarnings were repeated in 2004 and 20@3bViously they weren’t
installed on the Deepwater Horizon or, evidentlyamy other rigs operating in US waters (E. Lipfod. Broder, Regu-
lator Deferred to QOil Industry on Rig Safetittp://www.nytimes.com/2010/05/02/us/02qulf.htmi@eavanted=print

The Times continug&gency records show that from 2001 to 2007, theese 1,443 serious drilling accidents in off-
shore operations, leading to 41 deaths, 302 ingiaad 356 oil spills. Yet the federal agency (thedvhls Management
Service) continues to allow the industry largelyptdice itself, saying that the best technical etpeork for industry,
not for the government.... Last year, BP, the owhérewell that blew up in the gulf, teamed withestoffshore opera-
tors to oppose a proposed rule that would have iredistricter safety and environmental standardd arore frequent
inspections. BP said that ‘extensive, prescriptiegjulations were not needed for offshore drillimgd urged the miner-
als service to allow operators to define the stiygy would take to ensure safety largely on thein.

So we have a government “watch dog” agency th&tdsing its job; that has established a too comafole relationship
with the industry it's supposed to be regulatinigefié’s no news there, it happens all the timendf tvas all there was to
it the feds could slap some wrists, fire or transfame lower echelon bureaucrats, levy some findget back to busi-
ness as usual.

But as the opening quote from Ms. Lubchenco, thaelyiacclaimed and world renowned ocean scientist is now
running the United States’ ocean agency, cleadicates, there seems to be a lot more going ondingpie bureaucratic
ineptitude.
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In a letter from September 2009, obtained by TheaNéork Times, NOAA accused the minerals agency of a
pattern of understating the likelihood and potentieonsequences of a major spill in the gulf and usrdtating
the frequency of spills that have already occurréggbre. The letter accuses the agency of highligigtithe safe-
ty of offshore oil drilling operations while overtzking more recent evidence to the contrary. Thealased by
the agency to justify its approval of drilling opations in the gulf play down the fact that spillsakie been in-
creasing and understate the “risks and impacts ataental spills,” the letter states. NOAA declinedveral
requests for commentl. Urbina, U.S. Said to Allow Drilling Without Neled Permits, N.Y. Times, 05/13/10 -
http://www.nytimes.com/2010/05/14/us/14agency.htnm&mail0=y&emc=tnt&pagewanted=pr)nt
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At the time the letter quoted in the NY Times deticited above was written, Ms. Lubchenco had leeharge at NO-
AA for the greater part of a year. Why was theresulostantive follow-up by her agency over the wgaing half a year
before the Deepwater Horizon disaster? Where vireréoundation-funded ENGOs as this situation wasld@ing? In
view of what was clearly an ever-increasing rislanfenvironmental catastrophe of an unprecedendgmitade, how
could the same individuals, organizations and gawental agencies — which were and still are sldyigieing the “it's
all about fishing” line** — be so blind to what tled industry was and apparently still is doingoir coastal waters while
carrying on their relentless and environmentallgsensical persecution of fishermen?

How much is this attitude responsible for the inpdsae performance of the Minerals Management Sgraic attitude
which is exemplified by the Deepwater Horizon disabut has staggering implications for the thodsauf other rigs
and wells in US waters? How much is it responditiehe fact that NOAA, the agency charged withtpeting our
oceans, the creatures in them and the businesedetbend on them, was so obviously engaged imaaign to perpet-
uate a fictional yet all-encompassing fishing sffssThese questions are obviously impossible to @ndwope they are
just as impossible to ignore.
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Cutoff valves like the one that failed to stop t@ailf of Mexico oil disaster have repeatedly brokdawn at
other wells in the years since federal regulatoreakened testing requirements, according to an Asstec
Press investigation... The government has long knowirsach problemgfaulty blowout preventers), accord-
ing to a historical review conducted by the AP. time late 1990s, the industry appealed for feweruiegd pres-
sure tests on these valves. The federal mineratsise did two studies, each finding that failuresene more
common than the industry said. But the agency, kmoas MMS, then did its turnaround and required test
half as often. It estimated that the rule would {dean annual savings of up to $340,000 per rig. Adustry
executive praised the “flexibility” of regulatordpng plagued with accusations that it has been tmzy with
the industry it supervisegJ.Donn and S. Borenstein, AP Investigation: Blotareventers known to fail,
05/08/10 -http://www.wbur.org/2010/05/08/0il-spill-blowout-gventer}
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Consider the mindset exhibited by Ms. Lubchenciinénopening quote. As she was being confirmed ad bkthe feder-
al agency in charge of just about everything inuh®. 200 mile zone that's of a non-military natwslee was widely
lauded as one of the international leaders in thgma science world. If she wasn’t worried aboutassive blowout in a
drilling rig in our coastal waters, why should angeelse be? If she wasn’t concerned about a aatkldf contingency
planning in the case of an oil-based environmeditalster, that could only be because such a disastéd never happen.
How could anyone assume anything other than thietviéisn’t a problem for her, a world-class ocempest, why should
it be a problem for anyone else? After all, she ma#ly doing a great job of protecting those wafeom overfishing,
something that she was and is still hard at workviowing everyone is the greatest threat to thddimoceans. Just look
at all those out of work fishermen, bankrupt busses and empty boat slips, with more on the wagyelezy.

Where were the ENGOs, organizations that have seément on collecting those foundation millionsave the oceans
from fishing, when it came to allowing the Deepwaterizon to drill less than fifty miles off our astline with such in-
adequate environmental safeguards and such pdiegtiave consequences? Of course they are allijugngn the drill-
ing is bad bandwagon now (witness Pew/Oceana’s@mpletition to that effect — perhaps the most ogetaexample of
gone horses and locked barn doors in a decadeylHare were they a month ago, besides standingod4s. Lubchen-
co and damning fishing at the slightest opportiihity

And propping up this whole charade, we had a “Briltbon” panel, the Pew Oceans Commission - heagew fless a
luminary than Leon Panetta and paid for by the Paysts - that glossed over just about everythingmally threaten-
ing the oceans other than those rapacious overfidimwards. Controlling oil pollution got hardly ach

Ms. Lubchenco was a member of that commission.

The Pew Oceans Commission has had a profound effdegislative, government and public attitudesaias ocean
governance for much of the last decade. The “imrest” of even more foundation dollars for PR madie ©f that. But
it's members were so focused of the evils of figramd the need for “reform” in fisheries managentkat they over-
looked the potential impacts of the oil industryigually unfettered access to our coastal watensekample of this my-
opic focus on fishing and corresponding disregdrahgthing to do with oil is provided in a Natiorfaliblic Radio inter-
view of Leon Panetta, Chair of the Pew Commissseehttp://www.fishnet-
usa.com/All%20Stolpe%20Columns.htm#Pew%20and%2Gnedi

While the finger pointing has already begun, amésé&ructuring of the Minerals Management Servicelheen an-
nounced, it's obvious that we’re not going to hamgthing approaching a rational oceans policy théte’s a full reali-
zation that fishing is far from the worst thing teaever happened to or in our oceans — bear il thiat even after three
weeks the Deepwater Horizon spill still has a weng way to go to make it into the dirty dozen loé world’s largest oil
spills — and that we’d have a much cleaner Guiekico today if Ms. Lubchenco’s agency had pafdaation of the
attention it's squandered on fishermen and fistindpe thousands of drilling rigs and wells at workhe Gulf.

And finally, why has Ms. Lubchenco’s agency and Msbchenco herself been so invested in minimiziregdize and,
obviously, the severity of the Deepwater Horizoill. SFOAA’s Emergency Response document dated A8ila Sun-
day) reportedtwo additional release points were found todayhie tangled riser. If the riser pipe deterioratestfier,
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the flow could become unchecked resulting in aassesolume an order of magnitude higher than prehiothought.'lt
was identified as not being public, and when goestil about it;NOAA spokesman Scott Smullen said that the additio
al leaks described were reported to the public IMtednesday night.(B. Raines, Leaked report: Government fears
Deepwater Horizon well could become unchecked gushebile Press-Register, 04/30/10).

As reported by Justin Gillis in the NY Timéthe 5,000-barrel-a-day estimate was produced iat8e by a NOAA unit
that responds to oil spills. It was calculated wétiprotocol known as the Bonn convention... HoweMen Lewis, a
British oil-spill consultant who is an authority ehe Bonn convention, said the method was spelyficat recommended
for analyzing large spills like the one in the GailfMexico.... NOAA declined to supply detailed imfation on the math-
ematics behind the estimate, nor would it addreepbints raised by Mr. Lewis. Mr. Lewis cited ded of the gushing
oil pipe that was released on Wednesday. He nbt@dhe government’s estimate would equate tova ffiie of about
146 gallons a minute. (A garden hose flows at ali@ugallons per minute.) ‘Just anybody lookinghatttvideo would
probably come to the conclusion that there’'s maw,’ Lewis said. ‘I think the estimate at the timas, and remains, a
reasonable estimate,” said Dr. Lubchenco, the N@d#inistrator. ‘Having greater precision about tfhew rate would
not really help in any way. We would be doing thes things.”

These are the words of the head of the agencyedbaires government monitors on one out of evergetlrips taken by
boats engaged in the New England groundfish fistemynting every fish that is brought aboard ancudoenting exactly
where it was taken, and yet whether BP’s runawdyisiepewing an Exxon Valdez worth of oil into t&ailf of Mexico
once a week or once a month is immaterial to hdrimer estimation immaterial to the public aslwel

Go figure.
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(Massachusetts Congressman Bayiagnk said it is now clear to him that Lubchence fundamentally hostile
to the fishing industry. “I am more disappointed iner than | was before,” Frank said. “And some ofyrcol-
leagues are coming around to the more realistic inagion of her.” (S. Urbon, Congress members press Locke
on fishing rules, Frank ramps up criticism of NO&KAief Lubchenco, New Bedford Standard Times, 03/ap/
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It's too bad that Ms. Lubchenco didn't direct soafi¢hat hostility in another direction.
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* Pew/Oceana filed suit this week in federal cawer Amendment 16 to the New England MultispecigéFan
amendment that imposes restrictions on one of loesbfishery that many are convinced will unneagsforce at least
half of the fishermen and boats out of the fisteTg, because of a lack of alternative fisherieflsthef water. The suit
claims that the restrictions are too lax.

** A NOAA press release dated May 5 concerningraréased number of sea turtle strandings (in #es that means
dead turtles washed up on the beach) from AlabartfzetMississippi delta since April 30 stated thia¢ stranding num-
bers are higher than normal” but, sticking with wilsanow apparently the agency line, “based onfohexamination,
NOAA scientists do not believe that these seadwstilandings are related to the oil spill.” Thifdoat that for a moment.
Here’s a huge oil slick floating around in the GaflfMexico just offshore of the beaches where thides were found.
Thousands of pounds of chemical dispersants, demadhsinjurious to all sorts of sea creatures,enbgen sprayed on
the oil slick to break it up. Bits of the slick l@leen burnt to get rid of it. But, according toAfOspokesperson
Sheryan Epperly, investigators will be looking dtether some shrimp boats taking part in an emeyggmimping sea-
son before the oil slick reached their traditidiigtiing grounds removed devices from their nets dna intended to allow
turtles to escape. Of course it can’t be the orgyoihspill, the resultant oil slick or the conting efforts to control it that
are responsible for the dead turtles. In what hdf/decome the NOAA mindset from the top on doits got to be
those fishermen once again.
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Useful Links:

ROFFS Deepwater Horizon Rig Oil Spill Monitoringasllite monitoring of the movement of the oil &lio the Gulf of
Mexico) - http://www.roffs.com/deepwaterhorizon.html

Southern Shrimp Alliance (Environmental effectshad dispersants being used to get the oil off dzessirface and spread it
throughout the water columnhttp://www.shrimpalliance.com/QilSpill.htm

Southeastern Fisheries Association (“Current ISssestion has archived copies of articles, etclidgavith the spill and its
effects) -http://seafoodsustainability.us/

State of Mississippi Transocean Drilling incideesponse (Oil Spill Links and Public Information) -
http://www.deq.state.ms.us/MDEQ.nsf/page/Main_QllEpksandPublicinformation2010?0OpenDocument

State of Alabama Gulf of Mexico Oil Spill Informati (phone numbers, press releases, etc.) -
http://www.governor.alabama.gov/oilspill/

Deepwater Horizon Response (“Official Site of theepwater Horizon Unified Command) -
http://www.deepwaterhorizonresponse.com/go/site!293




