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According to WikipedidFlotsam is floating wreckage of a ship or its gar Jetsam is part of a ship, its equipment, or its
cargo that is purposefully cast overboard or jettied to lighten the load in time of distress arat 8inks or is washed
ashore.” They are used together to indicate potentiallyable materials floating on the seas’ surface.

This seems an apt title for periodic FishNets hclv | address several issues that should be aéual anyone with an
interest in oceans and fisheries in a somewhakeat#ied manner.

The forage fish fake out

In a column urging that menhaden management bénauksd on the Pew Environment Group website, Peter
Baker wrote'according to a report issued this year by a pao&lL3 eminent ocean scientists, forage fish are
twice as valuable left in the water as they aregidun a net.”He is referring to the Lenfest Forage Fish Task
Force. Forage fish include menhaden and herring.

The people at the Pew Trusts and more lately theEBevironment Group don't like menhaden or herfisbing.
That’s not very startling news. In fact, the pecgti¢he Pew Trusts/ Pew Environment Group don'eappo like
any kind of fishing, because they've spent hundddsillions of dollars — of course, that's hundseaf millions
of dollars earned by someone else — to curtailrfgsin just about any way, shape or form that fighthappens.

The way they're expressing their dislike of fordighing has become par for their course of expngsdislike of
just about every other fishery; what appears ta lmse confederation of independent researchers an
stakeholders and grass roots organizations coal@sceome sort of committee or task force or whateinited
behind the righteous cause, which invariably inesleither stopping or significantly cutting backngoform(s)
of fishing, supposedly saving some critical parsafne ocean ecosystem or other.

But in the case of saving the East coast ecosystamthe depredations of the supposedly ruinoushaeen
purse seiners, how independent are these savidthampeople like Peter Baker who are floggingrtheduse?”

Peter Baker is the Director of the Northeast FiglsdProgram of the Pew Environment Group. Prigh& he
worked for the Cape Cod Commercial Hook FishermAs'sociation. Prior to that he was with the Si€hab’s
Environmental Public Education Campaign. Earthgestfrom which Oceana spun off, was spawned bgtbea
Club.

The Pew Trusts have given $1.5 million to the C@pd Commercial Hook Fishermen’s Association, asi&80
million to Oceana and over $23 million to Earthicst

I've written about the Herring Alliance on the Fighth.net website dtttp://www.fishtruth.net/Herring.htniThe
original member organizations have received wediré&d100 million from Pew.

Consider the projects funded by the Pew TrustgierrishTruth website attp://www.fishtruth.net/ENGO
SPENDING.xIsor the Pew Trusts websiteldtp://www.pewtrusts.org/program_investments.asi@signed to
curtail menhaden/herring harvesting listed beloetrtig and menhaden are considered forage fiskh-ttiat
serve as food for other fish species — and, thalighf the save the menhaden/herring rhetoric stugly ignores
it, are also voracious predators of the earlydttges of fish and shellfish species that feedhemtas adults.




e 1998 - Conservation Law Foundation - $30,0006-promote responsible herring management.”

e 2004 - National Coalition for Marine Conservatio$558,000 <To secure an amendment to the
Interstate Menhaden Management Plan that would cedar eliminate fishing of menhaden in the
Chesapeake Bay, in order to protect the broadesygstem of the Bay.”

* 2004 - Aquatic Farms Limited - $142,000Fo assess the amount of competition between aztsmall
forage fish for direct human consumption and fatuetion into fishmeal and fish oil for use as
aquaculture and agriculture feed.”

» 2004 - Research Foundation of the State Univesityew York, Stony Brook - $750,000Fo
establish the Lenfest Forage Fish Task Force thihtevelop and recommend ecosystem-based
standards for the sustainable management of fofigberies.”

e 2004 — Research Foundation of the State Univeo§iNew York, Stony Brook $145,000“Fo advance
ecosystem-based fishery management by evaluagrajdtus of understudied fish and other marine
species in several regions of the United Statesat@impacted by the commercial fishing industry.”

» 2005 - National Coalition for Marine Conservatio$200,000 <To ensure a new regulatory cap on the
industrial harvest of Atlantic menhaden is impletedrand enforced.”

e 2006 - National Coalition for Marine Conservatiof100,000 =To support efforts to initiate new
regulatory actions that will preserve adequate dapans of forage fish which support healthy
populations of predators, including numerous speoiemarine mammals, seabirds and fish.”

e 2006 - Gulf Restoration Network - $210,000Fe"“support efforts to stop overfishing, secure
conservation-based limits on unintended bycatahafine life, and to conduct research and prepare a
report on management reforms needed in the GiMfexfico menhaden fishery to reduce harvests to
protect the forage needs of menhaden predatorgeshace bycatch of sharks and marine mammals.”

e 2007 - Cape Cod Commercial Hook Fishermen’s Assiocia $180,000 <To provide general
operating support policy reform campaigns for hegiand groundfish.”

» 2007 - Cape Cod Commercial Hook Fishermen’s Assiocia $596,000 <To support a New England
forage fish campaign to ban or severely restricttdective trawling, reduce allowable herring catelie

e 2008 — Research Foundation of the State Univen$ilyew York, Stony Brook - $3,000,000Fo
conduct scientific research regarding sustainaidbdries management and conservation of threatened
and endangered fish.”

e 2008 - Cape Cod Commercial Hook Fishermen’s Assiocia $722,000 <To support activities to
reform the Atlantic herring fishery.”

e 2008 - Earthjustice - $212,000"Fo reform New Englands Atlantic herring fishery.”

* 2008 - Marine Fish Conservation Network - $125,60B0r work intended to ensure the full
implementation of the Magnuson-Stevens ReauthimizAct and to promote the sustainable
management of forage fish species ($100,000) argkfeeral support ($25,000)”

» 2009 - National Coalition for Marine Conservatio$30,000- “To develop guidance for conservation of
forage fish through an ecosystem-based approafishieries management.”

That’s just under $7 million Pew dollars going dilg to “save” menhaden and herring.

Of the thirteerfeminent ocean scientistsbn the Lenfest Forage Fish Task Fordae can be directly tied to
Pew funding via academic programs that have redeixgd over $30 million in grants from the Pew Tisjsand
four are Pew Marine Conservation Fellows to boeéfdtp://www.fishtruth.net/Pauly.htrand
http://www.fishtruth.net/Pikitch.htin

The source of funding for the Lenfest Forage FiabKTForce, the Lenfest Ocean Program, is admieitey the
Pew Environment Group.



The Project Director of the Lenfest Forage FishkTlearce is Christine Santora She was previouslyleyen for
five years as a Senior Research Associate witP#weInstitute for Ocean Science.

So we have two ostensibly “grass roots” initiatigepposedly representing the views of a large godup
constituents but which are in reality the handiwofla handful of activist organizations in largetpato the
extent of tens of millions of dollars — supportgdthe Pew “Charitable” Trusts. The Pew Trusts wetmded
with dollars from Sun Qil's Pew family and are Idtirgely under the control of the Pew family.

“Astroturf roots” seems a much more accurate degari{and | was pleasantly surprised to see th&ipfiia has
an entry for “astroturfing,” which it describes“g®litical, advertising or public relations campaig that are
designed to mask the sponsors of the messagectthgiappearance of coming from a disinteresteaksyoots
participant. Astroturfing is intended to give thatements the credibility of an independent ertjtyvithholding
information about the source's financial connectipn

Unfortunately, at its regularly scheduled meetimgt lweek the Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Casaion in
what was an obvious bow to public pressure — presdiven by mega-bucks foundations and the attivis
organizations they support — rather than soundeeievoted for drastic cuts in the menhaden harvest

The fishermen, the fish and the consuming publézdes much better.

And the Conservation Law Foundation is always therdor the fishermen - just ask ‘em(Or better yet, ask a
fisherman.)

In a blog post on the Conservation Law Foundatiebsite, CLF lawyer Peter Shelley did a masterflgb
trying to ally himself and the CLF with the New Hawgd groundfish fishermen, blaming the ongoing débim
that fishery on the federal fisheries managers.arde/the end he even touchingly wrtités Thanksgiving, |
want to give an overdue thanks to the region’s rieing fishermen who brave the elements and brindamyly
fish and seafood products to eat.”

Being unaware of anything that the CLF has doneahg fishermen who | know would be grateful tottha
organization for — as far as | know the role hastiga&entered on either bringing or supporting taations to
further restrict fishing — | left as a comméhtr. Shelley - Re ‘can anyone point to even partiatcesses in the
groundfish fishery in New England?’ there are apginoately a million metric tons — that's 2.2 billigounds —
of three species of catchable and marketable fishilable’ of our Northeast (sd€shing isn’t a four letter

word at http://www.fishnet-usa.com/Fishing_not_four_letteord.pdj. These three species — Acadian redfish,
spiny dogfish and haddock — could sustainably stphe entire out-of-work groundfish industry, atfén some.
What has the Conservation Law Foundation (or thgarfeundations that support it), with all of yologuently
phrased gratitude for those fishermen, done to biem to harvest any of those fish?”

Of course spiny dogfish aren’t a part of the Newglgnd groundfish complex, though they do infestehst coast
waters from North Carolina to Canada and througir firedation are in large part responsible fordéelines in
groundfish stocks.

But regardless of which species are considered raesydf the New England groundfish complex and which
aren't, | would think that shifting some of thetiiag effort that Mr. Shelley and his colleaguesénbeen so
diligently trying to eliminate in the groundfistsfiery to these copious amounts of dogfish would,ihbeen
done, certainly have been deemed at the minimupagial success” in the groundfish fishery.

Not, however, in Mr. Shelley's estimation. In reply to my comment he wroteogfish are not even managed
as part of the groundfish fishery in New Englar (focus of the blog); everyone supports a signific

3



increased harvest of dogfish but doing so right mewld drop the prices because of the oligopolyatad by the
dogfish MSC certification.He continues in a similar vein with redfish and ¢hack — a listing of the reasons why
these three fisheries haven’t expanded in spiteeo€ertain knowledge that they could support alevbanch of
under- or unemployed fishermen.

Acadian redfish and haddock are part of the graghadfomplex.

He also refers to me as a “paid fisheries gadfihich isn’t all that bad considering that Socratesms to be
considered the first gadfly. This was for beingdpas a consultant for my questionable advice. Atiagrto Mr.
Shelley most of my direct experience was with rajdish in pens, and he suggests that I'm out wétowith the
New England fisheries. I've probably missed a féwie other displays of grace and wit aimed in rimgction,
but I'm sure you get the drift.

However, what he doesn't address is my questiolill sepeat it againwhat has the Conservation Law
Foundation (or the mega-foundations that supp9rtwith all of your eloquently phrased gratitude tbose
fishermen, done to help them to harvest any oktffieh?

Neither commenting on my background, my abilitray, place of residence nor my connections to Newatty
fisheries is anything approaching a semi-adequaeer to that question. | can’t help but wondexefhaps the
answer would have been absolutely nothing and Kell&y wasn’t up to that level of candor — partasily after
he expressed such a heartfelt, though in his eitimaverdue, Thanksgiving thanks to New England’s
“remaining fishermen.”

But then hope springs eternal

The first time | wrote about the huge suppliesmfiarvested and unsold but harvestable and sefighlen the
waters off our coast was back in August of 200€lmonic Underfishing - The Real New England
Groundfish Crisis (http://www.fishnet-usa.com/chronic_underfishing.htirhis was after | had organized a
workshop that was well attended by researchersagas and fishermen — both recreational and coniaherc
addressing the plague of spiny dogfish which wagmtieely impacting most of the important fisherfemm Cape
Hatteras to the Gulf of Maine and beyond (visit Website ahttp://www.fishnet-usa.com/dogforumi.htm

In spite of my and other writings on the wall irefty large letters and, as demonstrated in theegabospite of
all of the good intentions of the ENGOs that tleinions are so willing to tell us they have fohismen and
fishing (with particular reference to Mr. Shelleyreanksgiving thanks), nothing had been done fer twee
years. In Chronic Underfishing | do take a stabsditmating what the cost to our coastal economasshut I'll
leave it to the folks at NOAA/NMFS to notify us wat another mysteriously delayed status report imamy
fishermen and folks in dependent businesses lestjtibs and how much human misery was inflictecon
fishing communities.

However, it appears as if changes are near at laddor the first time in quite a while these peagdhanges
are the positive kind. John Bullard, who was relgeaqppointed the Regional Administrator for NMF$ foe
Northeast Region, has announced that managemestrasawill be put in place that will allow the hast of
significantly greater numbers of spiny dogfish &wadian redfish. For more information, see Richaaines
NOAA eyes easing redfish, dogfish ruleim the December 7 Gloucester Daily Times at
http://www.gloucestertimes.com/fishing/x2120612MN3AA-eyes-easing-redfish-dogfish-rules




Jane Lubchenco — soon to be gone but not soon fottgn head of NOAA

“The adoption of this new management system antbther catch limits happened early in my tenure as
Administrator. Indeed, sustaining the groundfiginéiry and the economic health of the industry Iegs lof
paramount importance to me since my first day fic@f | understand how important it is to the reggeconomy
and culture. | also know that implementing touglasuees to end overfishing and to rebuild stocksiseasy for
fishermen and fishing communities.For those reasiomave devoted significant energy to take acitiree
key areas that | will talk about today: 1) our wawith fishermen and the New England Fishery Managgm
Council to help get this fishery on a pathway tetainability and long-term profitability; 2) our peto-bottom
overhaul of NOAA operations in the region, inclypdan independent management review and follow-tiprec
we have already taken; and 3) advancing concret@@sals that build on your ideas — and those odroth
partners in New England — to address residual ot faced by fishermen in the region and to builthe
progress made. Our goals are clear: to be a paringhe success of fishermen, to sustain fishibg,jto create
a profitable and healthy future for fishing comntigs, and to maintain marine fisheries. We apprecieour
support in getting there{from Jane Lubchenco’s testimony to the U.S. SEa@tommittee On Commerce,
Science, & Transportation in Boston on 11/03/2011).

Last week Ms. Lubchenco announced that she wowld ke leaving her position as the head of the Natio
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration. She annedrier departure in a self-serving missive suppgpsed
directed to her employees that said, among otlirgsliwe've tackled some big challenges together. Thihcaig
emphasis on transparency, integrity, innovatioamenvork and communication, we have made significant
progress on multiple fronts.”

Then, in the first of a listing of what she cons&leer top 20 triumphs at the NOAA helm, she inelilidending
over-fishing, rebuilding depleted stocks, and reing fishing to profitability.”

She neglected to mention that she also left the Eegland groundfish fishery, our oldest and histty one of
our most valuable fisheries, in far worse shapa thavas in when she took over at NOAA. Looking kamne of
her first “official” appearances as NOAA head waa aneeting of the New England Fisheries Management
Council in April of 2009. In a press release ptimher appearance there she $aie worked hard to find ways to
provide quick and meaningful help to the fishindustry through increased cooperative research asgistance
in setting up the infrastructure for the new marmagat system based on sectors and catch shares, MOAA
committed to working with fishing communities talfiong-term solutions that create sustainable prafitable
fisheries.”In fact, after three plus years of tiquick and meaningful help’she is leaving the fishery in such
poor shape that Congress is providing $100 milliodisaster relief to those in the fishery and éhao are
dependent on it to survive Ms. Lubchenco’s efftotésave” it. | doubt that anyone would argue thithis point
the fishery is anything but a shambles after alrffmst years of her efforts to fix it.

(For an in-depth examination of how bad conditionthe groundfish fishery have become, see therlétiat
Jackie Odell, Executive Director of the Northeasafdod Coalition, sent to “Rip Cunningham, Chairroéthe
New England Fishery Management Council, on Decerhbelt’'s athttp://tinyurl.com/byknlj4 The Northeast
Seafood Coalition represents more groundfish fislearin New England than any other group.)

She also neglected to mention that the Mid-AtlaNgev England sea scallop fishery, the fishery witiak been
the most valuable in the U.S. in recent yearsadinfy major reductions in landings over the nexesa years.
Sea scallop landings have been playing a majorimgdeopping up most commercial fishing ports frbfaine to
North Carolina for at least a decade. I'll refeuytere to my June 25, 2012 FishMéter 35 years of
NOAA/NMFS fisheries management. athttp://www.fishnet-usa.com/After 35 years of NOAAfpPay special
attention to New England landings minus sea scaldopl lobster, Mid-Atlantic landings minus sealsgal, and
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South Atlantic landings. While the higher than aggr sea scallop and lobster landings have beeringask
commercial fish and shellfish landings on the Easist have been plummeting for the last decade.

Missing also was any mention of the fact that, uie regimein 2011, about 91 percent of seafood consumed
in the U.S. was imported, up five percent from 20N0AA Press Releadé.S. seafood landings reach 14-year
high in 2011dated 09/11/2012).

While | wouldn't consider disputing Ms. Lubchencasntention thatthrough an emphasis on transparency,
integrity, innovation, team work and communicatiae, have made significant progress on multiplet&gdrthe
“we” she is referring to certainly doesn’t include nfatiermen on the East coast (if it includes angilytand
the“significant progress”doesn’t have anything to do with anything othentf@cing more fishermen and more
fishing boats off the water and more fishing bus#ss into bankruptcy. That is unquestionably psmfieom the
perspective of the anti-fishing activists but ibshdn’t be for someone who is in charge of the fatlagency that
manages our marine fisheries.



