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From: Vetcraft Sportfishing <vetcraft@aol.com>
Sent: Friday, February 03, 2017 2:34 PM
To: Muffley, Brandon; Advisors - SFSBSB
Cc: Dancy, Kiley; Beaty, Julia; krootes-murdy@asmfc.org; Luisi, Michael; O'Reilly, Robert; DiLernia, Tony
Subject: Re: Reminder - Upcoming AP Meeting

Brandon, 

I would like to add my comments in reference to the upcoming AP meeting regarding proposed sea bass regulations for 
2017-2019: 

I would like to report that our south Jersey sea bass fishery is marginally okay but far from outstanding. I personally do 
few directed sea bass trips, but on our fluke trips we catch 2-4 keeper size sea bass on an average outing. My catch is 
reflective of other charter and recreational catches in our area.Certainly in years past I have seen much better results. I 
appreciate the comments in the memos provided, the statement, "The monitoring committee did indicate that the NJ 
recreational fishery does not fit into either region (north-south) and should be considered a separate region for any 
modifications to management measures." 

I would further like to comment that I think it is most appreciated by all advisors and the regions and fisheries that we 
represent, the comment made, "A new approach that prioritizes consistency is recommended." Another comment in the 
memos is again appreciated and something that I think would be most wise and prudent," The Committee discussed 
potentially managing black sea bass on fishing mortality rates instead of hard quotas and harvest limits (like striped bass). 

I know council appreciates, as do we as advisors, that the inconsistent regulations from year to year make managing 
fishery related businesses extremely difficult and inevitably lead to business failures during cycles of reduced RHL's of our 
important fisheries. Likewise, we all appreciate the poor data we try to use to regulate our fisheries, particularly in regards 
to MRIP data. An approach prioritizing fishing mortality (F) and natural morality (M) would certainly provide more 
consistent and less volatile independent fishery data to manage our management decisions. 

With that being said, I am concerned about the framework of the management of sea bass for the years 2017-2019. The 
ABC's and RHL's for that time frame do not express the desire of council to provide consistency as reported, and 
mentioned above, in our memo.  

According to Table 1, we see the sector quotas dropping as follows: 

RHL 2017........4.29 million pounds        ACL commercial 2017....4.12 million pounds 
RHL 2018........3.68 million pounds        ACL commercial 2018....3.52 million pounds 
RHL 2019........3.27 million pounds        ACL commercial 2019....3.14 million pounds 

For sure there will be yearly inconsistencies in regards to unexpected high recruitments as mentioned in 2011 and most 
likely 2015, exceeding the average of 25 million recruits per annum.  
For sure, also, both sectors would appreciate a higher sea bass catch in light of the lower quotas for fluke in 2017, and for 
the sacrifices made in previous years dealing with uncertainty with the lack of the assessment model of 2016. 

In light of all of this, I think we should look carefully at the errors we have made with regards to fluke management, and 
the resultant hardships and business failures it has caused. I think we need to think hard about our ability to accurately 
measure the size of our stocks and the harvest of the recreational sector. 

We accept Fmsy as a way of managing our fisheries but it is not without fault in its ability to sustain a fishery. We accept 
our yearly data as reliable enough to change yearly ABC's and ACL's using principals of scientific uncertainty that are 
uncertain themselves by their very nature.  

My suggestion would be that we seek an ABC that would be consistent from year to year and not show the resultant 
yearly quota reductions that are illustrated above. As mentioned, our industry sorely needs consistency and good long 
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term management best achieved by well thought out longer term calculations that can produce business sustainability 
along with the stocks it depends upon. 

I would ask that Council send back the specifications shown in our memos to the SSC and ask them to come back with an 
ABC that would be the same over the 2017-2019 time frame, and hopefully beyond 

In the past we have seem retrospective analysis reveal that the data we were using was not correct, requiring drastic cuts 
in quotas with resultant devastating industry implications. It behooves all of us involved in the fishery management 
process to use a longer term time frame, incorporating longer term data trends, to provide for the consistently woefully 
missing in our current management scheme.  

Harvey Yenkinson   AP member 

Capt Harv 
Vetcraft Sportfishing 
Cape May, New Jersey 
Call or Text 610-742-3891 
Email: vetcraft@aol.com 



1

From: James Fletcher <unfa34@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, February 07, 2017 9:34 AM
To: Dancy, Kiley; Moore, Christopher; keven
Subject: Black Sea Bass & management inefficiency

Three  points   1. Advisors did not  discuss methods,  to reduce recreational discards  [such as] utilizing a total 
length retention, NO DISCARDS FOR RECREATIONAL.  ARE DISCARDS REGULATORY WASTE?   {if 
so please read] ASMFC  ARTICLE 1 Discussion of what is regulatory waste  & how waste of fish could be 
defined.  
2. LARGER HARVEST SIZES LEAD TO GENETICALLY ALTERED STOCK, usually smaller fish in
future. ALSO RESULTS IN FEWER FISH TO REACH POUND QUOTA,  Discussion of number of fish 
vs.  pounds for both Recreational & commercial.   
3. use of APP reporting " MUST BE MANDATORY FOR RECREATIONAL  FISHING IN EEZ".  THE
COUNCIL HAS THE AUTHORITY TO REQUIRE APP MANDATORY REPORTING OF ALL 
RECREATIONAL FISHING VESSELS  FISHING IN EEZ.  [COAST GUARD COULD CHECK IF VESSEL 
HAD DECLARED TRIP PRIOR TO LEAVING DOCK.  As it now exist 80%  of recreational boats fishing  in 
the EEZ return to private docks and are not sampled by MRIFS.    Recreational boats, returning to public docks 
samples are infrequent,   DOES COUNCIL HAVE AUTHORITY TO REQUIRE APP REPORTING?  
     Credit to council for the webnar working,  works better than NMFS or ASMFC any reason all agencies could 
not use same webnar format.    

--  
James Fletcher 
United National Fisherman's Association 
123 Apple Rd. 
Manns Harbor, NC 27953 
252-473-3287 
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From: Moore, Christopher
Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 3:00 PM
To: COUNCIL - Voting; CouncilNonVoting; TechStaff; COM_SSC
Subject: FW: Black sea bass proposal

fyi 

From: jimdawson1@verizon.net [mailto:jimdawson1@verizon.net]  
Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 11:14 AM 
To: Moore, Christopher <cmoore@mafmc.org>; Beal, Robert <rbeal@asmfc.org> 
Cc: O'Reilly, Robert <rob.o'reilly@mrc.virginia.gov> 
Subject: Black sea bass proposal 

The ridiculous amount of sea bass for the new stock assessment must be viewed through clear eyes and clean vision.  From those who 
care about number one the fish and number two the fishermen.  Individuals placed into fisheries management positions without 
knowledge of each and every impact should be forced to listen to the fishermen who are out there every day from each permitted form 
of catch method.  From the markets to the restaurants to the individual, head-boat captains, charter businesses, individual recreational 
fishermen.  Let me explain some impacts: 

We must as fishermen protect our future by number one protecting the species.  Chris, Bob, I deeply care for the black sea bass and I 
have proven it since the beginning.  There are MANY flaws with the current system in place, hopefully our representatives will see and 
agree with this:  

Increasing a quota based system more than 10%-15% in any one year will only crush market prices and allow for the total annihilation 
and destruction of the entire species!  VTR data for the past 20 years can/will prove many things.  For some unknown reasoning, 
nobody is utilizing this data?  It can prove where the species are caught, it can prove catch effort, it can verify how fish are caught and 
by what particular methodology, it can verify at what depths they are being captured by what region and time of year.  I can go on 
forever, but MY system as an executive director would be a call to add in as many pieces of data as we could and to combine each 
together as to tell the entire truth! 

WARNING:  If either one of you votes to allow for the 12 million stock assessment and 10.49 overall to be divided, each individual hired 
to manage the black sea bass will be directly responsible for destroying the species beyond repair.  VTR data will prove that MOST 
black sea bass fishermen have currently stopped setting their black sea bass traps etc. and have leased and/or sold their particular 
percentage quota to trawlers from other states.  It is NO secret within the trawl community as to exactly where the entire mass of black 
sea bass stock is located.  Even the new stock assessment has now provided them with more incentive to go after them!  IF the new 
stock assessment is approved and divided as ASMFC approves, each state will then have trawlers immediately start working on the 
areas where the black sea bass Winter/gather.  The year classes will in fact disappear...I can and will verify this with dealer reporting 
that it has already started if someone will just simply look into the dealer reporting data.  In 2016, for the first time, trawlers started 
bringing in more Large than Jumbo.  This will prove that more trawlers are landing and that the older year classes are starting to 
disappear...and that is before this increase!  I can also prove this to be true as our overall price for 2016 dropped for the Large and 
Jumbo verifiable by dealer reported price data...I have that. 

Chris, Bob...be happy that currently, our black sea bass are on the way to recovery...but they are NOT anywhere near the shape they 
once were in when we started fishing. Climate changes are in fact shifting the migratory patterns.  With many species moving away 
from colder bottom waters due to sea ice melt and drastic temperature changes that are forcing fish to move to areas where the 
temperatures are more consistent.  This makes them ALL extremely vulnerable, therefore, we as fishermen and responsible hired 
management/regulatory members MUST protect these species to ensure the future will be productive and forever fruitful!   

Do NOT allow for such an increase:  I can and will explain MUCH more...I will gladly share evidence and data to verify facts, but please 
do NOT act too quickly and recommend a "slow but steady" increase that will ensure we all are protected...including the fish!  Do NOT 
allow the greedy to sway your decisions...they are only interested in their own financial benefit and care not for the species... I do and 
we must! 

TTYS and call me ASAP, no more than a 10%-15% increase over last season, make this policy, 

Jim Dawson.  
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From: Moore, Christopher
Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017 11:12 AM
To: COUNCIL - Voting; CouncilNonVoting; TechStaff; COM_SSC
Subject: FW: Please send to Council

fyi 

From: Anthony DiLernia [mailto:tony@rocketcharters.com]  
Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017 10:59 AM 
To: Moore, Christopher <cmoore@mafmc.org> 
Subject: Please send to Council 

The Modern Day Recreational Black Sea Bass Fishery in the Mid-Atlantic 
Region 

Development of the modern day recreational black sea bass fishery occurred
post World War II.  Returning veterans purchased surplus military vessels 
and put them to work primarily as For-Hire vessels. 

Black Sea Bass would be caught by recreational anglers as part of a mixed,
sea bass, summer flounder, scup fishery upon their arrival to inshore 
waters, no deeper than 15 fathoms, anywhere from mid-March to Mid-May and 
remained available, until their departure, around December 1st, of each 
year. 

Fishing effort would then focus on cod and silver hake in inshore waters, 
10-20 fathoms, and would continue throughout the winter months. 

As time passed more private recreation recreational vessels entered the 
fishery and the number of for-hire vessels declined.  

During the early 1980s cod and silver hake stocks declined.  As a result, 
recreational 
fishermen, seeking an alternative to the collapsing cod stocks and aided 
by advances in NOAA weather forecasting, marine electronics and vessel 
design, ventured offshore to explore the wrecks and hard bottom located in
30-40 fathoms of water. They discovered winter aggregations of black sea 
bass and the winter offshore fishery was born.  While open to everyone the
winter fishery was primarily a head boat fishery due the size of the 
vessels and their ability to withstand the winter offshore weather 
conditions. 

By the mid-nineties a small offshore fishery had developed from Virginia 
to Rhode Island.  At the same time, upon the implementation of the Marine 
Recreational Fisheries Statistical System, (MRFSS), recreational fishermen
began asking NMFS to conduct intercept surveys during Wave one, January 
and February to document their catch.  The agency refused, citing the cost
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of the survey and the small size of the winter recreational fishery.  The 
agency response was that “the fishery was so small, with so few boats, the
effect the fishery would have on the stock was inconsequential, and thus 
the cost of the data could not be justified." 
 
It should be noted the Black Sea Bass plan was instituted in 1995 and 
during the rebuilding years of 1995 to 2010 the winter fishery existed 
with possession limits some years as high as 25 fish and appeared to have 
little in any effect on rebuilding. 
 
Then for the 2011 season and since, (with the exception of 2013), NMFS has 
concluded that due to a 
lack of data, (the data NMFS originally refused to collect), managers 
could not estimate the effect the winter fishery was having on the stock 
as a whole and would not approve the implementation of a winter fishery, 
without a significant reduction in the summer fishery.  While no hard 
allocations exist, an action allowing a winter fishery at the expense of 
the summer fishery would have the net effect of reallocating recreational 
fish away from private recreational anglers and assigning them to the 
“for-hire” fleet, an action, which in my mind, is unfair. 
 
Today our new stock assessment has concluded the black sea bass SSB is 2.3
times higher than the target, and the stock is rebuilt.  As a result, I am
writing to ask that the Council consider recommending to the agency an 
experimental wave one, January / February recreational fishery be approved
for 2018, without a reduction in quota for the summer fishery and that 
Recreational catch data be collected during this timeframe.  Data 
collection can take whatever form the Agency determines to be appropriate,
from mandatory “call-in’s” prior to sailing, to traditional MRIP 
intercepts to the utilization of the EVTR’s scheduled to start in 2018. 
 
It is my intent to offer a motion at the February meeting of the Council 
to allow an experimental 2018, January/February, (wave one), recreational 
fishery for black sea bass of 15 fish per person and a suspended minimum 
size limit, to allow for barotrauma, combined with a zero discard policy. 
 
I hope you will give my motion serious consideration.  Thanks, Tony 
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From: Kevin Slattery <kevineslattery@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, February 12, 2017 7:00 PM
To: CRAIG.MINER@cga.ct.gov; LANCE.STEWART@uconn.edu; MARK.ALEXANDER@ct.gov; Simpson, 

David; MELISSA.ZIOBRON@cga.ct.gov; Saveikis, David; CRABMAN31@aol.com; FISHMASTER70
@comcast.net; JOHN.CLARK@state.de.us; WILLIAM.CARSON@state.de.us; Patrick Keliher; 
BRIAN.LANGLEY@legislature.maine.gov; FVHATTIEROSE@aol.com; CHESAPEAKEFISHING@juno.com; 
MBRASSIL@house.state.md.us; Luisi, Michael; DAVID.BLAZER@maryland.gov; Ed O'Brien; William 
Adler; Pierce, David E.; PETER.BURNS@noaa.gov; NICHOLA.MESERVE@state.ma.us; Sarah Peake; 
SHERRY_WHITE@fws.gov; McKiernan, Dan; Elliott, G. Warren; Shiels, Andrew L.; 
Rob.Oreilly@mrc.virginia.gov; swheins@gw.dec.state.ny.us; tom.baum@dep.state.nj.us; Michels, 
Stewart; Bullard, John; Pentony, Mike; Slacum Jr, Ward; Mann, Roger; Townsend, Wes; Pete 
McGuiness; Winslow, Sara; deFur, Peter; Nowalsky, Adam; adilernia@kbcc.cuny.edu; 
johnmcmurray@optonline.net; Nolan, Laurie; Gladys King; Hemilright Jr, Dewey; Dancy, Kiley; Moore, 
Christopher; Seagraves, Richard; Heaton, Clayton; Montanez, Jose; Coakley, Jessica; Mary Clark Sabo; 
Beaty, Julia; Collins, Kathy; jsaunders@mafmc.or; krootes-murdy@asmfc.org

Subject: Black Sea Bass Decisions

Commissioners, Black Sea Bass Working group, state representatives: 

Thank you for taking the time to read theses comments. I am a charter captain from Cape Cod Massachusetts. I have been essentially put out 
of business under the Ad Hoc management of the past few years.I of course realize as anyone in the business of fishing should that nothing is 
guaranteed, but while I have seen the fish population exploding, I have been put out of business by political maneuvering, not the inherent 
risk of fishing itself. I am hoping that you can 'level the playing field' between myself and the other captains in Massachusetts and our 
counterparts in other states in the Northern  region. I have had the chance to comment at the past few meetings of the ASMFC and MAFMC 
and would like to follow up on those comments . 
  My first and most important comment concerns the basis for allocations between the states in the Northern region. It would be grossly unfair 
to use the season and bag limits that now exist as a basis for future allocations.In no way, shape, or form should the present unfair regulations 
have any influence on the 2017 regulations. We need a complete reset of the numbers with everyone starting at zero or even at the allocations 
they had when  Ad Hoc started. Ad Hoc, while it was a bonanza for some interest groups in some states, but must be viewed as  a failure in 
fairly allocating Black Sea Bass. Compare the season and and bag limits that we had in Mass. with what NY or Connecticut had by the end of 
the ad hoc years. There is no argument that anyone can make that this is fair.       

  We previously asked the Commission at the meeting in Baltimore if it was possible to have a period of public comment after the working 
group creates options and before they are voted on and implemented. This has not happened to my knowledge. I believe the public has a right 
to know what options are available to their voting representatives and to propose their own. This is not only fair, but would go a long way 
toward building public faith in this process 

  The supplemental materials seem to say that the option of coastwide management measures are a default option and assign a 3 month season 
and 3 fish as the season and bag limit. I believe coast wide measures would support a much longer season and higher bag limit,based simply 
on the fact that no state in the Northern region had regulations  even close to this restrictive. Is there some science behind this? I fear that the 
closing off of this option is leading us down the same dark road of state by state quota grabs that Ad Hoc has become. Coast wide regulations 
seem to have worked for a long time before 2010. Nonetheless, even under Ad Hoc uniform measures across the states can be adopted. 
Inasmuch as this was a successful method of fisheries management for years it seems that the working group should put honest numbers into 
coast wide rules. Presenting options such as bag limit adjustment within the season on coastwide basis or other plans that have been used 
within states should be explored. This may not be a good option once numbers are calculated, but it deserved to be explored.  

  There are probably hundreds of ways of creating these regulations and no informed person thinks it is easy. I ask the working group and the 
commission please create fair rules that do not depend on different states manipulating weak and shallow science to their advantage to come 
up with crazy shifting rules. There must be accountability. The ad hoc that we had was flawed in its design. Please do not repeat this 
mistake.Thank You. 

  Kevin Slattery 
 F/V Maureen Ann 
 Onset, Massachusetts 



From: Conway Jr, JACK D <jack.d.conway.jr@lmco.com>
Sent: Monday, February 13, 2017 9:16 AM
To: Muffley, Brandon; Kirby Rootes-Murdy; Dancy, Kiley
Subject: RE: Reminder - Upcoming AP Meeting

That was a nicely put together presentation.   

From my perspective the 8% reduction is agreeable,  I would argue for status quo put the precautionary approach is 
fine.   In CT,  sea bass have become incredibly important to the recreational angler (both in the for hire sector and the 
private boat sector).   Sea bass have often replaced striped bass as the “go to  fish” in CT waters.    When striped bass 
fishing is poor,  the charter boat fleet will often switch over to sea bass.   Sea bass have also become a stable fishery for 
the private boat angler in CT.   

Thanks‐ Jack  
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From: Michael Plaia <makomike3333@yahoo.com>
Sent: Monday, February 13, 2017 3:23 PM
To: DiLernia, Tony
Cc: Beaty, Julia; Dancy, Kiley; Kirby Rootes-Murdy
Subject: BSB seasons

Tony, 
One thing I brought up during the last advisors' meeting was the closed season on BSB during Sept. 
& Oct. As you are probably aware, this closure is having an adverse effect of the BSB fishing 
between Block Island and Montauk during the fall. The staff explained that the closure was intended 
to restrict BSB fishing in the southern region and the northern region catch was being constrained by 
other measures. Therefore, I suggested that the closure only be effective in the southern region, with 
federal waters offshore of the northern region open during all of the fall.  

I don't know if my remarks got incorporated into the meeting minutes, but I want to be sure the subject 
if considered at this week's joint meeting. Thanks! 

Mike 
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