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For Amendment 11 to the
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WRITTEN COMMENTS ON AMENDMENT 11 DSEIS
(Deadline for comments June 11, 2007)

Comment# |Date Received |Name |City, ST
BATCH1 |COMMENTS RECEIVED BEFORE COUNCIL MAIL DATE (FRIDAY, JUNE, 8)

1 4/30/07 B. Sachau Florham Park, NJ
2 5/18/07 Daonald A. Williams Il Owls Head. ME
3 5/21/07 Patricia Kurkul, NMFS Gloucester, MA
4 5/26/07 Kenneth Ochse
5 5/28/07 Maggie Raymond, AFM S.Berwick, ME
6 5/30/07 G.C. Dean Ocean City, MD
7 5/30/07 Edmund Blane Seaville, NJ
8 6/3/07 Maine DMR public hearing notes  |Portland, ME
9 6/3/07 Fisheries Survival Fund Washington, DC
10 6/4107 David Tedford Chester, MD
11 6/4/07 James Gutowski
12 6/5/07 Atlantic Capes Fisheries Inc. Cape May, NJ
13 6/6/07 Scott Bailey
14 6/6/07 Nordic Fisheries, Inc. New Bedford, MA
15 6/6/07 Ray Trout Lewes, DE
16 6/6/07 Stanley Pritchett Cambridge, MD
17 6/6/07 James Fletcher Manns Harbor, NC
18 6/6/07 Wiltiam Anderson Trescott, ME
19 6/6/07 Michael Welch
20 6/7/07 Ralph Dennison
21 6/7/07 Capt. Mike Skarimbas Montauk, NY
22 6/8/07 Denis Lovgren Point Pleasant, NJ
23 6/6/07 John, Mary and AJ
24 6/8/07 Eric L Lundvaill Little Egg Harbor, NJ
25 6/11/07 Walter Jessiman Cutler, ME
26 6/11/07 Troy Ramsdell Cutler, ME
27 6/11/07 Robert W. Maxwell
28 6/11/07 Stephen M. Ouellette Gloucester, MA
29 6/11/07 David E. Frulla Washington, DC
30 6/11/07 Richard Taylor Gloucester, MA
31 6/11/07 Ronald Enoksen New Bedford, MA
32 6/11/07 Phillip Michaud Wellfleet, MA
33 6/11/07 Heinz J. Mueller Atlanta, GA
34 6/11/07 William D. Delahunt Washington, DC
35 6/11/07 Stanley C. Sargent Milbridge, ME
36 5/30/07 Wallace A. Gray Stonington, ME
37 6/5/07 Jimmy Hahn Ocean City, MD







Woneta M. Cloutier ﬁg’ \

From: Deirdre Boelke

Sent: Thursday, May 24, 2007 10:09 AM

To: Woneta M. Cloutier

Subject: [Fwd: ublic comment on federal register of 4/30/07 vol 72 #82 pg 21226]

———————— Original Message --------

Subject: ublic comment on federal register of 4/30/07 vol 72 #82 pg 21226
Date: Mon, 30 Apr 2007 07:46:16 -0400 (EDT)

From: Bk1492@aol.com

To: Scallop.Eleven@noaa.gov, americanvoices@mail.house.gov,
comments@whitehouse.gov, vicepresident@whitehouse.gov

doc noaa id 042507A - new england fishery mgt council

cut all quotas by 50% this year. cut them each year thereafter by 10%.
stop catering on ly to commercial fish profiteers, and relying on the fake information they provide to you (it is
only done so they can continue raping the ocean).

the interests of our children are being severely compromised.
b. sachau

15 elm st

florham park nj 07932

FRERERA AR AR A dddh A hAhhhhhddhhhhhhhdihhk

See what's free at http://www.aol.com.
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RINIYER AR VALEY
Patr'icia Kurkl}l, Re‘gion?l Admipistmtor NEW ENGLAND i oy
Natonal Marne Fisheries Service MANAGEMENT 00 b o
Noxtheast Regional Office —
1 Blackburn Drive
Gloucester, MA 01930

Dear Patricda Kurkul, Regional Adminisrrator,

SUBJECT: COMMENTS ON SCALLOP AMENDMENT 11

Attached are my comments concerning the Scallop Amendment 11, Scallop Fishery
Management Plan. If additional information or explanation is needed, please contact me.

Sincerely,

o, ¢ Sepdy—
Stanley C. Sargent
207-546-7100

DE@EUWEU

‘ JUN 11 2007

By

F/V GALE WARNINGS i1
51 MANSAS RD
MILBRIDGE., MATNT 04658
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3.1

3.2

321

3.3
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Measured to control capacity and mortality in general category fishery.
Limited Entry.

Allocation between limited access and general category fisheries.
Allocation for General Category Scallop boats is 50,000 pounds per boat a year.
Non-transferable.

Allocation of 5% of the total annual projected scallop catch to the general
category fishery.

Allocation of 5% over the long term of general category may be an average. But
compared to the limited access boats the average of poundage per boat, per trip,
has gone up a lot more than 5% since 1994.

Additional alternatives related to a limited entry program for the General
Category fishery.

1. Vessel with a permit from 1994 — 2004.

2. By poundage per year; 50,000 pounds.

3. Owner, Operator only.

4. Yes

5. Probably Not

6. No

3.3.2.1 Allocation of access for qualifying vessels would be an individual allocation

333

1o trips maintaining the 400 pound possession lumit.

Allocation of Scallops should be X number of pounds, not trips.

Example: 50,000 pounds and additional 3% for the cost of enforcement and
monitoring.

Should additional limited entry permits be included?

Only if they were between 1997-2004 with landings.

General Category permits shouldn’t be allowed to be stacked. The total
number of poundage per permit is 50,000 pounds. One General Category
permit per boat only. In addition to that, General Category should be owner,
operator only.

3.3.3.1 Specific permit provisions for limited entry general category permits.

334

No stacking of permits.

Should measures to reduce incentive for qualifiers to use trawl gear
be included?
Yes, 40 pounds maximum per trip.
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3.3.5 Should qualifying vessels be permitted to form voluntary sectors?
No action.

3.3.6 Interim measures for transition period to limited entry.
No action.

3.4  Establish a northern gulf of Maine scallop management area.
Yes.
Northern gulf of Maine should be a separate permit and a separate
quota per boat. A hard tact will lead to derby style fishing and the smaller
boats will be put to a disportionate disadvantage.

3.6 Limited access fishing under General Category.
Prohibit all Limited access boats from fishing with General Category.
The word Limited only seems to apply to the vessels that have the smallest
access to the fishery.

3.7 Allocation of Yellowtail Flounder bycatch in access areas.
General Category can’t have any bycatch.

3.8 Incidental Catch
40 pounds per trip. With one trip equaling 24 hours.

3.9 Better and More timely integration of recent data.
Change the fishing year.

Comments:

General Category was made up for small boats, about 75 boats total, half were from
Maine that were actually scalloping at the time. Since then, General Category has been
exploited beyond anyone’s ideas at the time of the making. Now we have the task to
decide who has the right to fish and who does not. Those who qualify must have been
there 1n the beginning. There can only be one set of rules for General Category: Owner,
operator; One dredge, 10° 6” maxamum; No targeting scallops with trawl nets; Fishing
season April 1¥ — November 1*. ect.. This also has to apply to Northern Gulf of Maipe.
Northern Gulf of Maine tac is broken down per boat, per season, not per trip.

do1s
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Subject: Comments on Scallop Amendment 11 (Attn. Patricia Kurkul Reglonal Admxmstrator)
From: my gray <rose_bud83(@yahoo.com>
Date: Wed, 30 May 2007 07:39:06 -0700 (PDT)
To: Scallop.Eleven@noaa.gov

1. Yes, I pelieve capacity and morality should be
controlled in the general categery fishery.

iy 17 2007

NEVVtﬁVLufnerwbﬁﬁ LY
MANAGEMENTCOUNC&

2. I am in faver of limited entry.

3. T feel that 5,000 1lbs must be used. In reallity
5,000 lbs is only a little over 12 days fishing. That
should cover even the fishermen who cnly fish parc

time. As far as years, 5 or 11 year plan wouldn't make
much difference.

4., I believe a tier system would work the best,
pcssibly a 3 year tier.

5. Sheould ke dredge only. 10'6" for everyone.
6. Undecided on a Northern Gulf of ME. fishing area.

7. Limited access vescels should be allowed to fish
under general category rules as long as what they
catch comes out their tac.

8+3. I conciser this is a very important igsue. 5%
las been thrown out cf many meetings. I believe it
must be at the 10-11% level. Many reasons drew me to
this conclusion. ©One is we deon't know the average
size of vessels that is going make up the general
category f£leet. If it ends up being mere smaller
veggels, we will be at a dlsadvantage trying to get
all closes area trips in before they get closed for by
cateh. For one example: plus, it ig not set in stcme.
How many vessels are going to be in the fishery.

eferring to table 13 at 11% limited access vessels
would stay at present levels, which 1s stated in your
document at an average of 1 million dollars a vessel.
I believe a 10-11% Limited Access vessels would stay
at present levels, which is stated in your documert at
an average of 1 million dollare a vessel. I believe a
10-11% TAC at this peint of forming the criteria of
the Gen. Cat. fleat is necessary to ensure you have
enough resource to work with To let us have a viable
chance of staying in business. I believe 1f we don't
get this much of a percentage you'll have succeeded in
putting a let of ue out of the fishery completely. I
seriougly bhelieve that it is cn the minds of most
people in the Limited Access fleert. I hope it is not
the councils view.

10. Leave it at 40 lbs..
11. Let us as a fisheries use cur VMS' to do the trip
reports. It would be easzier for us and let you receive
our data guicker.
12. No
12. Mostly

Commente

14. We must have the option te stack permits in this
Amendment. I have fears that we will not get a large

lof 12 6/12/2007 4:18 PM
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20f12

enough TAC to go arournd. We will neged this optizn. I
believe there is enough rescurces t¢e support a healthy
Limited Access fleet plug a Gen. Cat. fleet. I have
been a Captain in the Limited Access fleet and I
presently own ny own General Category vessel. I
believe we could ke an asset to each other. For
example: My Son has fished and trained under me for 3
vears and now is a deckhand con a Limiced Access
vessel, I think in the future you will gsee a lot of
deckhands on Limited Access vessels will be getting to
an age they won't be 2ble to or want to still do thelr

"jeobs on a Limited Rccess vessel. It would be nice thac

they still could fish the Gen. Cat. fleet cculd be the
answer. I hope the council thinks long and hard hefore
anv deciciong are made that will affect so many
people. Please, note that this is not just rumbers or
fishing vessels, pecples. lives are geing to be
affected by your decisions forever!!

Sincerely,

Wzllace A. Gray

F/V Foxy Lady II

Stonington, Me.
046L1

-+ NEFMC

¢ 004

6/12/2007 4:18 PM
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Woneta M. Cloutier

From: jack stormy [stormyseaslic@yahoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 05, 2007 8:20 AM
To: stormyseaslic@yahoo.com

Subject: Re: Fwd: comments on amendment 11

Hahn <hammersportfishing@yahoo.com> wrote:

Note: forwarded message attached.

The fish are biting.

Get more visitors on your site using Yahoo! Search Marketing.Date: Mon, 4 Jun 2007 21:33:03 -
0700 (PDT)

From: jack stormy <stormyseasllc@yahoo.com>

Subject: comments on amendment 11

To: hammersportfishing@yahoo.com

Dear Council:

MY QUESTION TO THE COUNCIL IS? If the general category was deleted from the fishery
would the mortality rate decrease? If the answer is anything but yes the vision statement is false
and this amendment 11 should be thrown away written to be fair to the general category not the
limited access boat that catch 89% of the quota and want 95% of the quota.

My name is Jimmy Hahn [ am a owner of 2 general category boats out of Ocean City Maryland.
One has no history before the con troll date. Then I purchased another boat that has little history
because I was told by NMFS and North England council that as long as [ had landing before the
control date I would not be out of business. In all of my phone calls and the scoping meeting I
was never told about qualification requirements. I would not have bought this boat if I had
known. I do not consider getting 10 to 20 trip a year being in business. No where in the
proposals for the control date did it say any thing about IFQ or days at sea. I only fish for
scallops I do not have any other Limited access penmits to fish.

[ know the council want to control capacity and mortality. With using the control date it should
control capacity but mmstead of using the preferred option of 10001b since 1994 it should be more
current like 10001b since 2003. If you did not fish when the scallops were at highest population
level and highest price, why would you fish for them in the next couple of years when they are
in the down side of there cycle. All a individual quota is going to do is let the people that hold a
meet the criteria weather they fish or not make a profit off a permit. The quota should go to real
fishermen. What happens to the quota that is given to people that do not use it? Is it saved for
the next year or lost?

After listening to the amendment hearing I did not hear many people in support of the preferred

06/13/2007
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actions of the council. Most people wanted the opposite, the only people in support preferred
action were limited access boat owners. Was amendment 11 written to control capacity and
control mortality or to push the little fisherman out of business and give the quota to the limited
access boats.

The council should give the general category at least 10% hard tac fleet wide. The preferred 5%
1s to little. With only 5% the preferred option for allocation would be exceed. How is this make
good sense! If we are only allowed to catch 20% of the biomass how can giving us extra 5%
increase mortality. With all of the closed areas along the coast how can the fishery be over
fished? Ifthe scallop are over fished why did the Elephant Trunk area even open. When it did
open why didn't you use the science to catch the least amount scallops possible. You open the
season right when they were about to spawn. Three more weeks and they would have all
spawned at least once. The distance the spat could a floated would have repopulated some of the
Delmarva area. Also the number of bushels to catch 400lb was around 50 one month later it only
took 35 bushel for 400Ib that's 15 bushels less. In the general category alone that's 12000
bushels less and about 1,620,000 scallops less. With the limited access boats catching 180001b
per trip in 300 trips it would have saved 202500 bushels and over 27,337,500 scallops. Who
decided to open the season a month to early. Instead you didn't use the science to protect
mortality. Now who to blame for the extra mortality? Not the general category! The general
category didn't deplete the scallop in the 1990s it was the limited access boats. They didn't bring
the fishery back. More laws and rules were put in place to keep the mortality at a controlled
level. The scallops that we are allowed to fish on now were not put there by limited access
boats, mother nature put them there. They are on federal bottom that is owned by the citizens of
the United States. My tax money is used to study, protect and regulate, why shouldn't I be
allowed a percentage of that resource. [ have learned that 5 boat owners, curently own 118 limit
access boats, that over 27% of the quota. How 1s that fair, that 5 people own more of the

quota then the whole general category can catch in two years at 10%. I really feel the fishery's
people should wake up.

My comments to the Questions?

1. IF THE GENERAL CATEGORY WAS DELETED WOULD SCALLOP MORTALITY
CHANGE? The answer is NO so how could regulating the general category change mortality.
Mortality can not be controlled on the 10% level it must be controlled on the 90% level!

2 and 3 . Capacity is going to be controlled by the control date. I think people currently in the
fishery should be allowed to continue to fish. I think the option 1994 and 10001b is to general, it
should be given to fishermen who are currently fishing 2003 to 2004 with a 1000 1b is much
better. What about a rigging up clause? We were told by NMFS that if you had a permit before
control date with landing you would qualify.

I think consideration should be given to people who fish only for scallops. Those that are after
the control date should not be complete pushed out of this fishery. For example if you fished
over 200 days since the control date, it your primary fishery and you should be given something.

Mortality should not be blamed on the general category. We are only catching 11%. If you
want to control mortality it should be done on the 89% the limited access catch. If you
completely deleted the general category the limited access boat would catch 100% instead of
89% so whats the different? I think the linmted access boat can afford to give 10%. I think it

06/13/2007
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would be fair to give the general category a 10% hard tac fleet wide.

4.1 think that it should be a hard tac of 10% fleet wide. Let the fishermen who fish get the
quota. Why should somebody who fished 10 years ago and is not fishing now get a quota to sell
or lease and make money without fishing. What happens if you give out trips and the trip don't
get taken?

5. I think we should be able to continue and a 10% hard tac until the in term measures are
straightened out.

7. Limited access boat should not be able to fish under general category quota. In 2005 they
landed 1.5% 800000 Ib and in 2006 they landed .76% 424000 Ib after landing there quota of
87% and 89%. How much extra mortality is that. It should be one category or the other not
both. Many limited access boat fished the elephant trunk opening under general category first
then started the limited access trips. Double dipping.

8. yes Why can't we have at least 10%? That's what the average has been over the last couple
of years without being over fished.

9.yes. we should get a 10 % of the total quota.

10. I think there should be another permit for incidental catch, you should be able to sell the
catch.

11. I think we should use more science and less political power to regulate and control.

12. increase limit to 100 bushels. Also increase the trip limit to 8001b for a 48 hour period to
save fuel. Use vims to regulate hours and trips

13.yes 1 believe the whole impact to the environment section was written by the limited access
boats for the limited access boats. Nowhere does it have a negative statement about limited
access boats. How can that be, when they catch 89% of the quota.

14.1 think I have made my feeling very clear general category is not the problem for mortality.

3.1.2.1.
Agree with control date and 1000 Ib

3.1.2.2

agree with marchl 2000 - 2004 Quota should go to boat currently in scallop fishery. If you did
not work in the best years you never will.

3.1.23

none Should be a hard tac fleet wide. Not to somebody who does not even own a boat any
more just holds a permit. Quota should be given to people who want and only fish for scallops
not draggers who only fish for scallop occasional. 2000 - 2004 allows only 369 boats.

3.1.24

agree with 3.1.2.4.6

3.1.2.4.1

1s not what NMES told everybody would happen. Some of us bought boat with little history
because Pete Christor told us not to worry as long as it is before the control date and has landing
before control date nothing would change.

3.1.2.5

06/13/2007
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agree with 3.1.2.5.1.1 One vessel one permit. Many boat owner sold the boat to family
members to be able to get 2 quota out same vessel and pernuit.
3.1.2.543

not sure

3.1.2.5.8.1

A limit on the number of permits and boat you can own.

3.1.2.6

No trawl gear

3.1.2.8

agree with 3.1.2.8.1

3.1.4.3.

not sure

3.1.6.1.

disagree with 3.1.6.1.1 Limited access vessels should not be able to fish under general category.
They already get 89% how much more do they need. Double Dipping
3.1.7.3

not sure

3.1.8

agree with 3.1.8.2

3.2

agree with 3.2.1.1

33

agree with 3.3.2.2.

If the vision statement is false for amendment 11 then how can the council use it to regulate the
fishery. The council and NMFS needs to take a better look at the overall status of the fishery,
use better science and more common sense. How can controlling 5% - 10% of a fishery reduce
mortality. Amendment 11 was written to put the small boat owner out business and increase
control and profit for the limited access boats with no regard for the mortality levels of the
scallops. The scallop quota should not be owned by 334 limited access boats but shared by all
the citizens of the Untied States.

If you have any comments or questions please feel free to contact me at 410 310 4296

Thanks
Jimmy Hahn

Take the Internet to Go: Yahoo!Go puts the Intermet in your pocket: mail, news, photos & more.

The fish are biting.
Get more visitors on your site using Yahoo! Search Marketing.
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