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2. Board Consent         1:00 p.m. 

 Approval of Agenda    

 Approval of Proceedings from February 2017  

3. Public Comment          1:05 p.m. 

4. Consider Draft Addendum V for Public Comment (M. Appelman) Action      1:15 p.m. 

 Technical Committee Report (N. Lengyel)  
 

5. Review and Consider Approval of 2018 Atlantic Striped Bass Benchmark Stock               2:45 p.m. 
Assessment Terms of Reference (K. Drew) Action       

 
6. Board Guidance to Stock Assessment Subcommittee Regarding Development of           3:00 p.m. 

Biological Reference Points for the 2018 Benchmark Stock Assessment (K. Drew) 
 
7. Other Business/Adjourn          3:15 p.m. 
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2.  Board Consent 

 Approval of Agenda 
 Approval of Proceedings from February 2017  

 
3.  Public Comment – At the beginning of the meeting, public comment will be taken on items not on 
the agenda. Individuals that wish to speak at this time must sign‐in at the beginning of the meeting. For 
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4. Consider Draft Addendum V for Public Comment (1:15 p.m. – 2:45 p.m.) Action 

Background 

 The Board initiated development of Addendum V in response to concerns raised by 
Chesapeake Bay jurisdictions regarding continued economic hardship endured by its 
stakeholders following implementation of Addendum IV and information from the 2016 
stock assessment update indicating fishing mortality is below the target. 

 The intent of the addendum is to consider a relaxation of the coastwide commercial and 
recreational regulations to bring fishing mortality to the FMP target based on the 2016 
assessment update. 

 Draft Addendum V is in Supplemental Materials 

 The Technical Committee prepared a report on the Plan Development Team’s proposed 
alternative management options (Supplemental Materials). 

Presentations 

 Overview of Draft Addendum V by M. Appelman 

 Technical Committee Report by N. Lengyel 

Board Actions for Consideration 

 Approve Draft Addendum V for Public Comment 
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5. Review and Consider 2018 Atlantic Striped Bass Benchmark Stock Assessment Terms of 
Reference (2:45 p.m. – 3:00 p.m.) Action 

Background 

 The Technical Committee drafted terms of reference for the upcoming benchmark stock 
assessment for review by the Atlantic Striped Bass Board (Briefing Materials). 

 The Technical Committee will also review the benchmark assessment timeline. 

Presentations 

 Review stock assessment terms of reference by K. Drew 

Board Actions for Consideration 

 Approve stock assessment terms of reference 

 

6. Board Guidance to Stock Assessment Subcommittee Regarding Development of Biological 
Reference Points (BRPs) for the 2018 Benchmark Stock Assessment (3:00 p.m. – 3:15 p.m.)  

Background 

 The purpose of this agenda item is to notify the Board that its guidance will be required 
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guidance process. 
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The Atlantic Striped Bass Management Board of 
the Atlantic States Marine Fisheries Commission 
convened  in the Edison Ballroom of the Westin 
Hotel, Alexandria, Virginia, February 2, 2017, and 
was  called  to  order  at  11:40  o’clock  a.m.  by 
Chairman James J. Gilmore, Jr. 

CALL TO ORDER 

CHAIRMAN  JAMES  J. GILMORE,  JR.:   Welcome 
everyone;  this  is  the  Atlantic  Striped  Bass 
Management Board.   My name  is  Jim Gilmore; 
I’m  the  Administrative  Commissioner  for  New 
York, and  I will be Chairing  the meeting  today.  
We’ll hopefully get a little quicker wrap up than 
we did this morning. 
 
Welcome  to  all  the  fishermen  from  the 
Chesapeake  region.    I  understand  we’ve  got 
quite  a  few  guys  in  the  room.   Well,  some  of 
them  want  to  make  some  public  comments; 
which we’ll get to in a minute.   

APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

CHAIRMAN  GILMORE:  Just  in  terms  of  the 
agenda, what we’re  planning  on  doing,  if  you 
look at it in your briefing materials. 
 
We’re  just  going  to  go  through  the  Technical 
Committee Report, Options 5  and 6 we’re not 
going  to do  today.   We’re going  to as Bob had 
described before, try to do that through mail and 
phone.    Essentially  then we’ll  just  have  other 
business.  With those changes to the agenda, are 
there  any  other  changes  before we  adopt  the 
agenda?  Seeing  none;  we’ll  adopt  that  by 
consensus.   

APPROVAL OF PROCEEDINGS 

CHAIRMAN  GILMORE:  The  next  item  on  the 
agenda is the approval of the proceedings from 
October, 2016; which is in your briefing package.  
Has  everyone  seen  those?    Are  there  any 
comments  or  changes  to  those?   Okay  seeing 
none; we will adopt those by consent.   
 

PUBLIC COMMENT 

CHAIRMAN GILMORE: Before every meeting we 
have an opportunity for the public to come up to 
the public microphone and speak on topics not 
on the agenda. 
 
There will be opportunity later if there are action 
items  to  talk  about  the  specific  motions;  but 
right now for any topic not on the agenda.  I’ve 
had two individuals signed up that would like to 
make a public comment.  But if you have anyone 
else that would like to make a comment, please 
raise your hand after we’re done.   Please,  just 
identify  your name and  your affiliation  for  the 
record when you come up.   First  I have Robert 
Brown. 
 
MR. ROBERT T. BROWN SR.:  Chair and members 
of  the  Atlantic  States  Marine  Fisheries 
Commission, thank you for letting me talk today.  
Prior to 1985 Rock Fish Moratorium, we had a 12 
inch minimum size, 15 pound maximum size, and 
we  fished  on  the  spawning  ground  during  the 
spawning season. 
 
There was no quotas, it was an open fishery 365 
days a year, 24 hours a day seven days a week; 
commercial  and  recreational.    We’ve  come  a 
long ways since  then.   Today no  fishing on our 
spawning grounds during the spawning season, 
we even close our season prior to the spawning 
season to permit the spawning biomass to reach 
these grounds.  We have quotas which restrict us 
to where many of us have gone out of business.  
We have a  limited entry and  increased the size 
limits of these fish. 
 
Mortality  rates,  between  an  18  and  a  20  inch 
rockfish,  the  mortality  rate  during  the  warm 
water  season  far  surpasses  any  savings  in 
rockfish,  and places  a hardship on our  charter 
fishery and recreational fishermen.  It is time to 
go back to common sense fishery.  No one wants 
to go back to 1985.  Again, we have made a great 
return to the rockfish population. 
 
There  is  no  place  for micromanagement,  and 
fishery management is not a precise science.  Let 
common  sense  fishery  management  prevail, 
again permitting an 18 inch minimum size and do 
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not  shorten  the  season  on  the  charter  and 
recreational  fishermen;  as  it  is  a  hardship  to 
them.   The fishing charters recreational are not 
happy, not being able to catch their two legal fish 
per person and throwing so many back. 
 
Always you hear, next year they’ll be big enough.  
But  the  fish start  their migrate  to  the ocean at 
that  time.    Remember,  mortality  rates  and 
remember to do what is best for the fish and the 
fishermen,  through  a  commonsense 
management fishery plan.  Thank you. 
 
CHAIRMAN GILMORE:  Next I have Phil Langley. 
 
MR. PHIL LANGLEY:  My name is Phil Langley; I’m 
President of Maryland Charter Boat Association.  
I sit on the Potomac River Fisheries Commission 
and  the  Maryland  Sportfish  Advisory 
Commission.  On behalf of myself and a group of 
charterboat captains here from Maryland; that if 
you don’t mind I would like them to stand and be 
recognized at this point, if you don’t mind.   
 
I  promise  you  these  guys  aren’t  here  because 
they like meetings.  Many of these guys who just 
stood  experienced  the  five  year  moratorium 
from 1985 to   1990.  I would like to thank you, 
Mr. Chair, and the Board for the opportunity to 
speak.  Like you, we have a passion for protecting 
the resource. 
 
We realize without the resource our professions 
would  not  be  possible.    Addendum  IV  was 
implemented  in  2015  to  protect  the  existing 
spawning stocks and to ensure healthy spawning 
stocks in the future.  Prior to Addendum IV, most 
of the Chesapeake Bay summer harvest was on 
Ages 3, 4, and 5 fish. 
 
At Age 5, a large number of these fish entered a 
coastal  migration.    The  Bay  summer  resident 
fishery is heavily skewed towards a male fishery.  
Most of  the  females and  the  strong 2011 year 
class should have entered the coastal migration 
now.   To comply with Addendum  IV reductions 
the Bay states  increased the minimum size and 
their  summer  fishery  for  recreational  and 
charter anglers. 
 

These adjustments protected most of Age 3 fish 
and left mostly Age 4 and some of Age 5 fish to 
target.   We saw an abundance of fish, however 
most were sublegal.   Most captains I’ve spoken 
with were experiencing catch ratios of 20 to 1 in 
two‐thirds of the Bay.  That is 20 throwbacks to 
every  fish  that  they  could  keep.    With  an 
assumed  9  percent  mortality  rate,  that  is 
equivalent  to  1.8  fish  lost  for  each  legal  fish 
harvested.    This  takes  place  in  water 
temperatures  averaging  80  degrees  in  the 
Chesapeake Bay; approximately 12 to 15 degrees 
warmer  than a majority of  the northeast coast 
during the summer months.  We feel 9 percent is 
a conservative number during that time of year. 
 
A  high  number  of  discards  has  created 
discontent with many of our customers,  to  the 
extent that many captains have experienced a 20 
percent  reduction  in  trips  between  2015  and 
2016.   This economic decline has also affected 
tackle shops, restaurants, marinas, convenience 
stores,  hotels,  et  cetera  that  are  indirectly 
dependent on the Bay’s fishery. 
 
Approximately 60 percent of Maryland’s charter 
and recreational fisheries  focus on striped bass 
as their primary targeted species.  This is due in 
part to the lack of variety of species available to 
target in the Bay.  This percentage is much higher 
as compared  to  the coast, which has a greater 
variety of  species; providing  alternative  fishing 
options. 
 
For  this  reason  the  economic  impact  is 
significantly  different  among  our  states,  with 
Maryland  experiencing  significant  burden.  
There  are  concerns  that  economic  decline will 
increase  in  2017,  while  conservation  is  our 
utmost priority and concern, we request that as 
options  to  maintain  a  sustainable  fishery  are 
contemplated,  consideration  be  given  to  the 
economic health of  the many  small businesses 
that  rely  on  the  continuation  of  our  fishery.  
Thank you, Mr. Chair. 
 
CHAIRMAN GILMORE:   Thank you, Mr. Langley.  
Are there any other public comments, before we 
move on to the next agenda item?   
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TECHNICAL COMMITTEE REPORT 

CHAIRMAN GILMORE:  Seeing none; we’re going 
to  move  into  the  Review  of  the  Technical 
Committee Report and the Technical Committee 
Chair  Nichole  Lengyel  is  going  to  give  us  a 
presentation.  Nichole. 

REVIEW OF PROJECTED FISHING MORTALITY 
AND RECOMMENDED DATA SETS FOR 

CONSERVATION EQUIVALENCY PROPOSALS 
 

MS. NICHOLE LENGYEL:  I’ll try to get through this 
relatively quickly for the sake of time.  I’m going 
to be presenting the Technical Committee report 
on the tasks assigned to the TC from the Striped 
Bass Management Board at the  last meeting  in 
October.  I’ll start by giving some background of 
what was presented to the Board at the October, 
2016 meeting; go over the two tasks assigned by 
the Board. 
 
For Task 1,  I’ll go through the methods, results 
and discussion and then for Task 2, present the 
TC  recommendation.    At  the  October  2016 
Management  Board  meeting,  the  Board  was 
presented  with  the  2016  striped  bass  stock 
assessment update.  The update found that the 
stock  is  not  overfished  and  overfishing  is  not 
occurring. 
 
Spawning  stock biomass was estimated  at 129 
million pounds, which is above the threshold and 
below  the  target.    Fishing  mortality  was 
estimated at 0.16, which is below the threshold 
and below the target of 0.18.  Task 1 assigned to 
the TC was determine the percent liberalization 
and harvest that would increase fishing mortality 
from the 2015 terminal year estimate of 0.16, to 
the FMP target F of 0.18.   
 
Task 2 was  to  recommend a preferred dataset 
using updated  length  frequency data  for states 
to use when preparing conservation equivalency 
proposals for recreational regulations.  For Task 
1, and again  this was  to  look at how much we 
could  liberalize  harvest  to  get  back  up  to  the 
target  from 0.16, which was  the 2015  terminal 
year  estimate  to  the  target  of  0.18.    We 
projected the striped bass population starting in 
2015 and going through 2017.  There were two 

scenarios presented in the memo to the Board.  
Scenario 1 used preliminary 2016  removals.   A 
fishing  mortality  of  0.18  in  2017,  and  we 
estimated the total removals in 2017 under this 
scenario.    For  Scenario  2  we  had  a  constant 
fishing mortality of 0.156  in 2015, and we used 
an F of 0.18 in both 2016 and 2017; and again we 
estimated total removals in 2016 and 2017. 
 
For  some  results  for  Task  1,  preliminary  2016 
removals were estimated at 3.6 million fish.  This 
is  an 18 percent  increase  from 2015.    Keep  in 
mind these are just preliminary estimates; they 
could increase when they become final.  Fishing 
at F equals 0.18.  In 2017 results in a harvest of 
roughly 3.3 million fish and you can see that for 
Scenario 1 and 2  the numbers of  fish are very 
close.  It is roughly about 3.3 million. 
 
Our  results  found  that  total  removals  of  3.3 
million fish  in 2017 would represent a 10 to 11 
percent  increase  from  2015  removals;  but  it 
would also represent a 6 percent decrease from 
the  preliminary  2016  removals.    Again,  2016 
removals are likely an underestimate.  For Task 2 
we  were  asked  to  recommend  a  preferred 
dataset  for  states  to  use  when  preparing 
conservation  equivalency  proposals  for 
recreational regulations. 
 
This primarily came about due to the emergence 
of  the  2011  year  class.    The  TC  had  originally 
prepared  a  memo  in  2014  that  went  to  the 
Board, and we recommended using 2011 to 2013 
as  the  preferred  dataset.    The  TC  met  and 
discussed  this;  and  decided  pursuing  the 
development of a length‐based projection model 
would be an ideal approach for length frequency 
data. 
 
However, in the interim until that model can be 
developed, we recommend using the most three 
recent  years  of  size  frequency  data  for  CE 
proposals.  A state may opt to use less than three 
years  if  they  can  justify  a  reason  for doing  so.  
With that we’ll take any questions. 
 
CHAIRMAN GILMORE:  Questions.  John Clark. 
 
MR.  JOHN  CLARK:    Thank  you  for  the  report, 
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Nichole.    Did  the  TC  look  at  the  length 
frequencies from the MRIP for the 2016?  Is most 
of  that  increase  in  landings  coming  from  fish 
recruiting to the fishery, because that seems like 
quite a big increase from 2015 to 2016 under the 
same regulations? 
 
MS. LENGYEL:  We did talk about this at the last 
meeting,  and  we  did  see  a  much  higher 
proportion  of  Age  4  or  5  fish  in  the  length 
frequency  data  and  in  the  harvest,  in  both 
harvest and in discards. 
 
CHAIRMAN GILMORE:  Dr. Duval. 
 
DR. MICHELLE DUVAL:  Nichole, I was just curious 
if  for  the preliminary 2016 harvest estimates  if 
the  Technical  Committee  was  able  to  break 
those  out  by  bay  harvest  versus  coastwide 
harvest. 
 
MS.  LENGYEL:    It’s not broken out by bay  and 
coastwide, but  I can tell you exactly what went 
into the preliminary harvest.  For 2016, obviously 
we didn’t have  all  the  data  available  yet.   We 
used for 2016 Waves 2 through 5, for 2015 we 
brought in Wave 6 estimates, because 2016 was 
not  yet  available.   We  also brought  in Virginia 
Wave 1 estimates from 2015; and this  is all for 
recreational  data,  harvest  and  discards,  and 
discards reflect 9 percent discard mortality from 
released fish.   On the commercial side we used 
2016 preliminary number provided by the states; 
however  we  substituted  for  New  York  and 
Virginia with 2015 numbers, because 2016 was 
expected to be much higher than 2015.  We also 
used the 2015 commercial discard estimates as 
2016 was not yet available. 
 
CHAIRMAN GILMORE:  John McMurray. 
 
MR.  JOHN McMURRAY:    I  also  noted  that  big 
increase  in removals from 2015 to 2016, and  it 
does make sense to me anecdotally, given what 
we saw along the coast with the aggregation of 
menhaden  and  the  number  of  people  taking 
advantage of that opportunity.  But what I didn’t 
really  understand  was  how  the  projected 
removals  for  2017  were  lower  than  2016.    I 
believe they’re even lower than 2015.  How did 

you come to that? 
 
DR. KATIE DREW:  The way we calculated sort of 
the task was to figure out  if we were fishing at 
0.18 in 2017, what kind of removals would that 
equivalent  to?    We  basically  projected  the 
population  forward  from  2015; which was  the 
end of  the assessment,  so you have your  total 
numbers at age in that coming out of there. 
 
Then you just project the population forward for 
three  years  under  two  different  harvest 
scenarios.  We need to know what happened in 
2016  to  get  to  2017.    In  2016  we  had  these 
preliminary numbers, and so you take those out 
of  the  population  and  then  you  push  the 
population forward for another year. 
 
Then you apply that 0.18F to the population  in 
2017.  If you’re fishing at 0.18 in 2017, given the 
population size that we project will exist in 2017, 
then  that  is  the  level of  removals  that you can 
take out to get to an F of 0.18.  The reason that 
it’s lower than 2016 is that if you actually look at 
the  value  for  F  that would  get  you  to  0.18  in 
2016;  it’s  lower  than  those  preliminary  2016 
removals. 
 
Basically,  this  is  suggesting  that  if we  did  the 
update in 2016 with 2016 data, it would suggest 
that we were  above  the  target  in  2016.    The 
harvest removals for 2017 that could take place 
under an F of 0.18 is slightly higher than what we 
saw  in 2015; that  is you could go up a  little bit 
from your 2015 numbers.  But it’s still lower than 
the  preliminary  2016  numbers,  because we’re 
anticipating that harvest has gone up that much 
in 2016.  Does that make sense? 
 
MR.  McMURRAY:    Yes  I  would  like  to  say  I 
understand  that  thoroughly,  but  I  don’t.   We 
could  talk  offline  about  that.    But  one  of  the 
things I did hear you say was, so F  increased to 
above the target in 2016.  That is the projection, 
right?   We’re  forecasting we’ll be above  target 
again in 2017.  Is that correct? 
 
DR. DREW:   We are forecasting that if you took 
the same level of removals out that you took in 
2016; you would most likely be above the target 



Draft Proceedings of the Atlantic Striped Bass Management Board Meeting February 2017 
 

These minutes are draft and subject to approval by the Atlantic Striped Bass Management Board. 
The Board will review the minutes during its next meeting. 

5 
   

in 2017.  We did not do any projections to project 
forward  at  the  2015  levels,  which  is  slightly 
below the target; at least on paper.  If you stayed 
at 2015 or below, you would most likely be at or 
below the target.  But the 2016 values would put 
you over. 
 
MR. McMURRAY:    Okay,  I  think  I  understand 
that.  I would just add that there is no reason to 
believe that we wouldn’t have the same sort of 
fishing conditions  in 2017.    I don’t know why  it 
would be  lower, why removals would be  lower 
at all; and why fishing mortality would be lower, 
but that’s just me speaking anecdotally. 
 
CHAIRMAN  GILMORE:    Any  other  questions?  
Mike Luisi. 
 
MR. MIKE LUISI:  Hi Jim, and thank you for asking 
for questions.  The difference between 2015 and 
2016  is  obviously  something  that  the  Board 
members are looking at and are asking questions 
about.  But given the comments regarding 2016 
as  a  projection,  it  was  stated  that  these  are 
preliminary  estimates,  and  it  was  also 
mentioned  briefly  through  another  set  of 
questions  that we’re not quite  sure yet what’s 
going to happen in 2016. 
 
I would  like  to  get  the  Technical  Committee’s 
position on which is a more reliable estimate of 
fishing mortality,  is  it the 2015 estimate; which 
from  what  I  understand  to  be  a  much  more 
complete and thorough analysis to estimate that 
F,  or  is  it  the  projected  landings  that we  just 
don’t know and they’re not final yet? 
 
MS. LENGYEL:   As you said, the 2015 estimates 
came out of that update assessment.   For 2016 
we  are  using  preliminary  numbers.    We  do 
expect  those  numbers  are  likely  an 
underestimate  of what  total  removals  in  2016 
will  be.    The  Technical  Committee  did  not 
necessarily discuss what the  likelihood of being 
at or above the target would be in 2016. 
 
We wouldn’t know  that  for sure without doing 
another  update  assessment,  so  we  can’t 
necessarily say for certain which we have more 
confidence  in; because we don’t actually know 

where we’ll  be  at  in  2016  in  terms  of  fishing 
mortality, until we have those final numbers. 
 
CHAIRMAN GILMORE:  Follow up, Mike. 
 
MR. LUISI:    Just to  follow up on an assessment 
update.  It’s not in the plans to do an assessment 
update,  and  from  what  I  understand,  Mr. 
Chairman, the next opportunity to evaluate the 
stock will be through the benchmark assessment 
that  I’m being  told  is probably going  to be  the 
report for that assessment.   
 
It will  likely be towards the end of 2018; which 
will  then  extend  any  management  change 
related  to  striped  bass  probably  into  2019  or 
2020.    I  just want  to make  sure  it’s  clear  that 
there is no plan right now to do a 2016 or 2017 
assessment,  which  will  give  us  more  certain 
values for the 2016 F as  it relates to coastwide 
harvest. 
 
CHAIRMAN GILMORE:  That’s my understanding, 
Mike, that’s correct.  Andy Shiels. 
 
MR. ANDY SHIELS:  Just a quick question.  When 
do we think we would have the 2016 estimate or 
data? 
 
MS.  LENGYEL:    Those  numbers wouldn’t  come 
out  until  MRIP  numbers  are  finalized,  so 
approximately in May. 
 
MR. ROB O’REILLY:  I just wanted to follow up on 
the  changes  from  2015  to  ’16  and  then  the 
reduction  ’17.   Where does  the progression of 
the female striped bass leaving Chesapeake Bay 
figure into all of that?  How is that treated? 
 
DR. DREW:  Because we’re using a single model 
for  the entire  coast and  the entire population, 
we  don’t  have  sex  information;  migration 
information  is  not  incorporated  into  this 
analysis. 
 
CHAIRMAN GILMORE:   Okay I think we’ve gone 
through the questions, now  if you recall the TC 
report was brought up at the last meeting for an 
investigation  and  information  for  a  potential 
action.   At this point in time is there any action 
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that we would  like  to  take  as  a  result of  this?  
Mike Luisi. 
 
MR. LUISI:  Let me first start off by saying that I 
want to thank the Board, all the members of the 
Board for their support over the last 18 months; 
as we explored a deeper understanding of  the 
effects of Addendum IV, and the regulations that 
were  imposed  on  the  states  through  that 
addendum.   
 
This Board was willing to go forward and approve 
an  assessment  update,  which  was  conducted; 
and we  just  received  a  report  on  that  on  the 
results  of  that  assessment  update.    I  do 
appreciate that effort.  I have a number of points 
that I would like to make, but before I get to that 
I do have an action that I would like the Board to 
consider  today.    I’ve  passed  that  action  on  to 
Max.    I can read that  into the record  if  it  is the 
appropriate time right now, Mr. Chairman. 
 
CHAIRMAN GILMORE:  Yes, go ahead, Mike.  Why 
don’t we do that and then we can get right to the 
heart of it. 
 
The report today was that we could look at a 10 
percent  increase  to that  in harvest coastwide.  
The point there with the 2016 stock assessment 
is to end the discussion at the terminal year of 
2015.    If  I  get  a  second,  I  can  offer  other 
justification for this action. 
 
CHAIRMAN  GILMORE:    Okay  do  we  have  a 
second to the motion?  Rob O’Reilly.  Okay Mike, 
do you want to go ahead and go into the detail? 
 
MR.  LUISI:    Sure,  thanks  for  the  second,  Rob.  
Again,  we  want  to  thank  you  for  all  of  your 
support over these last couple years in listening 
to and considering actions that we were hoping 
would  show an  impact  to our  recreational and 
commercial  industries  in Maryland.    I think  it  is 
very abundantly clear that there  is a great deal 
of  interest;  given  our  stakeholders  in  the 
audience here today in the striped bass fishery. 
 
All  of  you  have  also  received  a  letter  from 
Governor Larry Hogan and the state of Maryland, 
indicating  his  concerns  over  the  actions  that 

have been taken; and the  implications of those 
actions  and  the  economic  impacts  of  those 
actions to our state.   We will continue to stand 
behind previous comments that we’ve made.   
 
I  think  someone  mentioned  Groundhog  Day 
earlier this morning, I’m not sure who it was, but 
we continue to want to make the point, and we 
stand behind previous comments that this stock 
is  robust.    This  stock  is  not  overfished  and 
overfishing  is  not  occurring.    We  believe  the 
stock to be in a much better condition than what 
would  come  from  the  assessment  and  the 
spawning  stock  biomass;  which  through 
retrospective  analysis  indicates  that  we  are 
underestimating  the  spawning  stock  biomass 
when moving forward.  I look to the objectives of 
Addendum IV.  A couple years ago we took action 
to achieve certain objectives. 
 
One of those objectives was to protect the 2011 
year class.  The 2011 year class has now entered 
into  what  is  exploitable  in Maryland,  yet  the 
2011 year class as many would know along the 
coast, many if not most of them are leaving the 
Chesapeake Bay and are becoming part of  the 
migratory stock. 
 
We believe that that objective  in Addendum  IV 
was met.  While we’ve carried the burden of that 
objective, because as you know the Chesapeake 
Bay is responsible for the majority of striped bass 
along the coast, we felt we did our job achieving 
that  objective.   We  think  it  is  time  to  take  a 
different action. 
 
Now the other objective of Addendum IV was to 
reduce F to at or below the target.  Based on the 
2016 assessment that is where we are, F is below 
the  target  based  on  the  2016  assessment.    In 
achieving both of  the addendum’s objectives,  I 
think  that  it  is  time  to  consider an action  that 
would allow for some flexibility to the states; and 
not  every  state would  need  to  engage  in  that 
regulatory relaxation.   
 
But it would be something that could be offered 
to the states between now and the benchmark 
assessment, which is years from now.  I think it is 
unreasonable  to  expect  the  stakeholders  to, 
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once objectives have been met in an addendum, 
to just hold the line for years until management 
actions are considered. 
 
Now  I’ll  say  that economic  impact  is  felt quite 
differently  along  the  coast when management 
actions  are  taken;  and  individual  states  feel 
those  impacts  differently.    The  impacts  to 
Maryland have been  significant.   There will be 
those that can argue that it is not the case, but I 
think that looking out at this crowd, reading the 
letter  from  Governor  Hogan.    The  economic 
impacts have been significant. 
 
One of the reasons for those impacts to the state 
of Maryland is the lack of variety of other fish to 
target.  The charterboat industry has been built 
around striped bass fishing.  We don’t have the 
same  opportunity,  given  the  proximity  of 
Maryland’s portion of the Chesapeake Bay to the 
ocean.    We  don’t  have  the  variety  to  bring 
people in. 
 
If you’re not catching striped bass you can move 
on to another species, it is just not available for 
us.    I  think  that  is one of  the  reasons why  this 
type of  action  that  I’m  suggesting here, we  as 
well as other states that have the same type of 
lack of variety, we could take advantage of that.  
I’ll  be  specific  about  how  we  could  take 
advantage of that. 
 
It was mentioned by Captain Langley earlier that 
in  the  summer/fall  fishery  in  our  state, water 
temperatures warm.   There are many  fish  that 
caught and returned.  We were looking at a two 
inch increase from previous regulations that we 
had for 20 years, and it often takes 20 to 30 to 40 
and some might even say more fish before you 
can  catch a harvestable  fish.   There  is a  lot of 
mortality that is associated with that.  One of the 
advantages  that  I  could  see  coming  from  the 
approval or through the work of this addendum, 
would be to liberalize our summer/fall fishery to 
a 19  inch fish; and turn a  lot of that regulatory 
discard into harvest.  That would be the intention 
of what we’re  looking at here.    I’m not  looking 
for  going  back  to  prior  to  the  addendum, 
resetting the clock on quotas.  We’re just looking 
for some flexibility.  We believe that it’s time to 

make  that  change.    Given  the  impacts  to  the 
state  of Maryland,  I  hope  that  the  Board will 
continue to be supportive of these efforts; as you 
have for the last 18 months as we’ve explored all 
of this.    I’ll  leave  it at that Mr. Chairman, and  I 
appreciate the consideration.   
 
CHAIRMAN  GILMORE:    Let me  get  a  show  of 
hands.  I’m assuming we’re going to have a few 
comments on this; so I want to try to do pro‐con 
on this.  I’ve got Pat Keliher, con.  Ed O’Brien, are 
you pro or con on this?   Just hang on a second 
before  you  comment,  pro.    John  Clark,  okay, 
Marty, I can figure that one out.  John McMurray, 
I can  figure  that one out.    Jay?   Okay.   Anyone 
else; Rob O’Reilly, okay.  Does anyone else want 
to comment, Michelle, and Rachel.    I  think  I’ve 
got everybody.  We can always add on.  All right 
Pat, you get the floor first. 
 
MR. PATRICK C. KELIHER:    I’m  troubled by  the 
initiation of this motion.  As I look at the agenda, 
after looking at the Technical Committee report, 
there  is  no  motion  of  action.    The  state  of 
Maryland  obviously  came  here  to  initiate  this 
action;  considering  the  amount  of  charterboat 
fishermen that are here.  The state of Maine and 
fishermen, and charterboat operators within the 
state of Maine were not aware of this discussion.   
 
I think if they were, you would have had a lot of 
comments  from  them.    I  certainly would  have 
had a lot of comments from them before I came 
here to this meeting.  In looking at the Honorable 
Larry Hogan’s letter, frankly I could have penned 
a  very  similar  letter  for  my  boss,  Governor 
LePage, with  just  the opposite  tone  to  remain 
status quo.   As a  former charterboat operator, 
full  time  charterboat  operator  in  a  past  life,  a 
long, long time ago.   
 
I  can  tell  you  that  the  impact  to  the  state  of 
Maine  charterboat  fleet,  the  economic  impact 
was  great;  for  very  similar  reasons.   We  have 
supported  for  many  years  now  a  reduced 
mortality and reduced effort, to try to build our 
fishery back up to even a fraction of what it was, 
frankly, in the ’90s and 2000s.  We, like the state 
of Maryland, don’t have a  lot of options to find 
other species and target other species.   Striped 
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bass  inshore  is basically  it.   For  those  reasons, 
Mr. Chairman, I’ll be opposing this motion. 
 
MR. ED O’BRIEN:  Supplement the letter that Phil 
wrote, and certainly the governor’s approach  is 
from  a  socioeconomic  situation.    I  assure  you 
that  in the Legislature we have similar feelings, 
and based upon today, if we’re successful here, I 
think  that  can  settle  things  in  our  state  to  a 
degree.  As I look at the captains here today, I see 
the  sons of  their  fathers going out of business 
when we went into moratorium; Captain Green, 
Captain Abner, Captain Sullivan, and others.   
 
We  took a  real hit  for  five years while a  lot of 
people kept fishing.  We’re up against the same 
kind of situation now with this 20 inch fish.  We 
know  these  fish  are  leaving  earlier  than  they 
were before.   A 20  inch  fish  typically  is out of 
here by the time we go for them now.  A 19 inch 
fish would be helpful.   
 
We deeply feel it should be still the 18 inch fish, 
but we’re  looking  for a  compromise.   Down  in 
Florida you all were patient  in  listening  to me, 
and it is right back here again with the same kind 
of a conversation.   We came  in with an appeal 
when we first went to this 14 inch fish.  Needless 
to say, it didn’t pass.  Down in Florida we really 
appreciated  the  Policy  Committee  willing  to 
listen to us further on this subject, when it came 
to  the 20  inch  fish.    I  just hope  that we’ll keep 
some  open minds.    I  know  up  north  looks  at 
things  totally different  than we do on  the Bay; 
and they certainly have a right to.  But we need 
some  help  here.    Gentlemen,  we  need  some 
help.   We  need  this  19  inch  fish,  and  that’s  a 
compromise. 
 
CHAIRMAN GILMORE:  Next I have John Clark. 
 
MR. CLARK:  I’ll be brief.  Delaware was opposed 
to these very conservative reference points.  We 
appealed Addendum  IV because of that.    It has 
had similar socioeconomic impacts in our state.  
The F is now below the target, which once again 
is an extremely conservative target.  Rather than 
wait yet another  two or three years before we 
do any liberalizing, I think it is time to start giving 
back some of the quota that we took away from 

both  our  recreational  and  commercial 
fishermen. 
 
CHAIRMAN  GILMORE:    I  can’t  read  my  own 
handwriting.  I wrote it down so quickly.  I had a 
couple other folks on this side of the table.  I had 
Marty,  Rob, Michelle  and  Rachel.   Was  there 
anybody else on that side of the table?  All right 
let me go to Marty. 
 
MR. MARTIN GARY:  I would like to say up front, 
a lot of the charter captains that took the time to 
come here again, this is I think the third or fourth 
time  I’ve  seen  them here  in  the  last  couple of 
years,  also  fish  in  Potomac  River  Fisheries 
Commission  jurisdictional waters.    I appreciate 
the effort that they made to send a message to 
you all  that  they  really care; and hopefully  the 
Board members do as well, I know they do. 
 
I heard  some of  the  speakers.   Mike  talked  to 
some of the economic and technical aspects of 
what  we’re  dealing  with,  Ed  O’Brien  the 
economic  impacts  to his  industry.    I heard Rob 
ask  a question  regarding  the  female migration 
out of the Bay, and lack of information.  But I did 
want  to  say  without  rehashing  a  lot  of  that.  
There is some information that we do know. 
 
Rugolo and Jones, colleagues that I both had an 
opportunity  to  work  with  when  I  was  on  the 
Striped Bass Stock Assessment Program at DNR 
in the  late 1980s, conducted a migration study.  
There isn’t anything else I’m aware of.  It gives us 
some sense.  You heard Ed talk about what they 
observe on the water. 
 
The 2011 year class which we sought to protect 
is in its sixth year of life.  The Rugolo and Jones 
data, to give you some estimation of what we’re 
dealing with here, tells us that only 5.6 percent 
of  the  females are  left  in  the Bay  in  their sixth 
year, and 16 percent of the males are left; that is 
a story you’ve heard many  times  from  the Bay 
jurisdictional managers. 
 
We primarily have a male fishery that we fish on.  
That gives you some numbers to work with, even 
though that study is a little bit older.  The 2011 
year class was the fourth biggest in the near 60 
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year  history  of  the  Maryland  Juvenile  Finfish 
Survey.    By  all  accounts  from  everybody  I’ve 
talked to, it is as advertised; it’s that big. 
 
As Mike said,  I think we’ve protected that year 
class.  That important year class is largely out of 
the Bay.  I’ve heard some of the reports and read 
what  John McMurray  has  put  up.    I  enjoy  his 
writing and John is starting to see some of that.  
Other  people  are  seeing  it,  so  it’s  happening.  
The  ’11  year  class,  as  Mike  said,  has  been 
protected.    That  begs  the  question,  what’s 
coming behind  the  ’11 year class?   Well,  if you 
haven’t looked the ’12 year class was the lowest 
in the 60 year history of the Maryland  Juvenile 
Finfish Survey; it was a 0.89.  That is what they’ve 
got  to  look  forward  to as  these  fish move out, 
after  that  is  the  ’13 year class, which  is a 5.75, 
that is a pretty weak year class.   
 
But we also know that these oscillations, based 
on environmental conditions, happen all through 
the time series.  The good news is, in ’14 we have 
a  slightly above average year class, and  I  think 
personally it’s probably a lot better than slightly 
above  average;  because  three  of  the  four 
systems  that went  into  that survey were  really 
good,  and  one  tanked  and  dragged  it  down  a 
little bit. 
 
The  ’14s are probably pretty good and the  ’15s 
are the eighth biggest.  That is a good year class.  
There is some relief on the horizon, but as Mike 
said, these guys may have some tough sledding; 
depending on how many of  those  ’11s are still 
around.  We’re not overfishing and overfishing is 
not  occurring.    I  mean  this  Board  has  an 
opportunity  today  to  do  something  for  these 
people that have reached out to you.  I’ll leave it 
at that and listen to what other folks have to say, 
and I appreciate that Mr. Chairman. 
 
CHAIRMAN  GILMORE:    Next  I  have  John 
McMurray. 
 
MR.  McMURRAY:    A  few  things  here.    First, 
according  to  the  TC  analysis  we  could 
theoretically get away with a 10 percent increase 
in removals; if we base it on 2015.  If we base it 
on  2016,  if  I’m  understanding  the  briefing 

material right, it is suggesting that we need to do 
a 6 percent reduction.  Is that correct?   
 
We should keep that in mind for one.  As far as 
economic impacts and the condition of the stock 
itself,  certainly  up  the  coast  people  suffer 
economic  impacts  from  a  reduction  in 
abundance,  me  personally,  and  so  do  my 
colleagues.   While  the  stock  is not overfished, 
we’re actually  just above threshold.   We’re not 
even close to target.   
 
I wouldn’t claim that the stock is doing incredibly 
well, and it is incredibly abundant; I still think it 
has a ways to go.  I don’t really understand how 
we’re  harping  on  the  fact  that  2015  was  just 
below target.  To me the SSB would seem to be 
the  more  important  indicator,  and  what  we 
should  base  any  sort  of management  decision 
on.   
 
I think the intent really was to wait until the 2018 
benchmark,  and  not  to  really  change  the 
regulations after two years; based on what the 
TC  has  told  us  is  a  statistically  irrelevant 
difference  between  0.16  and  0.18.    Marty 
brought  up  the  young  of  the  year  indices.    I 
would  want  to  point  out  that  the  ten  year 
average is considerably lower than the prior two 
decades.    I also have a question about  timing.  
We have to go through a full addendum process 
here, and it seems to me and maybe I have this 
wrong, like that would overlap the benchmark.   
 
I mean we wouldn’t expect to get this done in a 
couple of meetings, right?  It would take a little 
while.    I don’t know why we would  initiate an 
addendum when we’re  going  to  embark  on  a 
more thorough process to assess the stock, and 
have  more  information  to  make  better 
management decisions.  I have a few more things 
to say, but I think I’ll cap it there.  I don’t support 
the motion, obviously. 
 
MS. RACHEL DEAN:  There is not much left to say 
that wasn’t said already, so I would just say that 
the gentlemen that are here  in the room today 
have been good stewards of this resource.  They 
definitely  feel  like  they  have  contributed  their 
part, by not only protecting the 2011 year class, 
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but also the spawning striped bass. 
 
With the conservative reference points that we 
have,  the strong year class  that  is coming, and 
the sex ratio that we know is different in the Bay.  
I  would  ask  that  you  consider  this.    I  don’t 
pretend  that  I would be  able  to  convince  you, 
John,  either  to  come  over  to  our  side.    But  I 
would ask you just to consider if you are seeing 
the positive effects of the work that they’ve put 
in.   
 
Because they certainly have contributed to this 
in such a manner that they’re now coming to us 
and asking for relief; relief that I think that within 
the numbers we could do without harming the 
stock, and we could still move forward with this.  
Thank you for that consideration. 
 
MR.  JASON McNAMEE:    I guess  I’ll  start off by 
saying my comments aren’t meant to be callous.  
I also appreciate the gentlemen who have come 
here today, and the comments that we’ve heard 
so  far.   But  I go back  to  this Board  tasked  the 
Technical  Committee  to  look  at  some 
projections.   
 
My guess is that was done to get an assessment 
of  risk  for making some management changes, 
and the feedback that we’ve received from the 
Technical  Committee  is  there  is  too  much 
uncertainty; both in the harvest estimates and in 
the  differential  between  where  the  terminal 
estimate is, and the fishing mortality target is, to 
judge them as being different from each other.  
There is uncertainty in multiple aspects of all of 
the  information, such that I don’t believe there 
is  any  buffer  with  which  to  work  to  increase 
harvest, change management measures.   
 
One  final  point  is  we’re  focused  on  fishing 
mortality; but there is also pretty close proximity 
with the spawning stock biomass threshold.  The 
risk  associated  with  dropping  below  that 
threshold, per the addendum is pretty severe as 
well.    I  guess  a  judgment  on  the  riskiness  of 
initiating something like this, the risk is too high 
at  this  point  with  the  information  we  have 
available. 
 

MR. O’REILLY:   I feel  like we’re  in the middle of 
the  Continental  Congress  sometimes.    I  think 
debate is healthy, but I would like to hold on to 
what I perceive as the facts.  The facts were given 
by Mike Luisi when he started off, the relevance 
of  the  2015  terminal  year  versus  doing,  and  I 
don’t mean to step on any toes here, doing some 
static  projections;  some  based  on  information 
that is not even final. 
 
I see that as a truth anyway.  I also see as a truth 
that  in  Virginia  we  have  an  area  called  the 
Northern  Neck.    It  has  suffered  terribly.    Its 
charter fishery has become very reduced, and to 
the point where  I’m always surprised when  I’m 
reviewing  requests  for  delayed  entry  into  the 
commercial fishery; because that’s probably not 
the place to go either. 
 
There have been some pretty severe economic 
impacts.  I can’t sight striped bass as the reason 
that  our  Wachapreague  Charter  Industry 
became  decimated.    I  think  that  started  with 
weakfish and then summer flounder did the rest.  
It  is problematic when someone asks  for some 
flexibility, and doesn’t ask for his own state; but 
offers it to the coast and says, well who wants to 
avail  yourselves  of  that  situation?    It  is  also 
problematic that with these projections, I still am 
curious.   There  is a migration rate.   That  is not 
being addressed.  Then you have to think well, to 
get  to  28  inches  at  least,  then where  are  the 
discards and where is the harvest and when does 
that occur and everything else.  I think that that 
is sort of a weak point here as well.  John Clark 
made  a  comment  about  the  very  conservative 
reference points.  I would just like to say that SSB 
and F are linked, and SSB was our standard based 
on what 1995 was, until it was revised to be 1.25 
times higher.   
 
Some  people  that  I  respect  in  the  stock 
assessment world who aren’t here were shaking 
their heads at that point saying, how does that 
happen?  How do we get to that spawning stock 
biomass?    There  is  a  lot here  that  I’m  limiting 
myself to things that I know, not that others have 
given  to me  so  I can  interpret  them some way 
different.   
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But  all  in  all  this  is  something  that  the 
Chesapeake Bay has really taken a turn down.  If 
you look at the Virginia data, it is really not very 
attractive to watch what has happened over the 
last  probably,  it  probably  started  with  the 
economic  downturn;  but  it  certainly  has 
continued with the recreational fishery.   I think 
we just need to put all these comments together 
in our heads, and take a look at what Mike Luisi 
has offered. 
 
DR. MICHELLE  DUVAL:    I  also  have  the  same 
concerns about timing that have been expressed 
by other Board members around the table, with 
regard to an upcoming benchmark.  But I’m also 
very  sensitive  the unique characteristics of  the 
Bay  fishery,  not  dissimilar  to  the  unique 
characteristics of  the Albemarle/Roanoke stock 
that we have in North Carolina. 
 
I’m  also  sensitive  to  the  fact  that  the 
management  regime  changed  significantly  for 
the  Bay  states  with  the  implementation  of 
Addendum  IV,  and  loss  of  the  harvest  control 
model  to  be  able  to  respond  to  increases  in 
abundance.   My  understanding,  based  on my 
reading  of  the  terms  of  reference  for  the 
upcoming benchmark, is that this is one of those 
items that may be addressed. 
 
 The TC/SAS hopes  to be able  to provide  stock 
specific  reference  points  that would  hopefully 
allow  for  some  more  flexibility  in  the 
management of the striped bass stocks along the 
Bay states.    I guess when Jim asked me  if I was 
speaking pro or con, and I did this; because I just 
wanted  to  offer,  is  there  not  a  possibility  of 
putting  forward  a  plan  for  conservation 
equivalency.   That  is a tool that we have  in the 
toolbox here.   
 
I don’t know if that is something that would work 
for  the Bay states or any other state  that  feels 
like they have possibly an alternative means to 
meet  the  objectives  that we’re working  under 
here.   The Technical Committee provided some 
advice  with  regard  to  data  to  be  used  for 
conservation  equivalency  proposals,  but  also 
acknowledged that  if there was  justification for 
using alternative years the states could do so.  I 

just throw that out as a potential compromise. 
 
CHAIRMAN GILMORE:  Next I have Steve Train. 
 
MR. STEPHEN TRAIN:  With this meeting already 
starting after it should have ended, I would like 
to make a motion  to postpone, and  if  I get a 
second I will explain why. 
 
CHAIRMAN GILMORE:   Okay we have a motion 
to postpone.  It’s seconded by Ritchie White.  If I 
remember  my  parliamentary  procedures 
correctly  this  is  non‐debatable,  so  this  simply 
would be. 
 
MR. TRAIN:  Until the May meeting I should have 
added, it has to be a time certain. 
 
CHAIRMAN  GILMORE:    Oh,  it  has  to  be  time 
certain,  to  the  May  meeting.    Now  it’s  not 
debatable, so we’re just going to have to take a 
vote on this to postpone.   Let me give you two 
minutes to caucus. 
 
MR. LUISI:  Point of Order, Mr. Chairman. 
 
MR.  ADAM  NOWALSKY:    Point  of  order,  Mr. 
Chairman. 
 
MR. LUISI:  I beat you. 
 
CHAIRMAN  GILMORE:    I  got  seven  points  of 
order, so. 
 
MR. LUISI:  Similar to how we worked it out this 
morning;  I  think  the  timing  is  debatable  to  a 
motion  to postpone.   We  can  certainly debate 
the timing.  I would like to make a comment to 
timing if we can do so. 
 
CHAIRMAN  GILMORE:    You’re  right,  Mike,  go 
ahead. 
 
MR.  LUISI:    It’s  been  mentioned  a  few  times 
about  the  timing  of  how  this  action  would 
unfold; while I would in no way expect there to 
be any type of fast track addendum in this case, 
given the coastwide nature of it.  We believe that 
if  an  addendum  were  initiated  today  and  we 
could get out to the public between the May and 
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the August meeting of this Board; that we might 
be able to take final action on the addendum in 
August, which could help cauterize the wound if 
we  were  granted  some  flexibility  in  the 
regulation.   
 
It  could  really help with our  fall  fishery, and  it 
could  stop  the  bleeding  for  our  charter  and 
commercial fishermen that have been the ones 
sacrificing for this.  Timing of a postponement to 
the May meeting will only kick this further along.  
I just fear that we won’t have an opportunity in 
2017  to  take  advantage  of  relaxation  in 
regulations; if it were granted to us by the Board 
through  the  addendum.    I  can’t  support 
postponing this again. 
 
CHAIRMAN GILMORE:  Russ, I know you want to 
make  a  comment,  but  right  now  we’re  just 
commenting  on  the  timing.    Do  you  want  to 
comment?    Okay,  does  anyone  else  want  to 
comment on the timeframe?  John McMurray. 
 
MR. McMURRAY:  To Mike’s comments.  I’m not 
sure  how  that  timeline  would  work.    I  think 
maybe there is an expectation like this is going to 
sail  through.    Once  you  start  talking  about  a 
striped bass addendum, it really fires up a lot of 
people in my region and north.  We can expect a 
big  turnout  and  a  lot  of  aggravated  people.    I 
don’t suspect this is going to be an easy process.  
I just would note that that timeline seems rather 
ambitious.   I don’t know whether I support this 
yet or not.    I haven’t really heard the rationale 
for it, but I would like to before we vote. 
 
CHAIRMAN GILMORE:  Max has got some input, 
so  let me  go  to Max  first  then  I’ll  get  to  you, 
Ritchie. 
 
MR.  MAX  APPELMAN:    Yes,  I  just  wanted  to 
clarify the timeline.  Mike was correct.  The best 
case scenario  is  that  the PDT would essentially 
bring a draft addendum to the Board in May, and 
that would then get approval at that time, go out 
for public comment and come back in August for 
final approval. 
 
MR. G. RITCHIE WHITE:  May I comment on the 
rationale for my second?  Is that appropriate? 

CHAIRMAN GILMORE:  Sure. 
 
MR. WHITE:  Rationale for my second is that the 
public in Maryland knew of this coming and had 
a chance to weigh in.  The rest of the public did 
not.  This would allow, this would be an agenda 
item at the May meeting, so all the public then 
would  have  the  ability  to  give  input  to  all  the 
commissioners before that meeting. 
 
CHAIRMAN GILMORE:  Mike. 
 
MR. LUISI:  Thank you Mr. Chairman, for another 
bite at this one.  To the timing, I could be wrong 
but  I  think  the  meeting  this  morning  was 
probably one of the more contentious meetings 
that we’ve had regarding options in addenda.  I 
believe  that  that was one  that carried  through 
the course of a couple meetings.  I would say that 
it’s doable, it’s absolutely doable.   
 
To  Mr.  White’s  point  about  having  an 
opportunity  for  stakeholders  to be here  today, 
well the whole purpose of an addendum is to go 
out to the public and get comment back to the 
public  for  the Board.   Motions and actions are 
taken  all  the  time  without  everybody  being 
aware  of  those  actions  that  are  going  to  be 
happening.    I  would  say  that  the  public  will 
absolutely  be  able  to  weigh  in  through  the 
process; delaying  that process  is only  going  to 
delay  when  that  public  information  will  be 
available to the Board. 
 
CHAIRMAN GILMORE:  Okay I’m going to call the 
question.  I think we’ve had good debate on it, so 
let me just read the motion and we’ll take a vote.  
Motion to postpone until the May meeting; the 
motion by Mr. Train and seconded by Mr. White, 
do we need a caucus for this?  Okay two minutes 
for caucus.   
 
MR. WHITE:  Roll call. 
 
CHAIRMAN GILMORE:  Okay, I’m going to call the 
roll.  I think we’ve had enough time to talk about 
this, so Max. 
 
MR. APPELMAN:  Following Kirby’s lead, working 
from north to south.  Maine. 
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MR. KELIHER:  Yes. 
 
MR. APPELMAN:  New Hampshire. 
 
MR. WHITE:  Yes. 
 
MR. APPELMAN:  Massachusetts. 
 
MR. MIKE ARMSTRONG:  Yes. 
 
MR. APPELMAN:  Rhode Island. 
 
MR. McNAMEE:  Yes. 
 
MR. APPELMAN:  Connecticut. 
 
MR. MATTHEW GATES:  No. 
 
MR. APPELMAN:  New York. 
 
MR. HASBROUCK:  Null. 
 
MR. APPELMAN:  New Jersey. 
 
MR. TOM BAUM:  No. 
 
MR. APPELMAN:  Pennsylvania.  
 
MR. SHIELS:  Yes. 
 
MR. APPELMAN:  Delaware. 
 
MR. CLARK:  No. 
 
MR. APPELMAN:  Maryland. 
 
MR. LUISI:  No. 
 
MR. APPELMAN:  District of Colombia. 
 
DISTRICT OF COLOMBIA:  No. 
 
MR.  APPELMAN:    Potomac  River  Fisheries 
Commission. 
 
MR. GARY:  No. 
 
MR. APPELMAN:  Virginia. 
 
MR. KYLE SCHICK:  No. 

MR. APPELMAN:  North Carolina. 
 
DR. DUVAL:  No. 
 
MR. APPELMAN:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 
 
DR. WILSON LANEY:  Yes. 
 
MR.  APPELMAN:    National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service. 
 
MR. DEREK ORNER:  Yes. 
 
CHAIRMAN GILMORE:  The vote was 7 in favor, 
7 against, 1 null vote.  The motion fails for lack 
of a majority.  We’re back to the original motion 
on  the  table.    I had a couple more comments.  
Time out, we have to have a recount; 7, 8, null, 
so  it  fails,  same  result, different vote.    I had a 
couple more comments left.  I had Steve, you put 
up the motion.  Then I had Russ Allen, you were 
next. 
 
MR. RUSS ALLEN:  I’m very conflicted on this one.  
We  had  an  argument  this  morning,  and  a 
discussion about summer flounder; where every 
one of these discussion points were exactly the 
same ones we made  for  summer  flounder.   As 
most  people  know,  I  usually  have  no  problem 
moving  forward with  striped  bass;  in  order  to 
help the Chesapeake states get what they need 
over time.   
 
This  is  what  has  made  it  really  conflicting, 
because  if  you were  at  our  public  hearing  for 
summer flounder, we had well over 150 people 
in  that  room;  with  the  same  complaints  that 
we’re  talking  about  today.    It  is  a  little mind 
numbing for me on this one.  But I can see where 
I would be going against my own principals  if  I 
voted against this, so I probably will be in favor 
of this motion. 
  
CHAIRMAN  GILMORE:   Where  did  Ritchie  go?  
I’m back to Mike Luisi again.  Mike do you have 
other comments? 
 
MR. LUISI:   To the point that was  just made by 
Russ.  All morning this morning we talked about 
how  to  provide  some  flexibility  when  that 
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flexibility  is needed.    I  think you’ve heard  from 
me and my other colleagues in our area that we 
need  something, we need help.    I’ll  leave  it at 
that.    But not only do we need help, but I think 
that there is opportunity for other coastal states 
that may  be  able  to  take  advantage,  to  some 
degree, to what I believe is a very limited risk on 
a stock that is in a healthy condition; and where 
reference points are very conservative.  I’ll leave 
it as my last point, and I appreciate you coming 
back to me, Mr. Chairman. 

CHAIRMAN GILMORE:  Any other comments?  Go 
ahead, Mike. 

MR. ARMSTRONG:   I hear very clearly the pain, 
very clearly.  But we can’t science our way out of 
this  problem.    This  is  the wrong motion.    The 
motion should be an amendment on Addendum 
to  relax  the  targets;  or whatever  you  think  it 
needs.  I wouldn’t support that.  I support what 
we have in place. 

But we just heard the science do projections that 
say; no matter what we do, we’re not going to 
get more fish on the path we are.  The only thing 
is we raise the target for F.  To Michelle’s point, 
it may be  conservation  equivalency  in  the Bay 
that gets us.  From where I sit at a target of 0.18, 
and we’re nowhere near the target SSB, we are 
playing in the grounds of violating the trigger of 
the  SSB.    This  motion  is  going  to  have  the 
Technical  Committee,  of  which my  guy  is  the 
Chair, and he spends 40 hours a week working 
on  striped bass;  and he’ll  look  at me  and  say, 
you’re crazy.  We’re going to give you the same 
answer.  Not that that’s wrong, but I don’t want 
to  charge  these  folks  with  doing  the  same 
analysis  again  and  getting  the  same  answer.  
What I started off with.  If we want to consider 
raising the F, it is conservative.  It is a good F for 
recreational  fishery.    If we want  to  lower  SSB 
targets,  then  I  don’t  know  if  that  is  an 
amendment or an addendum.   But  in my mind 
that is where we’re at.  This is the wrong way to 
go, and I vote against it. 

CHAIRMAN GILMORE:   Okay I think we’ve gone 
through all the questions on both sides.  I think 
we’re ready for a vote on this.  Let me go just to 

the public before we vote on  it.   Does anybody 
from the public want to comment?  Okay seeing 
no  comments;  no  hands  raised  from  the 
audience.  We’ll come back to the Board.  I think 
we’ll give everybody a  three minute caucus on 
this,  because  I  think  we’re  going  to  need  it; 
unless there is any final shot.  I think everyone is 
pretty well – okay three minutes to caucus.  Okay 
we’re ready for the vote. 

MR.  LUISI:    Could  I  ask  for  a  roll  call,  Mr. 
Chairman? 

CHAIRMAN GILMORE:   Sure.   Okay we’re going 
to do a  roll  call  vote on  this.   Go ahead, Max, 
when you’re ready. 

MR. APPELMAN:  Maine. 

MR. TRAIN:  No. 

MR. APPELMAN:  New Hampshire. 

MR. DOUGLAS E. GROUT:  No. 

MR. APPELMAN:  Massachusetts. 

MR. ARMSTRONG:  No. 

MR. APPELMAN:  Rhode Island. 

MR. McNAMEE:  No. 

MR. APPELMAN:  Connecticut. 

MR. GATES:  Yes. 

MR. APPELMAN:  New York. 

MR. HASBROUCK:  Yes. 

MR. APPELMAN:  New Jersey. 

MR. ALLEN:  Yes. 

MR. APPELMAN:  Pennsylvania. 

MR. SHIELS:  No. 

MR. APPELMAN:  Delaware. 
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MR. CLARK:  Yes. 

MR. APPELMAN:  Maryland. 

MR. LUISI:  Yes. 

MR. APPELMAN:  District of Colombia. 

DISTRICT OF COLOMBIA:  Yes. 

MR.  APPELMAN:    Potomac  River  Fisheries 
Commission. 

MR. GARY:  Yes. 

MR. APELMAN:  Virginia. 

MR. SCHICK:  Yes. 

MR. APPELMAN:  North Carolina. 

DR. DUVAL:  Null. 

MR. APPELMAN:  U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service. 

DR. LANEY:  No. 

MR.  APPELMAN:    National  Marine  Fisheries 
Service. 

MR. ORNER:  No. 

CHAIRMAN GILMORE:  The motion passes 8 to 7 
to 1 null vote.  The motion is approved.  If we’re 
going to embark on an addendum, we’re going 
to  have  to  get  some  feedback  to  the  Plan  
Development Team; and we’re going to have to 
work,  to  I  guess  Max  and  the  Technical  
Committee are going to have to be working and 
may  need  some  information  back  from  the  
states.   

We  may  have  to  put  together  a  subgroup, 
depending,  I was  sort of hoping we would get 
cooperation; particularly from the Bay states on 
this.   Max, do you want  to add anything else?  
Okay.    I believe as  I recall before, we were not 
going to do Items 5 and 6.   We’re  just down to 
other business.  The food is spoiling; so just keep 
that in mind.   

ADJOURNMENT 

CHAIRMAN  GILMORE:    Is  there  any  other 
business to come before the Striped Bass Board 
today?    Seeing  none,  a  motion  to  adjourn; 
seconded by everybody.  Thank you very much.  

(Whereupon the meeting adjourned at 12:55 
p.m. on February 2, 2017.) 



From: info
To: Max Appelman
Subject: FW: Striped Bass conservation
Date: Monday, April 24, 2017 4:26:31 PM

Public comment
 

From: David A. Kolb [mailto:lama1954@yahoo.com] 
Sent: Saturday, April 22, 2017 3:44 PM
To: info <info@asmfc.org>
Subject: Striped Bass conservation
 
To Whom It May Concern,
The quality of our striped bass fishery is very important to me. I do not want to see striped bass
harvest levels returned to the levels of 2013 because I believe those levels will just continue to
degrade this fishery. Striped bass are a great game fish and good fishing is extremely valuable to
the 3,000,000 people who angle for stripers along the Atlantic coast. We don’t want striped bass
to become just another depleted commercial species. Please vote no on Addendum V to
Amendment 6.
Thank you,
David A.Kolb MD 

 

mailto:/O=ASMFC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=INFO505
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: alan bedard
To: Max Appelman
Subject: Stripper harvest
Date: Wednesday, February 08, 2017 10:30:41 AM

Please do not relax the striper harvest this season. I live on Cape Cod and have fished the cape
waters for 50 yrs. although last season was a bit better than the prior 3 or 4 yrs it still needs
time to recover. The commercial lobby is the voice pushing for an increase. Numerous studies
have shown that the economic impact of the recreational catch is 7 or 8 times larger than the
commercial value. If we allow the stocks to recover for another year or two everyone will
benefit. I remember the 1980's when overfishing and poor mgt brought the fishery to almost
collapse. I have 2 grandsons who I am teaching to fish and a love for the ocean. I'm concerned
for what we might leave them.

Please support the fishery and not the recreational or commercial lobby.

Thanks for listening

Alan bedard 
Buzzards Bay Ma

mailto:arbedard73@gmail.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: Alex Powers [mailto:powersalexb@netscape.net]  
Sent: Tuesday, February 21, 2017 9:20 AM 
To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 
Subject: PLEASE DO NOT INCREASE THE STRIPER HARVEST!!! 

 

Having fished in and around NYC and Eastern Long Island for the past 25 years, I have 
seen the striped bass fishery over-fished to near extinction and then, slowly, through 
regulation, brought back to amazing shape in 2010/2011.    
 
Over the past 6 years, however, the numbers and size of the fish has STEADILY 
DECLINED from its peak and is now, in my opinion, on the verge of collapse once 
again.   
 
Between the disease that ran rampant 2/3 years ago (mycobacteriosis), the increased 
poaching (yes, that's a real thing at least in the NY area) and the legal over-fishing of 
the striper population as well as their forage fish supply (which is now being caught 
commercially and turned into cat food or fish farm pellets), the striped bass is once 
again on the verge of extinction.   
 
PLEASE DO NOT ADD FUEL TO THIS FIRE!!!  DO NOT INCREASE THE HARVEST 
IF YOU WANT YOUR KIDS AND GRANDKIDS TO ENJOY THIS FISHERY!!! 
 
Sincerely, 
Alex Powers 
powersalexb@aim.com 
 

mailto:powersalexb@netscape.net
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org
mailto:powersalexb@aim.com


From: Andrew Cravin [mailto:acravin0228@gmail.com]  
Sent: Saturday, February 11, 2017 10:04 PM 
To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 
Subject: DO NOT INCREASE THE QUOTA PLEASE!! 

 

                   Please do not increase the quota for striped bass this year. In order for bass to once 

again become a sustainable fishery, it is imperative that we continue to give them relief from 

over fishing. Increasing quotas at this time, would be short sighted and nothing but a step 

backwards and a reversal of the positive steps that were taken last year. Please continue to work 

towards increasing the stock and achieving spawning target levels. 

 

Thank you for your time 

 

mailto:acravin0228@gmail.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: Bob Sirois
To: Max Appelman
Subject: Striped Bass Regulatons
Date: Friday, February 10, 2017 1:55:46 PM

Sir,

At 63, I've lived through some feast and famine fishing times, PLEASE do not increase the quota
for striped bass this year. I strongly believe as most I know that it is imperative that we continue to
give them relief from over fishing. Increasing quotas at this time, would be short sighted and
nothing but a step backwards and a reversal of the positive steps that were taken last year. Please
continue to work towards increasing the stock and achieving spawning target levels.

Thanks for your consideration.

mailto:gotstripers@yahoo.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: Carl Vonnegut
To: Max Appelman
Subject: Striped Bass Quota
Date: Friday, February 10, 2017 12:44:03 PM

Dear Sir,

Please do not increase the quota for striped bass this year. In order for bass to once again become a sustainable
fishery, it is imperative that we continue to give them relief from over fishing. Increasing quotas at this time, would
be short sighted and nothing but a step backwards and a reversal of the positive steps that were taken last year.
Please continue to work towards increasing the stock and achieving target spawning levels.

Thank you,

Carl Vonnegut

mailto:chvonn@yahoo.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: info
To: Max Appelman
Subject: FW: Striped Bass Proposed Amendment for Chesapeake Bay Anglers
Date: Thursday, February 09, 2017 12:51:21 PM

 
 

From: Chris & Margret Arfsten [mailto:c.arfsten@verizon.net] 
Sent: Thursday, February 09, 2017 10:16 AM
To: info <info@asmfc.org>
Subject: Striped Bass Proposed Amendment for Chesapeake Bay Anglers
 
Dear Commission Members,
I am writing to express my opposition to the propose change in the Striped bass regulations
regarding the fishery in the Chesapeake Bay area. When Addendum IV was put into effect they
effectively lobbied to reduce their catch only by 20.5% not the 25% reduction everyone else agreed
to.
 
Now the most recent catch data shows that the anglers fishing within this area have failed to reduce
their catch by the required 20.5%, but have exceeded the 2013 harvest by 58.4%. There’s no basis to
the argument that the commercial or recreational anglers are suffering from the restrictions
imposed on them under Addemdum IV, in fact it looks like there in blatant disregard of the reduction
required under Addendum IV.
 
I urge you to hold the line and not make another exception to allow them to increase their catch.
Help the Striped Bass fishery by protecting that 2011 year class classified by yourselves as most
important to the wellbeing of the future Striped Bass fishery.
 
Sincerely,
Christfried Arfsten

mailto:/O=ASMFC/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=INFO505
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: danantonius1
To: Max Appelman
Subject: Striped Bass Quotas
Date: Friday, February 10, 2017 9:08:29 AM

Sir

Please do not increase the quota for striped bass this year. In order for bass to once again become
a sustainable fishery, it is imperative that we continue to give them relief from over fishing.
Increasing quotas at this time, would be short sighted and nothing but a step backwards and a
reversal of the positive steps that were taken last year. Please continue to work towards increasing
the stock and achieving spawning target levels.

Thank you for your time

Dan Antonius
Weymouth, MA

mailto:danantonius1@gmail.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: David English [mailto:Denglish@lyne.com]  
Sent: Tuesday, March 21, 2017 7:46 PM 
To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 
Subject: Please do not increase the quota for striped bass this year 
 
Sir 
 
 
Please do not increase the quota for striped bass this year. In order for bass to once again become a 
sustainable fishery, it is imperative that we continue to give them relief from over fishing. Increasing 
quotas at this time, would be short sighted and nothing but a step backwards and a reversal of the 
positive steps that were taken last year. Please continue to work towards increasing the stock and 
achieving spawning target levels. 
 
 
Thank you for your time 
 
Dave English 
 

mailto:Denglish@lyne.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


 
David R. Price  

10 Phelps Avenue  

Bayville, NJ 08721 

732-864-6505 

 

February 21, 2017 

 

ASMFC 

1050 N. Highland Street 

Suite 200 A-N 

Arlington, VA 22201 

 

Attn: ASMFC Council   

 

RE: Addendum V “Liberalizing” Striped Bass Regulations. 

 
 

Dear Mr. Appleman, 

 

This email is a follow up to my phone message sent to you on February 21, 2017 at 2:00 PM. I 

want to take this moment to express my concerns with the ASMFC proposal for Draft 

Addendum V to Amendment 6 as a means to "liberalize" the regulations set in 2015. Following 

the new regulations set under Addendum IV in 2015 which indicated a 25% reduction for 

member states and 20.5% for the Chesapeake region the striped bass fishing has continued to be 

poor in areas from New Jersey to many New England states. In addition, there is significant 

anecdotal evidence by the very men and women that fish these waters with great regularity that 

the fishing is not what it used to be and needs continued protection from over harvesting.   

 

I understand there is a great deal of research and data collected to arrive to the final reduction 

numbers however, we need to continue on the path of caution. It was stated in the June 2016 

Maryland Fisheries Management  Report that projections from the 2015 stock assessment 

indicated that the striped bass could fall below its threshold reference point and possibly breach 

the Atlantic Coast fishing mortality (F) rate and that continued support of Addendum IV would 

be vital. Knowing that there is a possibility of the striped bass falling below its threshold and the 

mortality rate increasing over time it would be in the fisheries best interest to continue with 

strong regulations in favor of striped bass harvest. Even with the current regulations in place 

countless spawning aged fish are harvested each year through the recreational and commercial 

sectors with many large females from 20-50 pounds taken out of the stock on a regular basis. 

These are the very fish important to the health of the stock as well as the fish coming to maturity 

within the Chesapeake Bay system that will soon join the coastal migration as well as add 

additional spawning aged fish. The fishery and those that depend on the striped bass cannot 

afford to ease regulations in such an uncertain time with the health of the fishery.  

 

I hope that I have convinced you that continued support of striped bass conservation is a must. 

The ASMFC needs to stay on track with the regulations enacted in 2015 via Addendum IV as 



there is significant rebuilding of the fishery that has yet to take place. If we are lucky enough to 

achieve a fully recovered fishery I hope that we can all agree to manage this fish in a more 

sustainable manner and to avoid this reoccurring issue with striped bass. I plead you to take 

action to oppose any easement of regulations of striped bass and support the conservation of the 

striped bass fishery. Thank you for your consideration. 

 

Sincerely, 

 
David R. Price  

732-864-6505 

david.price923@gmail.com 

 



From: EdTwohig [mailto:edzovt@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Friday, February 17, 2017 12:34 AM 
To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 
Subject: Striped Bass  
 
Mr Appelman, 
 
I am a recreational fisherman and a reader of On The Water magazine.  I spend a lot of time on Cape 
Cod from spring to fall and I am a catch and release fan. I keep one Striped Bass a year, on average.  
Some years none.  Some years two.  
 
I was reading about the Striped Bass and the limits and I was dismayed.  
 
While 2011 was a good year, I don't think the Striped Bass have recovered enough.  I caught a LOT of 
schoolie sized last year.  Almost exclusively 19-24"  it was kind of sad.  
 
Please don't increase the numbers.   I'd support a slot or even a one per day or even a tag system. 
Where you can keep a handful of them for the whole year.  The commercial fleet need to be addressed 
(especially the draggers) and so does the seal over population. It's time to cull that herd.  (Not to 
mention the threat it brings to swimmers re: sharks).  
 
If the Striped Bass vanish, it will really hurt the Cape Cod economy.   
 
Thank you for listening.  
 
Ed Twohig  
Essex VT 
802 825 8840 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 

mailto:edzovt@yahoo.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: eric
To: Max Appelman
Subject: Striped bass
Date: Thursday, February 09, 2017 9:57:14 PM

Please do not change the striped bass regulations until spawning stock targets are met.  The decline in stripers  has
taken a big toll on jobs in the recreational fishing industry in the northeast.

Eric Harrison

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:emh262@msn.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: frank
To: Max Appelman
Subject: MA Striped Bass Fishery
Date: Tuesday, April 18, 2017 4:24:18 PM

To Whom It May Concern,

The quality of our striped bass fishery is very important to me.  I do not want to see striped bass
harvest levels returned to the levels of 2013 because I believe those levels will just continue to
degrade this fishery.  Striped bass are a great game fish and good fishing is extremely valuable to
the 3,000,000 people who angle for stripers along the Atlantic coast.  We don’t want striped bass
to become just another depleted commercial species.  Please vote no on Addendum V to
Amendment 6.

Thank you for helping those of us who care about this great resource...

frank pitzi
Nahant, MA

mailto:n1gdo@verizon.net
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: Gary & Debbie George [mailto:sparrowlane16@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Saturday, February 11, 2017 11:27 AM 
To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 
Subject: Striped Bass regulation changes 

 

To whom it may concern.  
 
My name is Gary George I am a life long fisherman and license captain. I believe if you 
protect the fish you protect the fisherman. With this in mind I would like to see striper 
stocks back to target levels before increasing mortality. 
Sincerely 
Gary George 
 

mailto:sparrowlane16@yahoo.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: James Sabatelli [mailto:mobileweighstation@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, February 24, 2017 1:31 PM 
To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 
Subject: Striped Bass issue 

 

 

Hi Matt, 

I believe it is very bad idea to consider increasing the increasing the Striped Bass Harvest.  As a 

matter of fact, I believe they should implement more stringent restrictions.  I have been fishing 

for nearly 40 years and 2016 was one of my worst in a long time.  

Each year myself and my fishing buddies have been witnessing a steady decline in the amount of 

fish we catch along with the size.  The season is starting later and ending earlier.  Places that 

used to hold fish, no longer do.  The number of trips I have taken last year was half of what I 

have been average for the past several.  There is just not that many fish around to make the trips 

worthwhile.    For example, last Fall I should have been into a good amount of fish like I used to 

be until a few years ago.  Last year at that time, 2 hours of fishing would yield only one schoolie 

Striper which is not nearly enough to justify me running out after dinner when I have work early 

the next morning. 

I am hoping you can share this email with your colleagues.  I am not looking to shut out any one 

user group.  However, the past limits of 2 fish at 28” have been doing just that to me and 

others.  Any increase of the current 1 at 28” I am certain will continue to have an adverse 

effect.  My goal  is to have a fishery that we can all enjoy.  As a matter of fact I have created a 

fishing app that estimates the length and weight of a fish in the hope that this will deter some 

people from harvesting a fish they have no intentions of eating and only intend to show it friends 

and family.  The concept came about while Striper fishing.  Take a look when you get a 

chance.  My website is fishermansmobileweighstation.com.  There is also a demonstration video 

under App Instructions.  Maybe you can share this with others. 

Thanks, 

Jimmy 

 

 

mailto:mobileweighstation@gmail.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org
http://fishermansmobileweighstation.com/index.php/39-our-designers/80-alan-poison
http://fishermansmobileweighstation.com/index.php/39-our-designers/80-alan-poison


From: Jason Ludwig [mailto:ludwigfamily1@yahoo.com]  
Sent: Saturday, February 11, 2017 6:56 PM 
To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 
Subject: Striped bass 
 
To Whom this may concern, 
 
 
 
Please do not increase the quota for striped bass this year. In order for bass to once again 
become a sustainable fishery, it is imperative that we continue to give them relief from over 
fishing. Increasing quotas at this time, would be short sighted and nothing but a step 
backwards and a reversal of the positive steps that were taken last year. Please continue to 
work towards increasing the stock and achieving spawning target levels. 
 
 
Thank you for your time 
Jason Ludwig 
 978 808 4054 
 

mailto:ludwigfamily1@yahoo.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: Jeff Amberson
To: Max Appelman
Subject: Striped Bass
Date: Wednesday, February 08, 2017 11:15:50 AM

 
Sir
 
  Please do not increase the quota for striped bass this year.  In order for bass to once again become
a sustainable fishery, it is imperative that we continue to give them relief from over fishing. 
Increasing quotas at this time, would be short sighted and nothing but a step backwards and a
reversal of the positive steps that were taken last year.  Please continue to work towards increasing
the stock and achieving spawning target levels.
 
Thank you for your time
Jeff Amberson
 
 
 

mailto:jamberson@endeavorrobotics.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: Jeff Aucone [mailto:jeff.sysa@gmail.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, February 08, 2017 2:54 PM 
To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 
Subject: Striped Bass Quota Change--Step Backwards 

 
Good Day, 
 
Please do not increase the quota for striped bass this year. In order for bass to once again 
become a sustainable fishery, it is imperative that we continue to give them relief from over 
fishing. Increasing quotas at this time, would be short sighted and nothing but a step backwards 
and a reversal of the positive steps that were taken last year. Please continue to work towards 
increasing the stock and achieving spawning target levels. 
 
Thank you for your time. 
 
Jeff Aucone 
 

mailto:jeff.sysa@gmail.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: John Gans
To: Max Appelman
Subject: ASMFC- Striped Bass
Date: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 9:30:25 AM

Mr Hasbrouck,

The quality of our striped bass fishery is very important to me.  I do not want to see striped bass 
harvest levels returned to the levels of 2013 because I believe those levels will just continue to 
degrade this fishery.  Striped bass are a great game fish and good fishing is extremely valuable to 
the 3,000,000 people who angle for stripers along the Atlantic coast.  We don’t want striped bass 
to become just another depleted commercial species.  Please vote no on Addendum V to 
Amendment 6.

Thank you,
John Gans

mailto:johngans@me.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: John Glanton
To: Max Appelman
Subject: Increasing Striper Harvest
Date: Thursday, February 09, 2017 4:45:10 PM

Mr. Appelman,

I recently read the article that the ASMFC are considering increasing the striper harvest due to some specious new
data indicating a rebound in the fishery.
It is extremely foolish to increase the harvest at this point when, if this data is to be believed, the decades of
plummeting striper population is beginning to level off.

To allow an increase at this juncture would be financially disastrous to these same fishermen who claim poverty
from the regulations in the long run when the population tanks again.

I believe the assessment that these stripers are not being overfished is incorrect, but even if these numbers turn out to
be accurate, a thorough vetting of the data should be carefully assessed for SEVERAL YEARS to throughly
determine whether an increase is warranted.

I am an avid fisherman and as someone who respects this fishery, I implore the board to reconsider this increase.

Sincerely,
John Glanton

mailto:johnglanton1@gmail.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: Jonathan Parsons
To: Max Appelman
Subject: RE: striped bass stocks
Date: Wednesday, February 08, 2017 11:23:08 AM

Please do not undo the catch reduction implemented in 2015 just so the MD commercial guys
can make more $$$.

Striped bass are overfished and overfishing IS currently occurring.  From the peak that I saw
in 2007, every year there are less and less stripers along the New England coast.  We have
15,000+ seals to deal with, relentless overharvest of bunker, herring, mackerel, squid, etc. (all
forage fish), and ocean water warming.  Illegal harvest from poachers, gill-netters, under-
sized, over-limit, and that's not counting the commercial guys who pretend to be rec anglers on
the closed days.  Poor enforcement of existing laws + regs.

We don't have to repeat the same mistakes of the early 80's.  There's no need to go down that
road again and expect different results.

Thanks,

-- 
- jon parsons

mailto:jdparsons74@gmail.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: jon wurtmann [mailto:jwurtmann@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, February 10, 2017 11:55 AM 
To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org>; Stephen Dempsey <sdempse2@nycap.rr.com> 
Subject: Striper Regs 

 

Good day, 

 

Could you send me more information regarding the proposed addendum to the Striped Bass 

Management Measure? 

 

We should not be putting regional economic concerns above the long-term viability of this 

important and majestic species. 

 

Thank you, 

 

Jon Wurtmann 

jwurtmann@gmail.com 

 

mailto:jwurtmann@gmail.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org
mailto:sdempse2@nycap.rr.com
mailto:jwurtmann@gmail.com


From: Joshua Stuckart [mailto:jmstuckart@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, February 13, 2017 4:14 PM 
To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 
Subject: Striped Bass Quota 

 

Good afternoon, 

 

Please do not increase the quota for striped bass this year. In order for bass to once again become 

a sustainable fishery, it is imperative that we continue to give them relief from over fishing. 

Increasing quotas at this time, would be short sighted and nothing but a step backwards and a 

reversal of the positive steps that were taken last year. Please continue to work towards 

increasing the stock and achieving spawning target levels. 

 

Thank you. 

 

Joshua Stuckart 

 

mailto:jmstuckart@gmail.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: Justin Cordonnier [mailto:Justin.Cordonnier@bfim.com]  

Sent: Monday, February 27, 2017 1:39 PM 

To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 

Subject: Striped Bass Harvest Limits 

 

Mr. Appelman, 

 

I’m writing to encourage you NOT to increase the harvest of striped bass.  I’ve lived and fished 

in Massachusetts for almost 20 years, and I’ve noticed a significant decline in my catch rate and 

average size of fish over the past 5+ years.  My experience is corroborated by discussions with 

other fishermen, survey results, and scientific reports.  I’d love it if the striped bass population 

could recover to the levels I experienced in the early 2000s.   

 

Personally, I’m in favor of not allowing recreational fishermen to keep any stripers, as well as 

reducing ( and hopefully someday eliminating) the commercial harvest.  I’m not familiar with 

the commercial fishery for stripers in all Atlantic states, but I do know that in Massachusetts, 

only a handful of commercial fisherman make any reasonable amount of income as a result of 

striper fishing.  It doesn’t make sense to me to maintain or increase commercial harvest for the 

benefit of a few, when the exponentially larger number of recreational fishermen are subject to a 

greatly diminished fishery.  The positive economic impact of a vibrant recreational striper fishery 

would be much more beneficial to a larger number of people and businesses than continuing to 

set commercial limits that only benefit a small number of commercial fishermen but do 

significant harm to the fishery. 

 

Thanks for your consideration, 

Justin Cordonnier 

Needham, MA 

 

    Please consider the environment before printing this email.  
 

 

mailto:Justin.Cordonnier@bfim.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: Ken Mathis
To: Max Appelman
Subject: Sustainable Striper fishery
Date: Wednesday, February 08, 2017 9:57:42 PM

Dear Sir,
 
I have been a recreational striper fisherman since 2007 and fish at least once a week(June
‘til August) and have seen a steady decrease in numbers.  I fish Massachusetts and New
Hampshire.  I am sure the commercials guys are seeing the numbers dwindle as well. 
 
Please do not increase the quota for striped bass this year. In order for bass to once again
become a sustainable fishery, it is imperative that we continue to give them relief from over
fishing. Increasing quotas at this time, would be short sighted and nothing but a step
backwards and a reversal of the positive steps that were taken last year. Please continue to
work towards increasing the stock and achieving spawning target levels.
 
 
Kind regards,
 
Ken Mathis
 
Cell       (603) 860 6119
 
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE This email and/or attachments may contain proprietary and/or
privileged information from Ferrite Microwave Technologies, LLC. If you are not the
intended recipient, understand that any distribution or use of this communication by anyone
other than the intended recipient(s) is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful. Advise the
sender by return e-mail, and delete all copies (including all attachments) from your computer.
E-mail transmissions cannot be guaranteed to be secure or error-free as information may be
intercepted, corrupted, lost, destroyed, arrive late, incomplete, or contain viruses. The sender
does not accept liability for any errors or omissions in the content of this message, or damage
from any virus, caused by this email transmission. EXPORT CONTROL NOTICE This email
and/or attachments contain technical data which may be controlled by the US International
Traffic and Arms Regulation (ITAR) 22 CFR part 120-130 or Export Administration
Regulation (EAR) 15 CFR part 730-774. If this data is determined to be export controlled, it
may not be exported, transmitted, shared, disclosed, or provided to any non US Persons as
defined by the ITAR and EAR either verbally or visually without first complying with the
export control requirements of the ITAR or EAR. It is the recipient’s responsibility to assure
this item can be legally shared with another party. The following links to the ITAR and EAR
are provided for your reference. ITAR: http://pmddtc.state.gov/regulations_laws/itar.html
EAR: http://www.bis.doc.gov/index.php/regulations/export-administration-regulations-ear

mailto:kmathis@ferriteinc.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: konrad miatkowski
To: Max Appelman
Subject: I am against quota increase
Date: Thursday, February 09, 2017 11:35:33 AM

Please do not increase the quota for striped bass this year. In order for bass to once again become a sustainable
fishery, it is imperative that we continue to give them relief from over fishing. Increasing quotas at this time, would
be short sighted and nothing but a step backwards and a reversal of the positive steps that were taken last year.
Please continue to work towards increasing the stock and achieving spawning target levels.

Konrad Miatkowski
Recreational fisherman

mailto:miatek@me.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: Carothers, Matt (Boston) [mailto:Matt.Carothers@right.com]  

Sent: Monday, February 13, 2017 3:21 PM 

To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 

Subject: Opposed to Draft Amendment V 

 

I am writing to express opposition to loosening regulations concerning Striped Bass. 

 

For the past 20 years I have seen the numbers and size of bass fall steadily in Massachusetts and 

I remain concerned about putting increased pressure on this resource. 

 

2011 year class is the one bright spot in a series of poor recruitment years and the last thing 

managers should be doing is increasing limits or harvest. 

 

Just because the 2016 stock assessment described bass as “not overfished” doesn’t mean you 

should undo the progress from Amendment IV.  Please give these fish a break! 

 

Thank you  

 
Matt Carothers 
Vice President, Business Development 

  
Right Management 

155 Federal St 
Boston MA 02110 
United States 

  
Phone 6175569103 

Mobile 6173726403 

matt.carothers@right.com 
www.right.com    

 

Keep current on leading Talent Practices here: 

Right Management ThoughtWire 

 

 
 

 

mailto:Matt.Carothers@right.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org
mailto:matt.carothers@right.com
www.right.com
http://www.right.com/wps/wcm/connect/right-us-en/home/thoughtwire/categories/talent-work
http://www.right.com/P3LeaderModel


From: Matthew Leite
To: Max Appelman
Subject: Striped Bass Fishery
Date: Thursday, February 09, 2017 6:12:57 PM

Mr. Appleman,

My name is Matt Leite and I am an avid surf fisherman in Massachusetts, mostly fishing the
Cape Cod Canal. I read an article at On The Water stating that there is consideration for
increasing the Striped Bass harvest. I just wanted to express my opinion and tell you I believe
the limits are fine where they are and I do not feel it should be increased. I believe that
although some of the recent studies cited are showing good signs within the fishery, Striped
Bass should remain highly protectect to ensure that the fishery continues to grow and remain
strong. 

While some studies say that overfishing is not occurring, I beg to differ. I see people keeping
illegal fish and overfishing quite often and try to report then as often as possible. For
recreational fisherman, I do not see any reason why someone would need to keep more than
one fish per day. While that is the current law, there are certainly people who keep far more
than that, and I am sure the same cloak and dagger methods are being used on the commercial
side. I believe that if the harvest limit is increased, so will the numbers of illegally kept fish. 

Long story short, in my humble opinion, I do not think it is a good idea to allow fishermen,
recreational or commercial, to be allowed to keep more Striped Bass than they are already
allowed by law. While I catch and release most of my fish each season, I understand people
depend on Striped Bass for food and for income. With that said, I don't know anyone who eats
Striped Bass 365 days a year and I don't know any commercial fishermen who do, or have to,
fish exclusively for Striped Bass for a living. 

The saying goes, "there are plenty of fish in the sea." But, what if there weren't? Please, keep
the limit low.

Sincerely,

Matt Leite

Sent from Yahoo Mail for iPad

mailto:broadcastmatt@yahoo.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org
https://yho.com/footer0


From: McLane Cover [mailto:mcover@mistralcap.com]  

Sent: Monday, February 13, 2017 6:30 PM 

To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 

Subject: RE: Increasing striped bass harvest 

 

Dear Max 

 

Once again we are faced with the possibility of increasing the striped bass harvest.  This time it’s 

due to “economic hardship”.   I can appreciate a commercial fisherman’s need to make a living 

but the value of state revenues and revenues associated with recreational fishing vastly exceeds 

the value of the commercial striped bass fishery.  Why to keep debating the issue?  It’s become 

an annual debate.  It’s absurd… 

 

Give the fishery time to rebound over 3-5 YEARS and then reconsider increasing the 

commercial limits when it can be justified with hard data. 

 

Moreover, consider a slot limit to reduce the number of breeding fish taken by commercial line 

fisherman 

 

Best, 

 

McLane Cover 

mcover@mistralcap.com 

(W) 781.329.5450 

(M) 617.510.5209 

 

mailto:mcover@mistralcap.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org
mailto:mcover@mistralcap.com


From: Stinking Wally
To: Max Appelman
Subject: Do Not Raise Striped Bass Quota
Date: Friday, February 10, 2017 12:07:18 PM

Max Appelman,
Fishery Management Plan Coordinator

Dear Sir:

Please add me to the ranks of those that think it is a bad idea to
increase the quota for striped bass this year.  In order for bass to
once again become a sustainable fishery, it is imperative that we
continue to give them relief from over fishing.  Increasing quotas at
this time, would be short sighted and nothing but a step backwards and a
reversal of the positive steps that were taken last year.  Please
continue to work towards increasing the stock and achieving spawning
target levels.

Thank you for your time,

Michael Sullivan
Georgetown, MA

mailto:stinkingwally@yahoo.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Nick Wigglesworth [mailto:ndwiggs11@gmail.com]  
Sent: Saturday, April 15, 2017 10:08 AM 
To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 
Subject: Striped Bass  
 
Dear Mr. Appelman, 
 
My name is Nick Wigglesworth and I am 19 year old avid striped bass fisherman. I am emailing you to 
share my concern over the possibility of increased commercial catch limits in the Chesapeake Bay area. 
Over the past 5 years of fishing on the North Shore of Massachusetts, I have come to the general 
consensus that I have been catching a lot less fish in general and a lot less fish over the limit of 28". Even 
in these past 5 years the small fishing community up here and I have noticed that there simply seems to 
be fewer fish out there. The Chesapeake Bay is an incubator for this species and I believe that increasing 
the catch limit in these waters will have a negative impact on the stock as a whole and on the 
recreational fishery that so many people from Maryland to Maine enjoy taking part in. The striped bass 
population already seems to be shrinking so to me, increasing commercial catch limits makes absolutely 
no sense at all. The best part of catching striped bass is the fight, not the kill. 
 
Thank you for taking my point into consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
Nick Wigglesworth  
 



From: Peter Laurelli [mailto:plaurelli@evestment.com]  

Sent: Friday, February 24, 2017 12:59 PM 

To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 

Subject: A Striped Bass, a Divorced Father, and Two Young Daughters 

 

Dear Max, 

 

As the subject notes, I’m a divorced father of two young girls, Caroline and Grace, ages 8 and 7. 

I grew up offshore fishing in Rhode Island with my father, scanning the ocean’s horizons for fins 

when I was my girls’ age. Memories and images absorbed back then have led to a lifetime of 

being drawn back to the ocean to interact with its inhabitants, and their often dramatic habitats.  

 

Having less time with my girls now, taking them fishing is one way I can share many positive 

life lessons in a healthy, fun, yet unfortunately condensed way. Being able to interact directly 

with nature, to recognize at once both its strength and fragility, and understand that we each have 

a solemn role as one of its many caretakers is impossible to teach a child with words, and even 

more difficult to do without a species in relative abundance. 

 

Early last Spring, I was fortunate enough to have my girls on the front of my paddleboard for an 

interaction with a striped bass none of us will soon forget. As a team with my fly rod, we sight-

fished, landed, and released a 44” bass in shallow water. The first attached photo is the reaction 

of my daughters as to how big they thought the fish was. The second photo is of my older 

daughter holding a story she wrote later in the day, by herself, in her own moments of reflection. 

The third is a photo my daughter took of the fish. She was very proud to be the camera holder for 

the event. 

 

Being recently divorced, I understand moments like this are fleeting, and can make a lasting 

difference not only in a father/daughter relationship, but in a child’s ultimate development. 

Seeing them enjoy the outdoors, being healthy, happy, strong, yet gentle young ladies showed 

me that no matter what is happening around them, they will be ok.  

 

As I write these words, sitting here at work, I feel tears on my cheeks and my throat tightening 

up. Before I know it these girls will be grown and on their own. It’s very likely we may never 

have another opportunity like this one. But it happened. It happened because somewhere down 

the line, many years ago, a series of individuals made decisions to protect a humble species.  

 

I’m writing this letter to express my feelings to you that the striped bass population is important 

beyond your state’s borders, and that you might consider all the people these fish may touch 

through their lifespan. 

 

Thank you for reading our story. 

 

Sincerely, 

Peter Laurelli 
 
eVestment 

Office: +1 212 230 2216  Cell: +1 917 597 9053  www.evestment.com 

mailto:plaurelli@evestment.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org
https://www.evestment.com/




 



From: rht1898
To: Max Appelman
Subject: Draft Addendum V to Consider Liberalizing SSB
Date: Tuesday, February 07, 2017 3:22:50 PM

Dear Sir,

I am writing to express my disagreement with the idea of liberalizing the harvest of Atlantic
Striped Bass.  Based on my reading of the Atlantic Striped Bass Stock Assessment, it appears
the current biomass is well below the target management threshold of approximately 72,000
mt and just slightly above the minimum threshold of $57,626 mt.   While I understand that
there could be some economic hardship occurring due to the 2015 reductions, it is necessary to
rebalance the underlying economic infrastructure to a sustainable natural resource.  Clearly,
the pre-2015 economic interest were damaging the fishery to the point of requiring a harvest
reduction.  Without requiring more time for the underlying economic structure to adjust to the
lower catch limits while allowing the SSB to increase to the target 72,000 mt tons, the
imbalance of economic interest to natural resource will only continue. 

I ask that this liberalization draft be rejected.

Best regards,
Richard Taft

mailto:rtaft3216@gmail.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: Bob
To: Max Appelman
Subject: Re: Striped bass
Date: Friday, April 21, 2017 8:40:24 PM

On Apr 21, 2017, at 8:46 PM, Bob <nardone52@comcast.net> wrote:

To Whom It May Concern,

The quality of our striped bass fishery is very important to me.  I do not want to see 
striped bass harvest levels returned to the levels of 2013 because I believe those 
levels will just continue to degrade this fishery.  Striped bass are a great game fish 
and good fishing is extremely valuable to the 3,000,000 people who angle for stripers 
along the Atlantic coast.  We don’t want striped bass to become just another 
depleted commercial species.  Please vote no on Addendum V to Amendment 6.
Make Striped Bass a sport fish only
Thank you,
Robert Nardone

mailto:nardone52@comcast.net
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org
mailto:nardone52@comcast.net


From: romanaround5246 [mailto:romanaround5246@gmail.com]  
Sent: Sunday, February 12, 2017 6:28 PM 
To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 
Subject: Striper Plan 

 

Hi Max Appelman, 

 

I am writing to you in order to voice my opinion on the ammendment concerning relaxing the 

limits on Striped Bass. It's funny how the ASMFC seems to taylor to the commercial sector. First 

there was talk about having to buy stamps to buy out their boats but when they tried that for the 

trawlers they just went out and bought new boats. The commercial sector is doing the most 

damage out there. I was at a DEEP hearing and Connecticut and we were given a staggering 

statistic. They informed us that for 10 fish that the recreational angler catches and released only 2 

die. In the commercial sector for 10 fish that are caught and thrown back, on 2 will survive. 

These fish are dumped out of the nets and sit on the deck of the boats while they are gone thru to 

see if they are going to be kept. No one is accounting for any of these fish. They need to have 

monitors aboard the ships to assure that all rules are being adhered to. And they need to rotate to 

there is no buddy, buddy going on. I  have fished a few times with monitors on board the 

BlackHawk, and had no problem. The reports coming out of Chesapeake region stated that the 

striped bass spawn was one of the worse spawns to date. How can you even consider this 

proposal at this time unless the commercial sector is filling your pockets. Make the right choice 

this time unlike the fiasco you have created with the bottom fish. 

 

Sincerely,  

 

Roman Dudus  

 

mailto:romanaround5246@gmail.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: Ron Grey
To: Max Appelman
Subject: Striper quotas
Date: Friday, February 10, 2017 7:59:51 AM

Good morning,
Please do not increase the quota for striped bass this year. In order for bass to once again become a sustainable
fishery, it is imperative that we continue to give them relief from over fishing. Increasing quotas at this time, would
be short sighted and nothing but a step backwards and a reversal of the positive steps that were taken last year.
Please continue to work towards increasing the stock and achieving spawning target levels.

Thanks for your time,
Ron Grey

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:jessnrongrey@comcast.net
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: Shane Yellin
To: Max Appelman
Subject: striped bass regulations
Date: Wednesday, February 08, 2017 9:56:03 AM

Dear Mr. Appelman,
Please reject any and all attempts to increase striped bass mortality. With the 2011 year class
being critical to our future spawning abilities, it is important that harvest is managed
sustainably. The current tactic of MSY is also not ready for what will come with the pending
destruction of the EPA. We have all seen how pollution and unpredictable weather can affect
the spawn and this will become even less predictable in the coming years. In addition to this,
allowing the SSB the opportunity to rebuild to the target not just the threshold would result in
a boon for ailing tackle shops and charters.
I feel for the commercial fishermen, but they are short sighted in their desire to fill their
wallets now when their future hangs in the balance. It's much faster to rebuild a stock that has
spawning fish in it, than to lose year classes hoping the next generation makes it to spawning
size and is successful. Finally, careers like mine depend on healthy fisheries almost as much as
commercial fishemen and I'm not the only one. Please take all these things into account as I
hope to introduce my young nephew to the magic of striped bass fishing in a few years.
Thank you for your time and attention on this critical issue,
Shane Yellin
Hobie Cat Fishing Engineer

mailto:shaneyellin@gmail.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: shirish nadkarni
To: Max Appelman
Subject: Atlantic Striped Bass
Date: Thursday, February 09, 2017 8:32:14 AM

Respected Sir,

Please do not increase the quota for striped bass this year. In order for bass to once again become a sustainable
fishery, it is imperative that we continue to give them relief from over fishing. Increasing quotas at this time, would
be short sighted and nothing but a step backwards and a reversal of the positive steps that were taken last year.
Please continue to work towards increasing the stock and achieving spawning target levels.

Thank you for your time

Shirish Nadkarni

mailto:nad_shirish@icloud.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: Simon Winchell-Manning
To: Max Appelman
Subject: Comment against increasing the striped bass quota
Date: Thursday, February 09, 2017 8:48:10 AM

Please don't increase the quota for striped bass this year. The stock has not yet reached targets,
and has had subpar young-of-year results in the majority of recent years. In my part of
Massachusetts, almost all of the other saltwater species that anglers used to pursue, such as
cod and winter flounder have nearly disappeared. Since the striped bass is all we have left, it is
even more important to manage it conservatively.

Best,
Simon Winchell-Manning

mailto:winchellmannings@gmail.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: Stephen Brooks [mailto:sbbrooksjr@gmail.com]  
Sent: Friday, February 24, 2017 5:41 PM 
To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 
Cc: Priscilla Brooks <pbrooks@clf.org>; Bonsal Brooks (bonsal@parkingpanda.com) 
<bonsal@parkingpanda.com>; Ira Goldklang <igoldklang@gmail.com> 
Subject: Protecting Striped Bass 

 

Dear Mr. Appelman, 

 

    Thanks to "Talking Fish" I read about the proposal to increase the catch limits in the 

Chesapeake and I thought  I might offer a short comment. That comment is: No, bad idea, please 

put this whole concept in the closest circular file! 

 

    I say this as a recreational, 100% lure, and 95% + catch and release striper fisherman. Most of 

my fishing is done in Southern Maine where we have a one per day limit, either 20" to 26" or 

over 40".  Limits are set to preserve a fishery, and they should be on the conservative side. The 

joy of striper fishing is in the catch and fight, not the kill. Striped bass is the best game fish we 

have in our Northeastern coastal waters and all of us who cherish chasing them need to back well 

conceived, fair regulatory efforts to support and preserve the fishery.  

 

Thanks, 

 

Stephen B. Brooks, Jr.  

New Bedford, Mass. 

 

 

mailto:sbbrooksjr@gmail.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org
mailto:pbrooks@clf.org
mailto:bonsal@parkingpanda.com
mailto:bonsal@parkingpanda.com
mailto:igoldklang@gmail.com


From: Heidi Knapp [mailto:thjknapp@comcast.net]  
Sent: Saturday, February 11, 2017 8:29 PM 
To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 
Subject: Striped Bass Rule Changes 
 
Depressing. The commercial fish lobby doing what they do best. 
 
Short term thinking yields long term “hardship”. 
 
We can’t even give it four or five years….so sad. 
 
I’m to old to go on, and you have heard it all before, and the lobbyists in this part of the country always 
win. 
 
Watching how much of the rest of the country has learned, is learning how to create healthy, stable 
stocks, and watching this mess is a hopeless task. 
 
I hope some backbone is shown. I expect none. The butchery and poaching of large fish is depressing, 
 
 
Tom Knapp 
 
Fisherman of 50 years…seen it all…the striped bass situation has been the worst.  
 
 
 

mailto:thjknapp@comcast.net
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: TOM O'BRIEN [mailto:tomobrien7693@comcast.net]  
Sent: Friday, February 10, 2017 4:01 PM 
To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 
Subject: Striped Bass Quota 

 

Sir 

 

 

Please do not increase the quota for striped bass this year. In order for bass to once again become 

a sustainable fishery, it is imperative that we continue to give them relief from over fishing. 

Increasing quotas at this time, would be short sighted and nothing but a step backwards and a 

reversal of the positive steps that were taken last year. Please continue to work towards 

increasing the stock and achieving spawning target levels. 

 

 

Thank you for your time , Tom O'Brien   

 

mailto:tomobrien7693@comcast.net
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org


From: Will Perry [mailto:willw.perry@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, March 02, 2017 12:41 PM 
To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 
Subject: Striped Bass Management Concern 

 

Sir, 

 

Please do not increase the quota for striped bass this year. In order for bass to once again become 

a sustainable fishery, it is imperative that we continue to give them relief from over fishing. 

Increasing quotas at this time, would be short sighted and nothing but a step backwards and a 

reversal of the positive steps that were taken last year. Please continue to work towards 

increasing the stock and achieving spawning target levels. 

 

Thank you for your time, 

William Perry 

Boston, MA 

 

--  

Will Perry 

willw.perry@gmail.com 

203.994.1222 

 

mailto:willw.perry@gmail.com
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org
mailto:willw.perry@gmail.com


From: ypacheco1 [mailto:ypacheco1@comcast.net]  
Sent: Sunday, February 12, 2017 12:00 PM 
To: Max Appelman <mappelman@asmfc.org> 
Subject:  

 
 
Sir 
 
 
Please do not increase the quota for striped bass this year. In order for bass to once again 
become a sustainable fishery, it is imperative that we continue to give them relief from over 
fishing. Increasing quotas at this time, would be short sighted and nothing but a step backwards 
and a reversal of the positive steps that were taken last year. Please continue to work towards 
increasing the stock and achieving spawning target levels. 
 
  
Thank you for your time  
 

mailto:ypacheco1@comcast.net
mailto:mappelman@asmfc.org
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    M17‐006 

January 13, 2017 
 
To:  Atlantic Striped Bass Management Board 

From:  Atlantic Striped Bass Stock Assessment Subcommittee 

RE:   Draft Terms of Reference for the 2018 Atlantic Striped Bass Benchmark Stock 
Assessment and Assessment Timeline 

 
The next Atlantic striped bass benchmark stock assessment is scheduled to be completed in the 
fall of 2018. The Atlantic Striped Bass Stock Assessment Subcommittee has recommended the 
Board consider the following terms of reference for the assessment and peer‐review panel:  
 
Terms of Reference for Stock Assessment Process: 
 
1. Investigate all fisheries independent and dependent data sets, including life history, indices 

of abundance, and tagging data. Discuss strengths and weaknesses of the data sources.  
 

2. Estimate commercial and recreational landings and discards. Characterize the uncertainty in 
the data and spatial distribution of the fisheries. Review new MRIP estimates of catch, effort 
and the calibration method if available.  

 
3. Use an age‐based model to estimate annual fishing mortality, recruitment, total abundance 

and  stock  biomass  (total  and  spawning  stock)  for  the  time  series  and  estimate  their 
uncertainty. Provide retrospective analysis of the model results and historical retrospective. 
Provide estimates of exploitation by stock component and sex, where possible, and for total 
stock complex. 

 
4. Use tagging data to estimate mortality and abundance, and provide suggestions for further 

development.  
 
5. Update or  redefine biological  reference points  (BRPs; point estimates or proxies  for BMSY, 

SSBMSY, FMSY, MSY). Define stock status based on BRPs by stock component where possible. 
 
6. Provide  annual  projections  of  catch  and  biomass  under  alternative  harvest  scenarios. 

Projections should estimate and report annual probabilities of exceeding threshold BRPs for 
F and probabilities of falling below threshold BRPs for biomass.  

 
7. Review and evaluate the status of the Technical Committee research recommendations listed 

in the most recent SARC report. Identify new research recommendations. Recommend timing 
and frequency of future assessment updates and benchmark assessments.
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Terms of Reference for External Peer Review: 
 
1. Evaluate the thoroughness of all fisheries  independent and dependent data sets,  including 

life history, indices of abundance, and tagging data. Evaluate the strengths and weaknesses 
of the data sources.  
 

2. Evaluate the methods used to estimate commercial and recreational landings and discards. 
Evaluate the uncertainty  in the data and spatial distribution of the fisheries. Evaluate new 
MRIP estimates of catch, effort and the calibration method if available.  

 
3. Evaluate  the methods and models used  to estimate annual  fishing mortality, recruitment, 

total  abundance  and  stock  biomass  (total  and  spawning  stock)  for  the  time  series  and 
evaluate their uncertainty. Evaluate retrospective analysis of the model results and historical 
retrospective.  Evaluate  estimates  of  exploitation  by  stock  component  and  sex,  where 
possible, and for total stock complex. 

 
4. Evaluate  estimates  of mortality  and  abundance  derived  from  tagging  data,  and  provide 

recommendations for further development of the tagging models.  
 
5. Evaluate the choice of reference points and the methods used to estimate them. Recommend 

stock  status  determination  from  the  assessment,  or,  if  appropriate,  specify  alternative 
methods or measures.  

 
6. Evaluate  annual  projections  of  catch  and  biomass  under  alternative  harvest  scenarios. 

Projections should estimate and report annual probabilities of exceeding threshold BRPs for 
F and probabilities of falling below threshold BRPs for biomass.  

 
7. Review and evaluate the status of the Technical Committee research recommendations listed 

in the most recent SARC report. Identify new research recommendations. Recommend timing 
and frequency of future assessment updates and benchmark assessments. 

 
8. Prepare a peer review panel terms of reference and advisory report summarizing the panel’s 

evaluation  of  the  stock  assessment  and  addressing  each  peer  review  term  of  reference. 
Develop a  list of tasks to be completed  following the workshop. Complete and submit the 
report within 4 weeks of workshop conclusion. 

   



 

3 
     

2018 Atlantic Striped Bass Benchmark Stock Assessment Draft Schedule
 

Meeting Description 
Meeting 

Dates and Deadlines 

Data Workshop Planning Call/Webinar ‐ Discuss Data Needs & TOR's    

Board Approval of TOR's   May 2017 

Initial Data Submission for Assessment through 2016  June 15, 2017 

Data Workshop   August 2017 

Assessment/Modeling Workshop I  Nov/Dec 2017 

Modeling Workshop II  July 2018 

SASC to approve stock status determination  Mid‐Sept. 2018 

Technical Committee to discuss assessment findings & approve report  End of Oct. 2018 

Peer Review Workshop (external)  early Dec. 2018 

Board Review  February 2019 
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