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June 29, 2015 

 

Thomas A. Nies, Executive Director  

New England Fishery Management Council  

50 Water Street, Mill #2  

Newburyport, MA 01950  

Fax: (978) 465-3116  

 

Dear Mr. Nies,  

Thank you for the opportunity to offer comments on the Omnibus Industry-Funded Monitoring Amendment.   

The Cape Cod Commercial Fishermen’s Alliance (Fishermen’s Alliance) is a member-based non-profit 

organization that represents commercial fishermen on Cape Cod across a diversity of fisheries, all of which 

depend on a healthy forage base.  We have consistently advocated for comprehensive at-sea monitoring and 

accountability for the mid-water trawl herring fleet. We applauded the New England Fishery Management 

Council’s (Council) decision to implement accountability measures through Amendment 5 as a positive action 

that would improve management for this fishery and the long-term health of all our ocean resources.  Since 

the agency’s disapproval of the key monitoring components of Amendment 5, we have urged the creation of 

a follow-up action to meet the monitoring needs for this fishery. As such, we are deeply invested in the outcome 

of the Omnibus Industry-Funded Monitoring Amendment. 

As our fishery managers consider alternatives for industry-funded monitoring (IFM), we hope the following 

points will be considered: 

 Well-designed programs depend on clearly identified goals and objectives 

The purpose of Amendment 5, as approved by the Council, was to provide additional catch monitoring 

and accountability to the mid-water trawl herring fleet.  These monitoring needs are separate and 

supplemental to the agency’s existing legal requirements, which mandate the collection of scientific 

information on target species, protected species, and endangered species, etc.  In designing this IFM 

program, narrowly defined goals and objectives will facilitate an efficient and affordable outcome.  

 Standardized processes for industry-funded monitoring programs facilitate implementation 

This amendment proposes to create an outline of necessary steps for implementing IFM in other 

fisheries; a standardized IFM structure would provide needed clarity and expedited implementation 

for future industry members participating in the process. 

 Catch accountability is necessary to the successful management of high-volume fisheries 

Complete catch information for landings and discards is required to accurately track quota usage and 

ensure adherence to annual catch limits, particularly for high-volume fisheries.  Allowing waivers and 

observer coverage rates below 100% undermine these goals, the management of the fishery, and the 

health of the resource. 



  
 

   
 

 

 IFM programs must be cost-effective and efficient to minimize economic burden to the fleet 

As previously stated, the Council is working to adopt coverage levels that are supplemental to existing 

agency monitoring requirements, and a portion of these program costs will be industry-funded.  It is 

imperative that the agency recognize the economic impacts this will have for the fleet by making every 

effort to create the most affordable program possible.  The agency needs to evaluate the strengths 

and weaknesses of the various monitoring tools available (NEFOP, ASM, EM, DSM) and use them in 

combination to create a cost-effective program that satisfies the goals and objectives. 

 100% Observer Coverage in Groundfish Closed Areas 

Amendment 5 created a requirement for mid-water trawl vessels to carry 100% observer coverage in 

groundfish closed areas.  This coverage is critical as vessels in this fishery are known to interact with 

groundfish stocks and these areas are known to be important to groundfish.  This coverage must be 

reinstated to support efforts by members of the groundfish industry to rebuild their depleted fishery. 

Addressing the issues outlined above, is the first critical step to creating a meaningful industry-funded 

amendment and collecting the catch information necessary for responsible fisheries management. 

Thank you for your attention to the matter. We look forward to working with the Council and agency to build 

the best outcome for the Omnibus Industry-Funded Monitoring Amendment.   

 

Sincerely, 

 

Nick Muto 

Chairman, Board of Directors 

 

cc: John Bullard, Regional Administrator, GARFO 

Chris Moore, Executive Director, MAFMC 


