


He felt that if IFQs were implemented, eliminating long line altogether should not be a problem 
because being able to fish at a slower pace would make it possible to eliminate the gear.  He 
believes time/area closures are good.  Potentially moving the longline fishery out to around the 
50 fathom line might work since during the observer study, only one turtle was taken beyond that 
area.  He noted that the difficulty in setting longlines south of Big Bend Florida is that the 
longline sets impacted red snapper or other reef fish as bycatch and IFQs may not be available to 
many of these fishermen.  As red snapper increases in abundance, it increases its range and by 
going outside 50 fathoms, they would be less likely to interact with them.  

Jim Clements-small commercial vertical line fishermen 

Until recently, he believed that longlines were bad, but not anymore.  The reason he doesn’t 
think this is because bottom reef fish longliners supply consumers in the area with fresh fish.  He 
also didn’t think that moving bottom longliners out to 50 fathoms was a bad idea, because they 
would just convert their gear and fish inshore, fishing harder in areas where recreational and 
other commercial fishers were already fishing.  In addition, vertical line fishers do catch turtles. 

Bob Jones-Southeastern Fisheries Association 

Attached at the end of the summary is a copy of the full letter read by Bob Jones at the scoping 
meeting. 

Summary- He is concerned about how Amendment 31 is proceeding and does not believe there 
is necessity or legal justification for developing a plan now.  There is no good reason to proceed 
with Amendment 31 at this time.  National standard 9 requires bycatch to be minimized to the 
extent practicable, but until practical measures that are not yet used in the industry are suggested, 
no further minimization is possible.  Under section 7 of the Endangered Species Act (ESA), 
NMFS determines whether a fishing action poses any jeopardy for a threatened species such as 
loggerhead.  Only if there is a jeopardy finding is there any legal requirement to develop 
management measures and then only “reasonable and prudent” ones.  There is no justification of 
Council to take action ahead of the Biological Opinion.  The Council cannot have a new 
Amendment ready in case the “BiOp” reaches jeopardy finding since no alternatives can be 
developed until we see what NMFS thinks would be reasonable and prudent measures to take.  
The Council should cease development of Amendment 31 until NMFS can complete a Section 7 
consultation and prepare and new Biological Opinion using the best scientific information 
including data from the 2008 observer program. If the Biological Opinion concludes with no-
jeopardy finding, which is likely, the Council should not proceed with Amendment 31 until on-
going studies have identified effective and practicable ways to reduce turtle takes in reef fish 
longlining. 

The focus needs to be on research and studies to find things that will work to reduce turtle 
mortality.  We are cooperating with NMFS’s Pascagoula Lab to get a study of hook guards 
underway.  We are working with Ocean Conservancy on a plan to use hook timers to see whether 
lengthening or shortening soak times might help.   

We are looking at other studies on commercial trips, to investigate the effects of bait type and 
size, hook type and size, leader length.  We recognize the industry must take the lead on this 



research.  NMFS does not have the financial resources to do much more than they are currently 
doing in cooperative research because they have never been adequately funded by Congress. 

Lastly, a word of advice was given to everyone involved in vertical line fishing for Gulf of 
Mexico reef fish, both recreational and commercial:  

In 1993-95, NMFS saw no turtle takes by the vertical line fishery, any more than it did by the 
longliners. 

In 2001-04, more turtles were reported taken by commercial vertical line (11) than by longline 
(9). 

In 2005, the estimated takes for the entire reef fish fishery were: 85 loggerhead and 29 other 
turtles by longliners, 65 and 31 by commercial vertical line, 53 loggerhead and 58 other turtles 
by the recreational sector- in all, 114 by longliners but 207 by vertical line. 

In 2006-07, the observers chanced to see usually high numbers of turtle takes by longline boats 
and none at all by commercial vertical line. 

In 2008, the observations seem more reasonable: 3 turtles taken by longline, one by commercial 
vertical line.  We do not yet know how many total takes those represent.  With lower observer 
coverage, the one observed vertical line take may translate into more fleet-wide takes than the 
three observed on longline trips do. 

For 2009, nobody knows.  It may be the vertical line sectors turn to face an unreasonable over 
estimate.  The data will come from commercial vertical line fishing trips but, they will be applied 
in estimating takes by recreational reef fish fishing (as the commercial data was applied in 2005). 

The scoping meeting concluded at 7:30 p.m. CDT.  One gentleman came to the meeting after it 
had ended and took a copy of the scoping document and business cards to submit written 
comments to the Council. 
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