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Meeting Notes
Our Next Meeting will take place on

Monday, 4 December 2023, at 6:00PM
at the IRWA Headquarters

143 County Road, Ipswich, MA 01938

THERE WILL BE NO SPEAKER AT THIS MEETING

THIS WILL BE OUR ANNUAL DECEMBER
PIZZA, FLY TYING AND CONVERSATION MEETING

PLEASE JOIN US FOR A FUN EVENING!!!



Greetings from NETU President Ben Meade!

Dear fellow Nor’East Chapter Trout Unlimited Members,
As I write these words, we are on the doorstep of the holiday season.  A 
season for getting together with friends and family, a season for honoring 
longstanding traditions, and a season for making memories and new 
traditions.  On the topic of traditions, an annual fishing trip to Tim Pond 
Camps this past June was – as it always is – a highlight of the year for me.  
This annual family spring fishing trip has been occurring since the early 
1960’s, when my grandfather and a good family friend took their sons (my 
Dad being one of those sons) to Maine to fish for brook trout.  The location 
has shifted over the years, with Tim Pond Camps being the destination 
since the early 1990s.  Tim Pond is heaven.  Native brook trout only, fly 
fishing only, lodging at the historic and comfortable camps, and wonderful 
company and camaraderie.

(continued on next page – FBJ)



Greetings from NETU President Ben Meade! (continued)

A joy for me this year was to share this tradition with my cousin Noah and 
his son Nate (age 12).  Neither Noah nor Nate had fly fished before this 
trip.  Before leaving for Tim Pond, I texted Noah a link to the clip of the 
final fishing scene in “A River Runs Through It” and wrote – tongue in 
cheek – learn to fly fish from this!  Brad Pitt will teach you!  If only it were 
that simple, right?!  
Have a great holiday season, and looking forward to seeing you at one of 
our NETU meetings in 2024.  We are actively recruiting new members and 
new energy.  We welcome your attendance and involvement!  

Ben Meade, NETU Chapter President

Four photos and a short message from our indefatigable chapter 
member, Dr. Carl Soderland, as he fishes through his retirement!

“From my recent 3 days on Cattaraugus Creek in NY. All steelhead, 
some dark, some chrome. Different strains. All 3 and 4 year fish.”

(Looks like a very happy man to me... – FBJ)



Mousam River Cleanup
On Sunday, October 22, 2023, the Sebago chapter of Trout Unlimited 
held a Discovery Day and Riverbank Cleanup.  Nor’East Chapter 
member, Michael Flynn, participated in the event, in partnership with 
32 members of the Sebago chapter.
The group met at Rogers Pond Park in Kennebunk, ME, at 10:00am, 
and collected trash and various types of debris until 12:30pm.
After the cleanup, chapter members listened to two guest speakers.  
The first, Greg LaBonte, of Maine Fly Guys, discussed the benefits of 
proposed dam removal for the Gulf of Maine.  The second speaker, 
John Burrows, of the Mousam Kennebunk River Alliance, spoke about the 
history of one of the three Mousam River dams, and what the next 
course(s) of action are for dam removal.
The Sebago chapter is looking to hold additional river cleanups to 
bring members together to learn more about what key issues the river 
faces and what actions the Chapter is taking to help address and 
mitigate. The Chapter is also working with a biologist on four different 
waterways in Southern/Western Maine to help create healthier fish 
passages and spawning habitats.

(Thank you, Michael Flynn!!! – FBJ)



Don’t forget to register for the Annual Meeting of the 
Parker, Ipswich, and Essex (PIE) Rivers Partnership.
Register here: https://pie-rivers.org/annual-meeting/ 

Why Attend? 
The Annual Meeting is a chance to learn about - and give input on - the partnership’s work. This year’s 
meeting features updates on progress made to the PIE-Rivers Action Plan and updates to guide future 
priorities.

Who Attends? 
Municipalities, state agencies, conservation groups, organizations, and anyone who has stakes in the 
well-being of the Parker, Ipswich, and Essex River watersheds. This year we’ll be hearing from staff at 
the Metropolitan Area Planning Council, MassDEP, and more - check out the full agenda for details. 

When? 
Thursday, December 7th, 8:30am-Noon

Where? 
Parker River Wildlife Refuge Headquarters, 6 Plum Island Turnpike, Newburyport, MA 01950-4315

This is always an interesting meeting. Please consider attending!

https://ipswichriver.us21.list-manage.com/track/click?u=be37683eb9865f150b76ee0cc&id=717d24499a&e=ad54a43b91
https://ipswichriver.us21.list-manage.com/track/click?u=be37683eb9865f150b76ee0cc&id=52a864440f&e=ad54a43b91
https://ipswichriver.us21.list-manage.com/track/click?u=be37683eb9865f150b76ee0cc&id=9d91d1dd78&e=ad54a43b91


A Fishing Report from Ben Shea
The rainy sleepy drive out to the Deerfield started in the dark and ended at the
Fife Brook Dam where my fishing partner and I met Jay Aylward and dropped
the boat in the water. Before we had even run the first section of fast water
(which was looking a little intimidating at 1100CFS) we had nearly landed
what looked like a very sizable brown. All 3 of us in the boat were battling
colds and as the rain began to pick up we all acknowledged our own skewed
decision making when fishing is involved. I picked up what may well be my
largest Deerfield brown very early in the day and as the day progressed we
picked up more wild browns than we had ever seen in one outing. As the day
was coming to a close a fish that was all of 24 inches long (and continues to
grow in my imagination) came clean out of the water after a streamer. As we
paddled back and floated that stretch again and again trying to entice him one
more time, we all came to accept that we just shared an experience that will
keep us all coming back for years to come. (Bravo, Ben! – FBJ)



Conservation Committee Reports
TU Nor’East – Conservation Committee Report (IRWA)

Ipswich Mills Dam and
MEPA Results
30 October 2023

The Ipswich Mills Dam (IMD) Removal project recently went through the MEPA review process. 
The purpose of this process is to address a project’s potential environmental impacts as well as 
provide an opportunity for both the public and state agencies to submit comments. The Secretary 
of the EEA then reviews those resources and uses them to issue a certificate. On October 16th, the 
IMD Removal project was issued a MEPA certificate. So, what does that mean?
To kick off the MEPA process, the IMD Removal project had to fill out and submit an Expanded 
Environmental Notification Form (EENF). The purpose of this form is to identify the MEPA 
review thresholds – such as addressing land use, species of concern, wetlands/waterways, and 
water conservation – that the project meets or exceeds, and subsequently any Agency Actions that 
it may require. The EENF must include a detailed project description, an alternatives analysis, 
evaluation of potential environmental impacts, and a description of mitigation measures.
The Secretary of the EEA then reviews the EENF in conjunction with the project’s feasibility 
studies and the comments from state agencies and the public. The certificate they ultimately issue 
serves to highlight next steps for the project as it begins the permitting process. In the case of 
IMD, the certificate stated that the project partners must submit a Single Environmental Impact 
Report (EIR) in order to address how sediment released from the project will be sampled and 
managed, so as to prevent the flow of potentially contaminated material into downstream areas. 
That begs the question, how does the ruling impact the project moving forward?
Originally, the IMD Removal project partners anticipated to address a plan for sediment sampling 
and monitoring as part of the DEP Chapter 401 Water Quality permit. The MEPA certificate now 
requires that the partners do it sooner with the submission of a Single EIR. An EIR filing must 
include a project description, an alternatives analysis, an analysis of the existing environment, an 
assessment of impacts, permitting requirements, mitigation measures, and responses to public 
comments from the MEPA filing. Although the EIR does have numerous requirements, the 
existing feasibility studies provide a strong basis for partners to build off of and aid them in filling 
out the EIR, so by no means is the project backtracked.
Ultimately, the MEPA certificate does not significantly change what the next steps are for the 
project. The sediment management plan was originally going to be created for the Chapter 401 
permit, but now it will just be developed sooner for the EIR. The rest of the EIR will draw from 
existing feasibility studies and other resources, and will not significantly change the path forward 
for the Ipswich Mills Dam Removal project.

https://www.ipswichriver.org/


Conservation Committee Reports (continued)

November 21, 2023 

Today is World Fisheries Day and seeing as Thanksgiving is this week, it made us ask 
the question, “What did the fishery on the Ipswich River look like on the first 
Thanksgiving?” What we know from Ipswich in the Massachusetts Bay Colony, 
published by The Ipswich Historical Society in 1905, is that there were plenty of fish.

Did you know that in 1637 a thousand fish were put into an acre of corn, which would 
then yield three times more corn? And apparently between 1637 and 1644 this caused 
the dogs of Ipswich to get into A LOT of trouble.

Free range and collarless, they took off for the cornfields to investigate the alluring 
aroma of the farmer’s fertilizer. Cured by salt air and slightly fermented, their 
fertilizer was a tasty local delicacy for the dogs who likely angered the farmers and 
their owners alike.

While our early settlers were thankful for their corn, the bounty of fish, and the 
exuberance of the dogs, the three together presented a problem. Corn was an 
important staple of their diet and something had to be done about the dogs. So in 1644 
the good people of Ipswich voted some of the first dog laws into the books:

“It is ordered that all doggs, for the space of three weeks after the publishinge
thereof, shall have one legg tyed up. If such a dogg should break loose and be foimd in 
any corne field, doing any harme, the owner of the dogg shall pay the damages.”

Read more about Ipswich, our formerly thriving fishery, and dog laws in Ipswich 
here.

 

What did the fishery on the 
Ipswich River look like on the 
first Thanksgiving?
https://www.ipswichriver.org/11/21/what-did-
the-fishery-on-the-ipswich-river-look-like-on-
the-first-thanksgiving/

https://archive.org/details/ipswichinmassach00water/page/75/mode/1up
https://www.ipswichriver.org/
https://www.ipswichriver.org/11/21/what-did-the-fishery-on-the-ipswich-river-look-like-on-the-first-thanksgiving/
https://www.ipswichriver.org/11/21/what-did-the-fishery-on-the-ipswich-river-look-like-on-the-first-thanksgiving/
https://www.ipswichriver.org/11/21/what-did-the-fishery-on-the-ipswich-river-look-like-on-the-first-thanksgiving/


Conservation Committee Reports (continued)

Why We Love Beavers
30 October 2023

We at IRWA feel like beavers could use a PR boost. We know that people get frustrated with beavers when they cut 
down trees that we’d prefer stay standing and flood open spaces and roadways. But beavers are an essential part of a 
functioning watershed. Here’s a few reasons we still love them despite their bad rap.

Beavers help us offset carbon emissions by creating wetlands. When beavers build dams, the water that backs up 
behind them creates or expands wetlands. Wetlands are an important habitat for native plants and animals and help 
improve biodiversity in our region. They are also an important carbon sink; a wetland captures and stores more than 
twice as much carbon than a forest of similar size. Wetlands also provide flood protection for downstream areas by 
storing stormwater.

Beavers help with groundwater recharge. Beaver dams serve to slow the flow of river water, thereby promoting 
groundwater recharge. Recharge is critical for the health of our region’s rivers. Our rivers are groundwater fed, 
meaning the water in the river between rain storms comes directly from groundwater stores. Groundwater recharge 
ensures there is water in the river during relatively dry periods. Plus the ground is very effective at cleaning water 
that flows through it. We at IRWA love it when water flows into and through the ground.

Beaver dams don’t block fish passage. If you are familiar with IRWA you probably know that we are working 
hard to address man-made dams that block critical fish passage for alewives and shad that spawn in our watershed. 
So, you might be asking, do beaver dams pose a similar problem for local fish? In short, no! For native fish that co-
evolved with beaver dam activity in the systems, beaver dams are passable and not a problem. For many fish who 
pass upstream of beaver dams with ease, this tends to correspond with when they spawn and that migration is tied to 
higher flows.

Beavers are fascinating rodents! Who doesn’t love interesting native animals? Beavers, sometimes referred to as 
ecosystem engineers, are perfectly designed for this habitat. Beavers are North America’s largest native rodents, 
weighing between 35 and 80 pounds as adults. They can be 2–3 feet in length, with an additional 10–18 inches for 
the tail. Check out this post about some our summer program participants learn about what a nictitating membrane is 
and how beaver’s ear valves help them go underwater.

The return of beavers to our area in large numbers is a good sign. When European colonists arrived to 
Massachusetts, we had a significant beaver population. However, beaver populations in New England were 
decimated by fur trappers and they had essentially disappeared from Massachusetts by the late 1800’s. The return of 
beavers to our waterways demonstrates that our ecosystem is healthy enough to provide an enticing habitat for them. 
We take that as a good sign of progress in our watershed restoration work!

Did you know in 1996 Massachusetts banned beaver trapping? Reading about the surprising implications in this 
brief from the Association of Fish & Wildlife Agencies.

Want even more info on beavers? Check out the Beaver Institute, NOAA’s handy Beaver guide, or read about 
how IRWA and MA Division of Marine Fisheries relocated one living in a decommissioned fish ladder here.

Baby Beaver photo courtesy of Point Defiance Zoo & Aquarium

https://www.ipswichriver.org/08/09/bugs-boats-and-beavers/
https://furbearermanagement.com/wp-content/uploads/2022/04/Conservation-Brief-Beaver-FINAL.pdf
https://www.beaverinstitute.org/
https://media.fisheries.noaa.gov/2023-08/NOAA-Fisheries-Benefits-Beavers-Bring-508.pdf
https://www.ipswichriver.org/04/24/department-of-marine-fisheries-relocates-that-dam-beaver/
https://www.ipswichriver.org/


MA Trout Unlimited Council – Coldwater Conservation Fund 
2023 Chapter Grant Program 

The Massachusetts Council of Trout Unlimited is now offering a competitive grant program to its 
individual chapters. In Calendar Year 2023 the program has $6,000 available to distribute to its chapters to 
assist in funding trout habitat conservation/restoration projects. These funds are available to individual 
chapters through the grant process as described below. Undistributed 2023 funds will be carried over into 
next year’s program. 

In 2022, the Council distributed $9,280 to four chapters (DRWTU, PVTU, GBTU, SETU) for projects on 
a Deerfield River tributary, the Swift River (Belchertown/Ware), the Westport River watershed and the 
Neponset River watershed. These projects included eDNA surveys, electroshocking surveys of brook trout 
populations and pro-active educational/scientific signage along a coldwater stream. The Council 
encourages all its chapters to submit a grant application for their important projects. 

The maximum individual chapter grant for 2023 is $2,000. Grants can be applied for in the following 
categories: 

a. Science-based projects aimed at improving cold-water fisheries throughout the Commonwealth. Field 
projects such as habitat restoration, stream improvements, science-based studies of wild fish, food sources 
and aquatic vegetation are all eligible projects. 

b. Conservation projects such as stream-side tree plantings, riparian buffer repair, etc. 

c. Educational initiatives, advocacy, and programming, such as “Trout in the Classroom, “programs 
that raise awareness about the importance of cold-water fisheries or community outreach programs. 

d. Components of a larger project, like a dam removal, can also qualify. In fact, partnering with other 
groups and agencies on large-scale projects is always strongly encouraged. 

e. Other projects that advance the TU mission. 

Applications will be accepted beginning September 1st, 2023, with the submittal deadline being October 
31, 2023. All applications will be reviewed by a committee appointed by the Council President. Grant 
awards will be announced within 30 days of the deadline. 

Project Eligibility. Following is a sampling of items that can be acquired under this grant for chapter field 
projects, and does not include all possible requests: 

Equipment: Water temperature loggers, flow meters, E-DNA kits, smaller equipment, batteries, lighting, 
etc. 

Compensation for Services: Salary or part of salary for biologist and/or interns working on a science-
based study. 

Educational: Printing costs for posters, handouts. 

Other: Any permitting needed for a field project by a municipality (Conservation Commission) state 
(DEP, Natural Heritage and Endangered Species), or federal (Army Corps of Engineers). 

This grant funding is for SCIENCE-BASED projects only. It will not pay for: 

1. Monthly Chapter Meeting speakers 

2. River Clean-up projects 

3. Fishing derbies or tournaments 

4. Annual Fish Stocking 



Following is a simple narrative application to support a Chapter’s request 
for project funding. Please direct any questions you may have regarding this 
grant application process to Paul Beaulieu at pgbeaulieu@hotmail.com or 
just give Paul a call at (413) 335-9128.

Application
1. Briefly describe the project that you are asking to be funded.

2. Classify your project based on the preceding list (a-e). 

3. Is this part of a larger project? If so, briefly describe the project. 

4. Is there a working partner(s)? If so, who? What is your working history 
with them? How much are they contributing to this project? 

5. What is your chapter’s role in this project? 

6. When is the project’s anticipated start date (shovels in the ground)? How 
long will the project last? 

7. What does it accomplish for your Chapter’s watershed and the Chapter’s 
mission? 

8. How much are you applying for in this grant? (2023 Maximum: $2,000) 

9. How will this grant funding request be spent? (List projected expenses, 
including personnel costs, permitting, equipment, etc. and any donated 
services/equipment). List any additional funding sources, if any. 

10. How many TU chapter volunteers are anticipated to be participating? 
How many volunteer hours (estimated) are anticipated to accomplish this 
project? 

11. Will there be any youth participation? Veterans? Volunteers from other 
agencies? Please list those. 

MA TU Council 2023 Coldwater Conservation Grant Program (continued)



ASMFC Fisheries Focus Issue – Nov 2023

Species Profile: Atlantic Striped Bass 
Fish Availability and Management 
Considerations in a Stock Rebuilding Period 
Introduction 
Atlantic striped bass is regularly referred to as America’s greatest game fish on 
the U.S. Atlantic coast. High demand for this species among fishermen and 
consumers, coupled with the complexity of its seasonal distribution along the 
coast, makes sustainable management of the Atlantic coast striped bass 
population complex and challenging. Stakeholders regularly call for the 
Commission to implement biologically, economically, and socially sound 
regulations within each jurisdiction and sector. As a result, the dynamic nature 
of Atlantic striped bass fishery management will likely continue for many years 
to come, especially as the Commission focuses on rebuilding the stock to its 
biomass target by 2029. 
The 2018 Benchmark Stock Assessment indicated the striped bass stock was 
overfished and experiencing overfishing. By accepting the assessment for 
management use in 2019, two management triggers were tripped requiring the 
Board to take action to address both the overfishing and overfished status 
determinations. Addendum VI to Amendment 6 was implemented in 2020 to 
address the overfishing status. To address the overfished status, the Board must 
adjust the management program to rebuild spawning stock biomass to the target 
level in a time-frame not to exceed 10 years, no later than 2029. 
The stock rebuilding process is iterative in nature given the 10-year rebuilding 
horizon. The first progress update on rebuilding was provided by the 2022 
stock assessment update after three years of Addendum VI implementation, 
which indicated the stock is still overfished but no longer experiencing 
overfishing. However, the second progress update on rebuilding based on 2022 
data indicates recent fishery removals have increased due to a strong year class 
entering the ocean fishery. If a high fishing mortality rate continues, the chance 
of rebuilding the stock is low. With these recent fishery removals data, along 
with concerns about multiple years of low recruitment, the Commission is once 
again facing difficult decisions in striped bass management. 

Continued on next page



ASMFC Fisheries Focus Issue – Nov 2023 (continued)

Life History 

Atlantic striped bass are an estuarine species that can be found from 
Florida to Canada, although the stocks that the Commission manages 
range from Maine to North Carolina. A long-lived species (at least up 
to 30 years of age), striped bass typically spend the majority of their 
adult life in coastal estuaries or the ocean, migrating north and south 
seasonally and ascending to rivers to spawn in the spring. 

Mature females (age six and older) produce large quantities of eggs, 
which are fertilized by mature males (age two and older) as they are 
released into riverine spawning areas. While developing, the fertilized 
eggs drift with the downstream currents and eventually hatch into 
larvae. After their arrival in the nursery areas, located in river deltas 
and the inland portions of coastal sounds and estuaries, they mature 
into juveniles. They remain in coastal sounds and estuaries for two to 
four years and then join the coastal migratory population in the 
Atlantic Ocean. In the ocean, fish tend to move north during the 
summer and south during the winter. Important wintering grounds for 
the mixed stocks are located offshore from New Jersey to North 
Carolina. With warming water temperatures in the spring, the mature 
adult fish migrate to riverine spawning areas to complete their life 
cycle. The majority of the coastal migratory stock originates in the 
Chesapeake Bay spawning areas, with significant contributions from 
the spawning grounds of the Hudson and Delaware Rivers. 

Commercial & Recreational Fisheries 

In 2022, total Atlantic striped bass removals (commercial and 
recreational, including harvest, commercial discards and recreational 
release mortality) was estimated at 6.8 million fish, which is a 32% 
increase from 2021 total removals. This 2022 increase was driven by 
an increase in recreational removals, as commercial removals slightly 
decreased. In 2022, the recreational sector accounted for about 90% of 
total removals by number of fish, and the commercial sector accounted 
for about 10%. 

Continued on next page



ASMFC Fisheries Focus Issue – Nov 2023 (continued)

Commercial & Recreational Fisheries (continued)
The commercial fishery is managed by a quota system resulting in relatively stable 
landings since 2004. There are two regional quotas; one for Chesapeake Bay and one 
for the ocean, which includes bays, inland rivers, and estuaries. The ocean quota is 
based on average landings during the 1970s and the Chesapeake Bay quota changed 
annually under a harvest control rule until implementation of a static quota in 2015 
through Addendum IV. From 2004 to 2014, commercial landings averaged 6.8 
million pounds (about 943,000 fish) per year. From 2015-2019, commercial landings 
decreased to an average of 4.7 million pounds (about 619,000 fish) due to 
implementation of Addendum IV. From 2020-2022, coastwide commercial landing 
decreased again to an average 4.1 million pounds (about 609,000 fish) due to further 
reduced quotas through Addendum VI. Commercial landings are consistently 
dominated by Chesapeake Bay fisheries, accounting for approximately 60% of total 
commercial landings by weight since 1990 (80% in terms of numbers of fish). 
The recreational fishery is managed by bag limits, minimum size or slot size limits, 
and closed seasons (in some states) to restrict harvest. From 2004 to 2014, 
recreational harvest averaged 4.6 million fish per year. From 2015-2019, annual 
harvest decreased to an estimated 2.8 million fish due to the implementation of more 
restrictive regulations via Addendum IV, as well as changes in effort, size, and 
distribution of the population through time. Total recreational harvest decreased to 
1.71 million fish in 2020 and 1.82 million fish in 2021, likely due to a combination 
of factors including more restrictive regulations via Addendum VI, fish availability, 
and impacts of COVID-19. Under the same management measures as 2020-2021, 
total recreational harvest in 2022 increased to 3.4 million fish, which is an 88% 
increase by number relative to 2021. This increase was likely due to the increased 
availability of the strong 2015-year class in the ocean slot in 2022. New Jersey 
landed the largest proportion of recreational harvest in 2022 in number of fish (33%), 
followed by New York (26%), Maryland (19%), and Massachusetts (14%). However, 
the recreational fishery is predominantly catch and release, meaning the majority of 
striped bass caught are released alive either due to angler preference or regulation 
(e.g., undersized, or the angler already harvested the daily bag limit). Since 1990, 
roughly 90% of total annual striped bass catch is released alive of which 9% are 
estimated to die as result of the fishing interaction (referred to as “release mortality” 
or “discard mortality"). In 2022, recreational anglers released alive an estimated 29.6 
million fish, of which 2.7 million are assumed to have died. 

Continued on next page



ASMFC Fisheries Focus Issue – Nov 2023 (continued)
Stock Status 
On a regular basis, female spawning stock biomass (SSB) and fishing mortality rate (F) are 
estimated and compared to target and threshold levels (i.e., biological reference points) in 
order to assess the status of the stock. The 1995 estimate of female SSB is currently used 
as the SSB threshold because many stock characteristics, such as an expanded age 
structure, were reached by this year. This is also the year the stock was declared recovered. 
The female SSB target is equal to 125% female SSB threshold. The associated F threshold 
and target are calculated to achieve the respective SSB reference points in the long-term. 
In November 2022, the Board reviewed the results of the 2022 Atlantic Striped Bass Stock 
Assessment Update, which uses the same model from the approved, peer-reviewed 2018 
Benchmark Stock Assessment. The accepted model is a forward projecting statistical 
catch-at-age model, which uses catch-at-age data and fishery-dependent data and fishery-
independent survey indices to estimate annual population size, fishing mortality, and 
recruitment. The 2022 assessment indicated the resource is still overfished but no longer 
experiencing overfishing relative to the updated reference points. Female SSB in the 
terminal year (2021) was estimated at 143 million pounds, which is below the SSB 
threshold of 188 million pounds and below the SSB target of 235 million pounds. F in 
2021 was estimated at 0.14, which is below the F threshold of 0.20 and below the F target 
of 0.17. The updated fishing mortality reference points took into account the period of low 
recruitment the stock has experienced in recent years. 
The assessment also indicated a period of strong recruitment (numbers of age-1 fish 
entering the population) from 1994-2004, followed by a period of lower recruitment from 
2005-2011, although not as low as the early 1980s, which likely contributed to the decline 
in SSB in recent years. Recruitment of age-1 fish was high in 2012, 2015, 2016, and 2019 
(corresponding to strong 2011, 2014, 2015, and 2018 year classes), but estimates of age-1 
striped bass were below the long-term average in 2018, 2020, and 2021. Recruitment in 
2021 was estimated at 116 million age-1 fish, below the time series average of 135.7 
million fish. 

FMP Coordinator Emilie Franke with a tagged striped bass from the 2022 Hook and Line Tagging Survey



ASMFC Fisheries Focus Issue – Nov 2023 (continued)
Atlantic Coastal Management 
Emergency Action for 2023 
In May 2023, the Board approved an emergency action to change the recreational size 
limit, effective initially for 180 days from May 2, 2023, through October 28, 2023. This 
action responds to the unprecedented magnitude of 2022 recreational harvest, which was 
nearly double that of 2021, and new stock rebuilding projections, which estimate the 
probability of the spawning stock rebuilding to its biomass target by 2029 drops from 97% 
under the lower 2021 fishing mortality rate to less than 15% if the higher 2022 fishing 
mortality rate continues each year. The Board implemented the emergency 31-inch 
maximum size limit to reduce harvest of the strong 2015-year class. The 31-inch maximum 
size limit applies to all existing recreational fishery regulations where a higher (or no) 
maximum size applies, excluding the May Chesapeake Bay trophy fisheries which already 
prohibits harvest of fish less than 35 inches. All bag limits, seasons, and gear restrictions 
remain the same. As of the implementation deadline of July 2, 2023, all jurisdictions have 
implemented regulations consistent with the required 31-inch maximum size limit. 
In August 2023, the Board extended the emergency action through October 28, 2024 or 
until the implementation of Addendum II to Amendment 7 of the Interstate Fishery 
Management Plan, whichever comes first. The extension of the emergency action provides 
the Board time to develop and finalize Draft Addendum II, which will consider 2024 
management measures designed to reduce fishing mortality to the target. 

Amendment 7 
Currently, Atlantic striped bass is managed under Amendment 7 to the Interstate Fishery 
Management Plan (FMP), which consolidates Amendment 6 and its associated addenda 
into a single document. Amendment 7 establishes new requirements for the following 
components of the FMP: management triggers, conservation equivalency, additional 
measures to address recreational release mortality, and the stock rebuilding plan. This 
Amendment builds upon the Addendum VI to Amendment 6 action to address overfishing 
and initiate rebuilding in response to the overfished finding from the last stock assessment, 
requiring the Board to rebuild the stock by 2029. Amendment 7 strengthens the 
Commission’s ability to reach the rebuilding goal by implementing a more conservative 
recruitment trigger, providing more formal guidance around uncertainty in the conservation 
equivalency process, and implementing measures intended to increase the chance of 
survival after a striped bass is released alive in the recreational fishery. All provisions of 
Amendment 7 have been in effect since May 5, 2022, except for gear restrictions. States 
were required to implement new gear restrictions by January 1, 2023. 
Amendment 7 also maintains the same recreational and commercial measures specified in 
Addendum VI to Amendment 6, which were implemented in 2020. As such, all approved 
Addendum VI conservation equivalency programs and state implementation plans are 
maintained until such measures are changed in the future. 

Continued on next page



ASMFC Fisheries Focus Issue – Nov 2023 (continued)

Amendment 7  (continued)
Addendum I to Amendment 7 was approved in May 2023 to allow for voluntary ocean 
commercial quota transfers contingent on stock status. When the stock is overfished, no 
quota transfers will be allowed. When the stock is not overfished, the Board can decide 
every one to two years whether it will allow voluntary transfers of ocean commercial 
quota. The Board can also set criteria for allowable transfers, including a limit on how 
much and when quota can be transferred in a given year, and the eligibility of state to 
request a transfer based on its landings.

Pending Action 
In October 2023, the Board approved for public comment Draft Addendum II to 
Amendment 7 to the FMP. The Board initiated the Draft Addendum in response to 
the low probability of meeting the 2029 stock rebuilding deadline if the unexpectedly 
high 2022 fishing mortality rate continues. The Draft Addendum builds upon the 
2023 emergency action by considering 2024 management measures designed to 
reduce fishing mortality to the target level. For the recreational fishery, the Draft 
Addendum proposes recreational bag and size limit options for the ocean and 
Chesapeake Bay regions, including options with different limits for the for-hire 
modes. To address concerns about recreational filleting allowances and compliance 
with recreational size limits, the Draft Addendum includes an option that would 
establish minimum requirements for states that authorize at-sea/shore-side filleting of 
striped bass (e.g., racks must be retained). For the commercial fishery, the Draft 
Addendum proposes a quota reduction option that would reduce commercial quotas 
by up to 14.5%, with the final percent reduction to be determined by the Board. 
For measures beyond 2024, the Board intends to consider the results of the upcoming 
2024 stock assessment update to inform subsequent management action. To enable 
an expedited management response to the 2024 stock assessment update, the Draft 
Addendum proposes an option that would enable the Board to respond to the results 
of the stock assessment updates more quickly, via Board action, if the stock is not 
projected to rebuild by 2029. 
Maine through Virginia have scheduled public hearings throughout November and 
December to gather public input on Draft Addendum II; go here for more details 
about the public hearings. Written comments are also being accepted through 
December 22, 2023. The Board will meet to review submitted public comments and 
consider final action on the addendum in January 2024 at the Commission’s Winter 
Meeting. For more information, please contact Emilie Franke, FMP Coordinator, at 
efranke@asmfc.org. 

Concluded on next page
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Species Snapshot 

Atlantic Striped Bass Morone saxatilis 
Species Range: St. Lawrence River in Canada to St. John's River in Florida 

Management Unit: Maine through North Carolina 

Interesting Facts 
• Throughout New England and the Mid-Atlantic, striped bass are also known as striper, 
rockfish, linesider, rollers, squidhound, or simply “bass.” 

• In 1669, the first public school in North America (MA) was financed with taxes imposed 
on striped bass harvest. 

• Striped bass were introduced to California from New Jersey in 1879. They now are found 
from Barkley Sound, British Columbia, to far northern Baja California, Mexico. In 
California, they are common in the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta, San Francisco Bay, and 
along the open coast from Tomales Bay to Cayucos. 

• Atlantic striped bass is one of the most sought-after sportfish on the Atlantic coast, and is 
the official state fish of Maryland, Rhode Island, and South Carolina. 

Largest and Oldest Recorded 
• World record was caught in Long Island Sound, CT (2011), weighing 81.88 lbs. 

• Historic records confirm a 125 lb female caught off of NC in 1891. 

Age at Maturity 
• Females - 50% mature at age 6 (average 26”); 100% at age 9 (average 34”) 

• Males - 100% mature at age 3 (average 17”) 

Age at Recruitment into Recreational Fishery 
• Chesapeake Bay Fishery = age 3-4 (fishery minimum size 18”) 

• Ocean Fishery = age 7-8 (fishery minimum size 28”) 

Stock Status 
• Overfished and not experiencing overfishing 

https://asmfc.org/uploads/file/654d443bFishFocusOctNov2023.pdf

https://asmfc.org/uploads/file/654d443bFishFocusOctNov2023.pdf


Editorial Commentary by Fred Jennings, 26 Nov 2023

I have included this lengthy excerpt from the ASMFC “Fisheries Focus”
since I think many of us fish for striped bass during the summer months
when they are in our area, and I am quite horrified about what has happened
to this wonderful fishery in the last 20 years. The ASMFC has managed to
destroy this fishery due to the fact that 7 of the 13 Atlantic coastal states in
ASMFC have an active commercial fishery for this species, so commercial
interests dominate every one of their votes on this matter in favor of kicking
the can down the road, basically doing nothing constructive to preserve – and
now restore – this fishery. I have been involved with Stripers Forever since its
inception in 2003, and with the case for gamefish status for striped bass both
in Massachusetts and down the Atlantic coast. That case, in my opinion, is
more than strong; what is needed in my view is an immediate moratorium on
any harvest of striped bass, commercial or recreational. But that is not on the
list of options provided by the ASMFC, and probably never will be, which is a
reason for trying to get a legislative vote in this state for gamefish status, thus
tipping the balance in the ASMFC from 7-6 for commercial management of
this species to 7-6 for recreational management of striped bass. Why might
this shift of emphasis matter? That is the most persuasive case for gamefish!
A species managed for commercial purposes will be regulated in such a way
to maximize the number of fish killed for the market every year, hopefully for
“maximum sustainable yield” (MSY) but because of the myopic behavior of
virtually all commercial interests, they always push for higher quotas and
limits for themselves, because their immediate profits supersede any longer-
term interests in conservation of these managed species. This is very clear…
A species managed for recreational purposes will be regulated to maximize
the abundance of live fish in the ocean, because that’s what makes for great
fishing. No fisheries management system can be managed for both of these
purposes! One cannot serve two conflicting goals with one policy… We either
need to maximize dead fish (for commercial purposes) or maximize live fish
(for recreational purposes). We cannot do both. That is like standing with one
foot in the boat and one on the dock, and most of us know what will happen
to us when we do that. SPLASH! We end up all wet: not what we intended!!!
There are local hearings coming up on Tuesday, 19 Dec 2023 at Annisquam
River Marine Fisheries Station, 30 Emerson Ave., Gloucester, MA, 6-8PM.
Please inform yourself and make your voice heard! Thank you.

– Fred Jennings, NETU Newsletter Editor



THE NEGLECTED ONE BILLION DOLLAR MA 
RECREATIONAL STRIPED BASS FISHERY

Frederic B. Jennings Jr., Ph.D. 17 March 2019

1. The MA recreational striped bass fishery – even in its currently depleted condition –
rivals our scallop fishery as our most economically valuable marine resource.1

2. The value of a wild striped bass caught recreationally in recent years is worth from 50 
to 100 times more to the MA economy than that same fish harvested commercially.2

3. The MA recreational striped bass fishery is economically worth between 4 and 8 times 
the total annual landed commercial value of all MA fin fisheries combined; indeed, the 
annual expenditures on the MA recreational wild striped bass fishery have frequently 
exceeded the landed dockside value of the entire MA commercial seafood industry.3

4. In 2003, annual expenditures on the MA recreational striped bass fishery were about 
$1.2 billion, according to an economic analysis by Southwick Associates (2006).4

5. In 2018, annual expenditures on the MA recreational striped bass fishery had declined 
by about 50% to just over $600 million on about 1 million WSB fishing trips.5

6. The decline in the economic value of the MA recreational striped bass fishery directly 
coincides with the decline in its quality and therewith in the number of recreational 
fishing trips taken by striped bass anglers, which in 2005 totaled 3.2 million outings.6

7. In 2018, annual expenditures on the MA recreational striped bass fishery would have 
exceeded $1.3 billion, had the number of striped bass fishing trips equaled the number of 
trips in this fishery undertaken in 2005 of 3.2 million recreational WSB angling trips.7

8. With recreational participation in the MA fishery for WSB at 2005 levels, expenditures 
would more than double, increasing by about $720 million,8 with an implied tripling of 
employment in and annual MA State tax revenues from this fishery of these amounts: 

a. nearly 12,000 more full time equivalent (FTE) jobs in this recreational fishery;9

b. almost $80 million more in sales tax revenues from this recreational fishery;10

c. over $30 million more in income taxes from this recreational fishery;11 and 
d. almost $70 million more in corporate tax revenues from this recreational fishery.12

9. Currently the 800,000 pounds of wild striped bass annually allocated for commercial 
harvesting is costing our economy here in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts between 
$200 and $400 million per year in unrealized economic activity and value.13

10. Redirecting the MMFAC to manage the wild striped bass fishery for its greatest 
economic value to the Commonwealth would help recover this loss and restore an 
estimated 12,000 jobs lost due to commercially biased management practices. 
11. Establishing a legislative policy directive requiring the MMFAC to reprioritize their 
goals in favor of this important recreational wild striped bass fishery and promptly 
implement them will involve zero cost to the Commonwealth and generate well over half 
a billion dollars in additional economic activity each year and will also raise state tax 
revenues. 



Endnotes for “THE NEGLECTED ONE BILLION DOLLAR MA 
RECREATIONAL STIPED BASS FISHERY”

Prepared by Frederic B. Jennings Jr., Ph.D.14 on 17 March 2019. Please note that the data and 
results reported in this document remain somewhat preliminary; they will be part of a far more 
detailed and thorough report on this subject that will be forthcoming very soon.

ENDNOTES
1 Between 2014 and 2017, annual recreational expenditures in the MA wild striped bass fishery 
(even in its currently depleted state) ranged from a low of 167% (in 2016) to a high of 268% (in 
2014) of the total landed value of the MA commercial sea scallop fishery. 

2 Between 2014 and 2018, average annual recreational expenditures per harvested wild striped 
bass ranged from $278 to $505 per pound of fish kept, while from 2013 to 2017 the average landed 
value of commercially harvested wild striped bass ranged between $3.12 and $4.83 per pound. The 
ratio of the recreational to the commercial value of harvested fish between 2014 and 2017 ranged 
from 57.5 times (in 2017) to 122.5 times (in 2015), suggesting that every pound of wild striped 
bass that is sold commercially in MA entailed an economic loss to the Commonwealth and its 
citizens of between $270 and $500 per pound. With an annual commercial quota for wild striped 
bass of about 1,000,000 pounds (recently reduced to about 800,000 pounds per year), this implies 
that the MA commercial wild striped bass fishery is causing a real economic loss of between $250 
and $500 million per year (though perhaps this annual loss of value has now been reduced by 25 
percent to between $200 and $400 million per year in lost economic benefits). 

3 Between 2013 and 2017, average annual recreational expenditures in the MA fishery for wild 
striped bass ranged from multiples of 3.95 (in 2013) to 8.00 (in 2017) times the landed (dockside) 
value of the entire MA finfish industry. Furthermore, in 2014 and 2017, these annual recreational 
expenditures in the MA WSB fishery exceeded the landed (dockside) value of the entire MA 
commercial seafood industry by 39 and 28 percent, respectively. However, in 2015 and 2016, these 
annual recreational expenditures on the MA wild striped bass fishery were only 89% and 85%, 
respectively, of the landed value of the entire MA commercial seafood industry. 

4 See Southwick Associates, “The Economics of Recreational and Commercial Striped Bass 
Fishing in Massachusetts (Summer 2005), which document can be found at 
https://www.stripersforever.org/wp-content/uploads/2013/01/finalma.pdf, esp. pp. v, 10 and 13. 

5 This figure for 2018 has been estimated based on NOAA economic data that are available only 
through 2016. Between 2014 and 2016, the NOAA estimates of annual expenditures for 
recreational saltwater fishing in MA ocean waters for all species ranged from $970 million (in 
2015) to just over $1.4 billion in 2014. Based on the ratio of directed fishing trips for wild striped 
bass to recreational fishing trips for all species in MA, these expenditure numbers were reduced by 
that ratio to reflect the recreational expenditures specifically for WSB fishing trips. The resulting 
annual expenditures for recreational WSB fishing trips in MA were thus shown to be $727 million 
in 2014, $465 million in 2015, $469 million in 2016, and the average expenses per trip over those 
three years were then adjusted in line with local Consumer Price Index data to develop estimates 
of the annual recreational expenditures based on actual wild striped bass recreational fishing trips 
taken in 2017 (to yield annual expenditures of $772 million) and in 2018 (of $634 million). 

6 The number of recreational angling trips in 2005 of 3.2 million, by 2015 – only ten years later –
had declined by almost 80 percent to a low of 740 thousand trips. Since then, WSB recreational 
fishing trips in MA have slowly increased to about 1.1 million in 2018.  (concluded on next page)



Endnotes for “THE NEGLECTED ONE BILLION DOLLAR 
MA RECREATIONAL STIPED BASS FISHERY” (concluded)

7 The projected annual recreational expenditures on the MA WSB fishery for 2018, using 
the number of WSB trips taken in 2005 (during a peak year for this fishery), were 
developed using the estimated expenditures per trip in 2018 and applying them to the 
number of trips in 2005 to derive this figure of $1.3 billion for 2018, were the MA fishery 
for wild striped bass in a healthy condition. 
8 These results show that annual recreational expenditures in the current MA WSB fishery 
of $634 million would be at least 113.5% higher (by $720 million) were this fishery 
properly managed for recreational abundance to maintain the health of the species. 
9 The current employment as of 2018 in the MA recreational fishery for wild striped bass 
entails about 5,800 jobs. In a healthy fishery, that number would triple, increasing by 200 
percent (by 11,600 jobs) to about 17,500 FTE jobs in this recreational industry. 
10 By the same argument and analysis, annual sales in the MA recreational wild striped 
bass fishery would increase from $639 million to $1.9 billion. Applying our MA state sales 
tax rate of 6.25% to these figures means that a healthy and well-managed WSB fishery in 
MA would triple MA state sales tax revenue in this sector from $40 million to $119 
million, boosting revenue by $79 million per year. 
11 Annual income in the MA recreational WSB fishery would almost triple from $302 
million to $900 million with proper management of this fishery, which would also triple 
MA income tax revenues (currently at 5.1 percent) in this fishery from $15.4 million 
currently to $46 million per year, an increase of more than $30 million per year in state 
income tax revenues alone. 
12 An increase in value added (or profit) in this recreational sector would also occur, from 
its current level of $436 million to profits of $1.3 billion per year, which would yield 
additional corporate profit tax revenues (at 8.0 percent) of almost $70 million by raising 
current taxes on profits earned in this recreational fishery from $35 million to $104 million 
per year in state corporate tax revenues. 
13 See note 2 above for an explanation of these figures. 
14 Dr. Jennings received a B.A. in economics (magna cum laude) from Harvard College in 
1968, and holds an M.A. (1980) and Ph.D. (1985) in economics from Stanford University. 
The data and analysis on which these arguments rely was vetted by NOAA economists 
who are also responsible for processing and providing the economic data on U.S. fisheries 
provided by NOAA. However, all lingering errors or misconceptions are the responsibility 
of Dr. Jennings and no one else. Thank you for your attention to this work. – FBJ 

Editorial Comment
Hello! My name is Fred Jennings and I volunteered to take over the NETU 
Chapter Newsletter, at least on a temporary basis so we could continue with 
this important method to keep in touch with our Chapter Members! We need 
you folks to provide interesting material for this Newsletter, OK?!? Send stuff 
to me at peakdawn@yahoo.com

Thank you! – Fred Jennings

mailto:peakdawn@yahoo.com
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