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Subject: Re: Offshore Aquaculture.
From: "PFMC Comments" <pfmc.comments@noaa.gov>
Date: Thu, 01 Dec 2005 11:14:59 -0800
To: Jennifer Gilden <Jennifer.Gilden@noaa.gov>
CC: John Coon <John.Coon@noaa.gov>

Jeremy Brown and Jill Likkel wrote:

Council Members,
    NMFS has submitted to Congress legislation that would fascilitate the developement
of offshore aquaculture around our coasts. The prposed legislation has many flaws, but
of particular concern to you as Councillors, should be the proposed exemption from
MSFCMA. 
    I strongly urge that the Council resist this undermining of its authority and that the
Council demand final say over developements that will not only encroach upon Council
jurisdiction but seriously affect resources under your jurisdiction which are already
stressed to the point of ESA listings.
    There has been no instance where aquaculture can be shown as a substitute for
sound management to relieve pressure on depleted fisheries. There are many however
where serious impacts have resulted.
        Sincerely Jeremy Brown.
fisherman,
3217 Greenwood Av,
Bellingham, Wa 98225.
home;(360) 715 3717.
mobile; (360) 201 2487.
fvoneandall@hotmail.com

-- 
Pacific Fishery Management Council
7700 NE Ambassador Place, Suite 200
Portland, OR  97220-1384
Phone:  503-820-2280
Toll Free:  1-866-806-7204
Fax:  503-820-2299
Email:  pfmc.comments@noaa.gov
Visit us on the web at:  http://www.pcouncil.org
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Coos Bay Trawlers’ Association, Inc. 
PO Box 5050 

7960 Kingfisher Dr. 
Coos Bay, OR 97420 
Phone (541)888-8012 
Fax (541)888-6165 

E-mail c.trawl@verizon.net 
A Non-Profit Organization Since 1997 

Correction to Comment on SB1549 as 
Mandated by Pacific Group’s legal team 

Senator Gordon Smith 
404 Russell SOB 
Washington, DC 20510 
 
On October 4, 2005 I sent you a letter which contained mistakes regarding Pacific Seafood and 
their sending approximately 30 million dollars worth of crab to China for processing.  I also gave 
similar verbal testimony at the September 2005 Pacific Fishery Management Council.  It is our 
new understanding that the amount of crab they sent to China was not in the amount of 30 
million dollars, rather they sent an undetermined  amount of crab to test the waters of Chinese 
seafood processing. We are sorry that we got the particular facts wrong, it is obvious that Pacific 
Seafood did not send such a large amount of crab to China for processing. We sincerely 
apologize for any confusion this might have caused. 
 
However we feel that the seafood processors are making moves to ship American jobs to China 
while ignoring the health and safety of the American people. From the boat owners and 
processing worker perspective, we feel that the Pacific Whiting foundation, of which Pacific 
Seafood is a member, is a front organization designed to take away American processing jobs. 
 
While I regret my mistake in fact regarding Pacific Seafood’s processing of crab in China, I will 
continue to speak about the industry’s plans to send American jobs to China. Not only will this 
affect the working men and woman of America, but I believe that it will endanger the sea food 
eating public by lowering the safety and regulation of the seafood sent to China, as well as 
affecting the freshness of the sea food. 
 
Please find enclosed a corrected paragraph which contained the error, a copy of the original 
paragraph, a copy of the news source from which the information was misquoted and my 
apology for any inconvenience that this error may have created.  However, I ask you to please 
follow the recommendation of the Justice Department which stated that processor shares of 
seafood harvest will only prevent and control processing competition. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
Steve Bodnar 



Corrected paragraph 

C:\DOCUME~1\JJ9908~1.PCO\LOCALS~1\TEMP\old-newpara.doc 

The West Coast Seafood Processors Association’s major players, Trident Seafoods and the 
Pacific Group, are also major founders and contributors of the “Coastal Jobs Coalition,” a 
nonprofit group started to convince the public that processor shares equals coastal jobs.  The fact 
is the current trend in seafood processing is catch it here but process it in China.  This year, the 
Trident Seafoods sent salmon to China for processing that normally cost $30 million to process 
here.  It cost them $6 million to get the product cleaned and another $6 million to transport.  
Trident Seafoods still saved $18 million that used to end up supporting our local communities.  
Trident Seafoods sent 40% of their salmon to China for processing.  The Pacific Group has sent 
crab to China this year on a trail basis.  How can they claim that their main interest is economic 
stability for coastal communities?  All indicators say that this trend of processing in China will 
not only continue, but that it is going to expand.  Twice frozen product that sells for less is the 
end result which means less money for the fishermen and our coastal communities and less 
quality and nutrition for the consumer. 
 
 
 
 
 
    Original Paragraph 
 
The West Coast Seafood Processors Association’s major players, Trident Seafoods and the 
Pacific Group, are also major founders and contributors of the “Coastal Jobs Coalition,” a 
nonprofit group started to convince the public that processor shares equals coastal jobs.  The fact 
is the current trend in seafood processing is catch it here but process it in China.  This year, the 
Pacific Group sent crab to China for shaking that normally cost $30 million to process here.  It 
cost them $6 million to get the product cleaned and another $6 million to transport.  Pacific 
Group still saved $18 million that used to end up supporting our local communities.  Trident 
Seafoods sent 40% of their Alaskan pollock catch to China for processing.  How can they claim 
that their main interest is economic stability for coastal communities?  All indicators say that this 
trend of processing in China will not only continue, but that it is going to expand.  Twice frozen 
product that sells for less is the end result which means less money for the fishermen and our 
coastal communities and less quality and nutrition for the consumer. 
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