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Ms. Dorothy M. Lowman, Chair
Pacific Fishery Management Council
7700 NE Ambassador Place, Suite 101
Portland, Oregon 97220-1384
RE: Agenda Item E.3 – Swordfish Management and Monitoring Plan Hard Caps
Dear Chair Lowman and members of the Council,
My name is Jonathan Gonzalez and I’m from Santa Barbara, CA. I have worked full-time as
a professional graphic designer the last 16 years and I blog over at EatUSseafood.com. I am
here to represent the public-at-large as a volunteer advocate for responsible fisheries.
(Slide 2) It’s safe to say that that for the last few years the spotlight has been shining bright
on CA’s drift gillnet fishery for all the wrong reasons. But fortunately, after being forced into
the spotlight, I believe this fishery is shining like never before for all the right reasons.
Bycatch concerns put the spotlight on this fishery, but it seems like the deeper you dig into
this fishery, the better it looks. This is something I think we should all be excited about, but
not everyone in this room is as excited as I am about this fishery. That’s why I think now is
the time to shift the spotlight off of the drift gillnet fishery, and instead start shining it on the
folks that continue to go rogue by ignoring the best available science. It’s extremely
disheartening for me to see that the world’s largest ocean conservation groups believe that
effective ocean conservation comes from asking donors to sign anti-science robot petitions
littered with misinformation and half-truths addressed to the Council and Governor Brown. I
think it’s important for the Council to consider the source of these petitions before you get
concerned with how many folks sign them. Unfortunately, all those signatures represent is
the number of how many well-intentioned citizens that have been duped.
(Slide 3) And what’s scary is this irresponsible behavior comes from the CEOs themselves,
which shows how some of these groups have severe flaws from the top CEOs all the way
down to the bottom Ben and Geoff Shesters. I believe at this stage of the game, this kind of
behavior not only deserves to be put under the spotlight, but it should also be defined as a
criminal act considering all the money and time it wastes. I don’t know about you, but I’m
sick and tired of watching these groups and their misguided influence carry so much weight
at these meetings by making non-issues seem like emergencies.
(Slide 4) I attended the NMFS swordfish workshop last month and I remember Geoff Shester
said, “We support a viable west coast swordfish fishery, but the fact is that we are hearing
from members of Congress, state lawmakers and the general public who are concerned about
the unacceptable bycatch in this fishery.” But these politicians did not engage Oceana about
bycatch concerns in this fishery. Instead, according to the CEO of Oceana, Oceana engaged
these members of Congress and state lawmakers urging them to stand against drift gillnets.
And judging from their track record of spreading misinformation about this fishery, it’s no
wonder the politicians they got to are concerned about what they learned. It’s because a crisis
is being created out of nothing and just like the general public, these politicians aren’t
hearing the truth about this fishery. And once someone hears enough misinformation to form
their own negative opinion about this fishery, I believe it’s three times as hard to convince
them that this is a responsible fishery regardless of how much science there is to back it up.
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(Slide 5) Just last June, the idea of “transitioning” this fishery was being thrown around, but
a lot of science has happened since then. Now the word “transition” is off the table and the
possibility of allowing EFPs to test modified DGN gear inside the PLCA as well as longline
gear inside the EEZ is now on the table in an effort to satisfy the Council’s commitment to
revitalize the west coast HMS fishery. Ironically, the CEO of Oceana claims this progress of
exploring a suite of fishing methods was the direct result of campaigning by Oceana and it’s
allies, and I sincerely thank them for that. So why is Oceana and its allies opposing the EFPs
that they claim they campaigned for? It’s because their campaign backfired in their faces.
The new and or modified gear that makes the most sense to scientists and other experts does
not jive well with Oceana and PEWs anti-science based agenda, and it’s forcing Oceana,
PEW, and the turtle people to behave more irresponsibly than ever before.
(Slide 6) I thought I had seen it all as far as how low Oceana et al. is willing to go, but then I
started reading the supplemental public comments under this Agenda Item. After Geoff
Shester attended his first and only POCTRT meeting this last March, rather than being
impressed with the process and successes of the TRT, Geoff stood up and offended everyone
in the room by making an insulting public comment that questioned the effectiveness of the
Team and even questioned the need for their continued existence. I was not there to hear it,
but he went on the record with these shocking comments under the supplemental public
comment 2. So here we have the world’s largest ocean conservation organization openly
mocking scientists. Again, just when I thought I had seen and heard it all…
(Slide 7) But once again, the science and the truth behind this fishery shine bright. The
NMFS Report under this Agenda Item clearly states the TRT’s track record of successful
bycatch mitigation, which completely negates Oceana’s latest anti-science rhetoric. What
really stood out in the NMFS Report among other things was this quote, “The Council does
not explain how hard caps would reduce bycatch of protected species, or by how much.
There is no explanation of why they are needed in addition to the measures that result from
the TRT process, or, why they would be an improvement.” Now that is something I strongly
suggest the Council to consider before falling victim to this so-called crisis.
(Slide 8) Status quo is the way to go regarding future DGN management. I ask the Council to
please support the no action alternatives across the board, with the exception of Goal 3 and
it’s objectives, which I ask the Council to support.
(Slide 9) Which brings me to the Blue Serengeti, as I like to call it. Marine life is thriving off
our coast and we should be celebrating this. But judging from recent comments and actions
it’s clear that rather than paying attention to the science, Oceana et al. is set on dragging this
all on. Does the Council want to keep listening to these dishonest groups and have this
Agenda Item drag on for another year or more, or would the Council rather listen to the
scientists and put this non-issue to bed come September? Enough is enough if you ask me. I
look forward to putting this all behind us so we can get back to focusing on stuff that really
matters. I really think we owe that to ourselves as well as our Oceans.
Thank you for your attention and consideration.
Jonathan Gonzalez
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