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Panama City,FL
(850)230-4522
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COMPLIMENTARY CALAMARI

OR

QUARTINO OF HOUSE WINE

on your next visit when you

COMPLETE OUR SURVEY
Frkkrkkrkkkkkkokokk bkl kkkkokokkok Rk

0.00
23.95

TEST
Grouper
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Please visit www.tellcarrabbas.com
Enter survey code below:

212155-220005-810016
YOUR FEEDBACK IS IMPORTANT TO US!!

You will receive a validation code

upon survey completion.

Bring this receipt with validation code
to Carrabba's and receive

your complimentary Calamari

OR quartino of house wine!

VALIDATION CODE:

Offer valid with any entree purchase.
Offer expires 30 days from date of check

Offer not valid with any other offer.
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Subject: SS Meeting in NO

Date: Friday, August 24, 2012 6:42 AM

From: tom adams <4tomadams@gmail.com>

To: Info <Info@gulfcouncil.org>, Charlene Ponce <charlene.ponce@gulfcouncil.org>, Pamella Dana
<pamdana@yahoo.com>

Conversation: SS Meeting in NO

Charlene Please pass this along to the rest of the council and post in
your comments section

I was wondering how the proponents of Sector separation knew on
Tuesday that the vote was going to be postponed and many went
home. If | had been given that information, | could have saved money
on hotels and even made money running some charters. | know Gary
Jarvis went home Tuesday and Mike Jennings said that they all knew it
was going to be tabled. Who on the council is providing inside
information to a select few to save them time and money. This is bad
for the council and should be addressed by the entire council in my
opinion. It seems the process is flawed. Here is a quote by Mike
Jennings on how the SS proponents knew it was to be tabled and Gary
Jarvis went back to work—where | should have been

Mike Jennings commented on Fisherman's Voice's link.

Mike wrote: "News Flash Gary was not even there today. He was home fishing. He went home tuesday
evening . So whoever you saw storm off wasn't Gary. That is a fact. I called the cab for him. Next time don't
copy and paste something Tom Hilton posted on too cool . Make sure you see it before you post it. SS being
tabled was a for gone conclusion . It was no supersize . Except to those that made the strategic mistake of
combining it with reallocation . Chew on that one for a while "

Of course Mr Jennings doesn’t spell very well but I think you will get
the idea “no surprise”

Thanks,
Capt. Tom Adams- Mexico Beach Charters
Recreational Fishing Alliance- Chairman- Forgotten Coast Chapter
311 Nutmeg St, Port St Joe, Fl 32456
850 -381-1313 www.mexicobeachcharters.com <http://
www.mexicobeachcharters.com/> or .net



OFFICE OF THE GOVERNOR

RICK PERRY
GOVERNOR

August 15,2012

Mr. Doug Boyd

Vice Chairman '

Gulf of Mexico Flshery Management Councrl
2203 North Lois Avenue, Suite 1100

Tampa, Florida 33607

Dear Chairman Boyd:

In October of 2009, I joined the governors of three other Gulf states in expressing our concerns
over management concepts that privatize fisheries and the negative effects of restricting citizens’
~access to fishery resources that should be shared by all. Additionally, we pointed out that in its
rush to adopt and implement these concepts, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Association
(NOAA) may have forgotten its most fundamental respons1b111ty under the Magnuson -Stevens
Fishery Conservation and Management / Act — to maximize the net economic Value from the use
ofa publlc resource. : L

~ Three years later these issues are stlll Valld and I am writing to express concerns over the new
effort to further pr1vatrze public resources by dedicating them to businesses in the charter/for-
hire 1ndustry Creating yet another exclusive harvesting right for a small group of businesses
inherently marginalizes other users who do not have the same access privileges. Given the
direction of your policies, the group that stands to be margmahzed in the Gulf of Mexico is also
“the group that represents the greatest economlc engme in these ﬁsherles — private boat
recreational anglers

On any level, the concept of privatizing public wildlife resources runs counter to the ethic of
stewardship. Recreational fishing is an important activity in Texas and I am increasingly
‘concerned that NOAA policies are not only failing to exploit the economic potential of the
‘recreational sector, but are actively discouraging it while subsidizing far less viable aspects of
the fishery in the for-hire industry. The for-hire sector is an important part of the fishery, but that
does not necessitate the prrvatrzatlon of their annual take.

Examples of successful wildlife resource management exist throughout our country. The Gulf
states in particular have had great success in the management of recreational fisheries and have

Post. Orrice Box 12428 Avustiy, Texas 78711 .:(512)463-2000 (Voicr)/Diar 7-1-1 ror RELAY SERVICES

Visit www. TEXASONLINE.cOM THE OFFICIAL. WEB ‘SITE. OF THE STATE OF ‘TEXAS




Mr. Doug Boyd
August 15, 2012
Page 2

never required limiting public access to the resources through the granting of exclusive rights.
We can rebuild and sustain these resources without resorting to such a radical departure from
traditional methods.

Texas shares the goal of healthy marine resources, but I urge NOAA and the Gulf Council to
reconsider the methods it is employing to achieve that goal and reject proposals to further
privatize public marine resources.

Sincerely,

Ick ;’)@Qj

Rick Perry
Governor

RP:jhp



Enter your full
Timestamp name

8/17/2012 6:16:33 Joseph Nash

8/17/2012 18:31: Capt. Chad
37 Haggert

email address

captjoenash@gmail.com

doubleeagledsf@aol.com

City, State, Zip
Comments Code

| am a charter boat owner/operator out of orange beach, al for the past 24 years,
numbers on my vessel do not lie | fished as many as 207 days in one year and as few
as 105 the lower numbers are now. We need something done to preserve the charter
for hire industry and keep the fleet profitable, The Red Snapper issue is such a waste
these fish are now considered TRASH FISH becuase they are absolutly good for
nothing 10 and a half months a year. When we take people out for catch and release
the comments are always the same "i want to come back during snapper season" well
we really just need more days to harvest some of these trash fish. Then when we are
out fishing during closure it counts against us becuase a percentage of these trash fish
do not live after release. The success of the rebuilding the red snapper stocks is a
double edge sword. We try our best to stay away from these fish but they are
everywhere now even 300-400 ft of water. Please do something, these fish are to
plentiful and allot bigger now then ever, if we do not harvest them correctly Mother
Nature will take care of it for us, its our job to be the best stewards of our resources
lets do it.

The triggerfish issue , do not let the same thing happen here micro managing the gulf
has side effects.

| am for sector seperation and option #7 for red snapper reallacation.

thank you for your time, just aggrivated with all the time that passes between Gulf Shores, Al
decisions, we do not need a pilot program we need something solid in affect soon. 36542
| am vice president of a family owned headboat business that has operated out of
Clearwater Beach for over 40 yeas. | am in favor of moving forward with this
amendment. | will not bore you with the same comments that you have heard so many
times before. | believe the council should continue with the scoping process. No one
really knows the true identity of sector separation or what it will mean to the for hire
fleet or the private recs. We all know that nothing can be moved forward without a
referendum and vote from all stake holders. You have heard some comment on their
disbelief that the council would even consider moving forward with this amendment.
Well, | am in disbelief that all involved would not want to hear every option in this
amendment. The federally permitted vessels in the Gulf need to hear ALL the options
that this idea would bring and then make their decisions. It is clear to see what the
current management system is doing to the fleet. | ask the council to continue forward
with this amendment and finally bring all details to light. There is entirely to much
MISINFORMATION circulating on this issue.

Thank you

Capt. Chad Haggert, VP Clearwater Beach,
Double Eagle Deep Sea Fishing FL 33767

Check all that
apply

Charter/Headboat
For-Hire

Private
Recreational
Angler,
Charter/Headboat
For-Hire



Enter your full

Timestamp name

Captain Henry
8/18/2012 2:50:08 Hauch

8/18/2012 10:17:
43 paul loughridge

8/18/2012 10:55:
06 Erika Pettite

email address

Captain_Henry@ACME-
Ventures-Fishing.com

paul.loughridge@yahoo.com

epettite@yahoo.com

City, State, Zip

Comments Code
Please make certain that ALL of the comments submitted on AD 39, of which there are
seemingly thousands, are included in the decision on this attempt to merge the issue
of allocations with the highly unfavorable Sector Seperation Scheme. With the
overwhelming opposition to sector seperation as evidenced on your own comment
pages, the "options" should reflect the 'Will of the People'. This merging of the 2
seperate issues seems designed to make the allocation issue soften the idea of
dividing the recreational community, but this still remains a seperate issue. To remain
credible, the Gulf Council must start listening to the will of its stakeholders, and not the
small minority, but the overwhelming majority! Its clear what they want, and that is no
seperating of the allocations in the recreational sector. As such its encouraged that
any allocation options reflect proportionatly the sentinate expressed in you comments
on AD 39, with some 98% opposing the sector seperation scheme. Mr Crabtree's
suggestion to rebrand the joined admendments seems designed to "Muddy the Issue"
by calling it "Sector Definition and Accocations”. Call it what you want, but it still smells
as bad, and by resorting to the political methodology of merging unfavorable plans
with legitimate issues such as allocations from com to rec, it makes it only seem more
likely that the stakeholders are yet going to be ignored and have something that most
are opposed to, does not address the root problems in our fishery management, and
makes a few people rich at the expence of the majority! Yes that sounds very much
like catch shares, and that is the ultimate goal of thes very groups pushing Sector
Seperation, as evidenced in their own doccuments. Please ensure the will of the
people is reflected in a proportional balance when considering any options to include
sector seperation in the real issue of sector allocation. Its not even a close arguement.
With no statistics on how Sector Seperation with help the extreme and "High Level of
Uncertaintity" that exist in the fishery management of the recreational sector, it beggs
to fix that huge problem FIRST, before trying some "New and Novel* management
scfheme. In most cases, the restricted access to the fisheries has little to do with a
lack of fish, but rather a lack of reliable science based data. With the numbers of
recreational participants in the federal fisheries overestimated by 350 to 400%, the
gross overestimation of landings follows, followed by ACL's set incloorctly, and
followed by unnecessarily short seasons. No Seperation of the Recreational Sector
without the majority support of the recreational community, and not without reliable,
accurate, complete and current science based data first!
Why would the council consider allocating more of the red and gag grouper to the rec
sector when we have no idea how many trips the rec sector makes, how many
fishermen fish offshore, or most importantly what they are catching? the commercial
sector has vms, observer data, logbook data, yet we will suffer because of economic
data stating the rec sector is more valuable? It seems irresponsible to allocate more
to a sector that continues to be guesswork at best. Best available science on rec

sector data is flawed, we all know that. Why not try and get a clue before discussing  crystal river fla

re-allocation? 34428
| am a supporter for all Anglers - Commercial, Industrial, Charters/Headboat For-Hire,
and to all civilians who fish from their boats, kayaks, freedivers, shore, etc. This
amendment must be be clear in understanding from all!
Anaheim, CA
Keep America Fishing! 92805

Check all that
apply

Private
Recreational
Angler,
Charter/Headboat
For-Hire

Commercial Fisher

Private
Recreational
Angler, Other



Enter your full
Timestamp name

8/19/2012 6:56:21 Capt Tom Adams

Capt. Thomas J.
8/19/2012 7:40:17 Hilton

email address

4tomadams@gmail.com

hilton@rt-nav.com

City, State, Zip
Comments Code
Why is the council changing names and merging commercial and recreational
allocation options with recreational sector separation especially just days before the
meeting? It makes it look like something underhanded is going on. Is there? What
happened to amendment 39. It was standing alone as s completely separate issue.; PORT ST JOE, fl
which it is and should be. 32456
Sector allocation is a SECONDARY tweak to the PRIMARY framework of sectors.
Combining sector allocation and sector separation is simply a sleight of hand in an
attempt to give legitimacy to sector separation by acting as if it has been already
scoped and vetted - it has not.

Classic case of the tail wagging the dog.

Sector Separation is the "bigger" issue that should be decided upon FIRST, before
looking at the details of what allocation %'s are doled out to which sector.

Each issue should go to scoping on its own merits, or lack thereof.

A GREAT example of how this is the WRONG approach is this; If the vote of the
Council goes to stay with the status quo relative to a recreational/commercial split, | do
not believe Sector Separation will go away. It has to be presented (and defeated) on
its own terms.

In case you haven't seen the results of the scoping comments on sector separation, |
would recommend that you go through and read what the People are saying about this
concept and the Council itself for letting this get THIS far. The tally, last time | looked
was that there have been 3,350 responses.

3,271 against
79 for Sector Separation.

This amounts to 2.4% of the recreational angling community [For] and 97.6% [Against]
Sector Separation.

If the Council ignores this obvious mandate to cease and desist on this matter, then it
will confirm that the entire scoping process is a sham.

Thank you for your time, Arcola, Texas
Capt. Thomas J. Hilton 77583

Check all that

. apply
Private
Recreational
Angler,
Charter/Headboat
For-Hire, NGO

Private
Recreational
Angler, Other



From: ben fairey [mailto:benfairey@gmail.com]

Sent: Wednesday, August 22, 2012 9:45 AM

To: Roy Cell Crabtree; Kim Amendola; Kay email Williams; Kevin email Anson; Captain Johnny
Greene; Steve Bortone; Docwork; doug boyd; Harlan email Pierce

Subject: Public testimony

GOM council members,

Thank you for the opportunity to express my opinions
facing our industry. I look forward to be able to meet the new council members and
look forward to continue to work toward real solutions. I run the Charterboat
Necessity out of Orange Beach ,Alabama.l have been a USCG licensed Captain for
40 years. The Necessity is a 62ft. multi passenger vessel licensed to carry 30
people. I am past president of the Orange Beach Fishing Assn. I currently serve on
the OBFA board of directors. I am on the Gulf Shores / Orange Beach Tourism
board of directors, I was appointed to the Alabama Seafood Promotion Commission
by Gov. Bentley, I have served on the board of directors of the Charter Fishermen's
Assn.I am currently on the Board of Advisers of the CFA. I have served on various
AP's for the Gulf Council.

I urge the council to continue to explore viable options to a flexible, separate
FMP for the CFH industry. Its no secret this past June in the Northern GOM how
weather negatively impacted RS season. Boating accidents and injuries caused by a
derby fishery are unfortunate and must be avoided. Volunteer pilot programs
certainly are a fair way to see if a FMP will work. The OBFA board of directors
voted to support these types of programs. Status Quo fmp continue to fail my
industry. Shorter seasons, closed seasons, dead discards all point to the need of a
better management system. The NMFS and the council has done a excellent job on
rebuilding once depleted fish stocks. Now we just need a FMP that allows us to fish
in a sustainable way that makes good business sense. Being the public access for the
non boat owning public and boat owners who choose to use charterboats we need
flexibility,accountability and electronic reporting systems.

I am encouraged and look forward to a better future for our industry! My hope
is that with the opportunities ahead we can work together to provide a better future
for the next generation of boat captains and customers.



Respectfully,

Capt. Ben Fairey



Council,

My name is Capt. Thomas J. Hilton and I would like to submit as part of the
record this stack of 394 pages of over 3,500 responses from the Gulf fishing
community in regards to this very bad idea - RFA 39 - Sector Separation.

Inside of these pages is an overwhelming, I repeat, overwhelming rejection
of this concept to the tune of about 97% AGAINST, 3% FOR. These
responses are from private recreational, charter-for-hire, non-governmental
organizations, state governors, the Congressional Sportsman’s Caucus, and
others. Consider this a mandate from the People demanding that you cease
and desist from any further consideration of Sector Separation.

Some of you claim that it has nothing to do with Catch Shares - after all,
they aren’t even mentioned in RFA 39! Enclosed is EDF’s Progress Report
that says dlfferent Quote: “"The work we are doing with a core group of

for-hire recreational fishermen, whose movement

f M
L") ] (=11} 8
and continue to support, called SOS (Save Our Seci
important to continue to move catch shares forward

sector of the recreational red snapper fishery.”

Your so-called Sector Separation Workshop held almost 2 years ago was
supposedly a Gulf Council function, yet it was designed, orchestrated, and
controlled by EDF’s Whitney Tome. Shame on your Dr., Bortone, Bob Gill,
and other Council members who participated in this charade.

SEGREGATING recreational fishermen based on what platform they fish
upon, giving select privileges (including ownership of our Public Trust
Resource) to some and not the others, while simultaneously denying access
to what ALL Americans own is DISCRIMINATION in the highest degree and in
obvious direct violation of National Standard 4 by the way.

Especially in light that Strelcheck’s Sector Separation Analysis showed YOU
that there would be a negative effect to private recreational fishing seasons
and positive effect to for-hire fishing seasons in 11 out of the 12 scenarios

shown. Certainly NOT fair and equitable management.

You need to be developing strategies to groundtruth effort and landings data
- a good start in this regard would be the requirement for a boat permit for
offshore species - that is, IF you are truly interested in finding out realistic
effort and landings data. I and many others have our doubts.



This boat permit could provide much-needed data regarding how many
fishermen are fishing out of what port, on which days, and whether they are
aboard a private rec, charter, or head boat. Regional management has been
discussed, and this type of data is exactly what you need to make those
types of decisions. For more information, refer to the OFS Permit Plan.

I hear concerns that the commercial permits are capped, but the private
recreational sector is not.

One solution would be for you to freeze the commercial poundage at today’s
levels — they are making plenty of money on the shares that you gifted
them, and they are set for life. Any future increases to the ACL should
allocated solely to the recreational side, growing as the recreational sector
(both private rec and for-hire) grows.

Trying to expand Catch Shares into other fisheries when they have shown
not to be able to even sustain themselves is ludicrous. The Magnuson
mandates that the Cost Recovery Fee pay for the management and
enforcement of the RS-IFQ program, yet that has been capped at 3%. Mr.
Steele said the actual cost is closer to 15-17%. Since the IFQ program is
undergoing its 5 year review, it is appropriate to increase that fee NOW to
relieve the American taxpayer from subsidizing that program.

Capt Thomas J. Hilton

August 22, 2012



Environmental Defense Fund
Progress Report
Catch shares are the default tool for managing fisheries in the Gulf of Mexico region

Over the past year, EDF has helped propel the commercial grouper/tilefish IFQ plan toward
implementation, advanced the goal of catch share management for king mackerel and all remaining Gulf
reef fish species, helped create essential management building blocks for catch shares in the for-hire sport
fishing sector, and continued to support the nation's first industry alliance dedicated to promoting catch
shares.

With the vital help of our industry partnerships, we recently ushered the grouper/tilefish IFQ plan to final
passage by the Gulf Council in January (13-4 vote in favor). The Secretary of Commerce approved the plan
in August and it is set to begin on January 1, 2010. However, higher than expected interactions with
threatened sea turtles added a wrinkle to the program. In May, NMFS implemented an emergency closure
of the longline reef fishery (of which the grouper/tilefish fishery is a part) to help resolve the problem. To
keep fishermen on the water, we targeted converting 50 percent of the fleet, or approximately 50 vessels,
to vertical, or ‘bandit’ gear, which has been proven to cause far fewer turtle interactions. EDF immediately
launched a grant program for conversion of longline vessels to the vertical gear. To date, applications have
been approved to convert 50 vessels, and 45 have converted. Offering the industry an option for staying in
business has gone a long way to solidify relationships and trust with both fishermen and regulators.

Our work to promote catch share management for all Gulf reef fish continues to bear fruit. In June, at our
urging, the Gulf Council established a new advisory panel to explore a catch share plan for all
remaining reef fish, including three subgroups: commercial, recreational for-hire and private
anglers. EDF and key allies have secured voting positions on the panel. We expect that the commercial
sub-group will easily move forward with a plan to add all remaining reef fish (19 more species in total,
including amberjack and gray triggerfish) into the existing IFQ program. The for-hire and private angler
sub-groups will explore catch share and accountability measures for reef fish, including red snapper and
grouper. The recreational discussions will undoubtedly be long, heated and challenging. Part of their
charge is to discuss intersector trading.

The work we are doing with a core group of for-hire recreational fishermen, whose movement we
helped develop and continue to support, called SOS (Save Qur Sector), will be important to continue to
move catch shares forward in the for-hire sector of the recreational red snapper fishery.

SOS now has over 200 supporters across all five Gulf states. This membership, which includes boat owners
and crew members, reflects a significant portion of the 1,100 licenses in the for-hire fleet. The group’s
work was a key factor in the Gulf Council’s October decision to consider separation of the recreational
sector into for-hire and private angler sectors in the generic Annual Catch Limit/Accountability Measures
amendment, which will be subject to public hearings in either December or January and likely voted on
next summer. The amendment will form the foundation for a for-hire IFQ and harvest tags for private

anglers.

You can download the rest of EDF’s Progress Report here; walker- for indation.org/Files/walker/2009/GulfofMXupdate.doc
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Dr. Steve Bortone
July 25,2012
Page 2

Please understand that the City of Clearwater supports a balance between reporting and
recording of catch and release for all sectors of the fishing community. This is vital, because the
city is also aware that some rules may become too burdensome. For this reason, while the city is
supporting “sector separation”, it hopes that the GMFMC will ensure that any modification to the
existing regulations would not adversely impact that angler who chooses to fish as an individual
in compliance with current practices.

Thank you for your consideration of this most important issue for the fishing community and the
concerns expressed.

Sincerely,

- C(CO(\( N C’Q\Qko}

George N. Cretekos
Mayor

cc: Charlene Ponce, Gulf of Mexico Fisheries Management
Gulf of Mexico Fisheries Management Councilmembers



Congress of the nited States
' MWashington, B 20515

July25,2012

Doug Boyd, Vice Chairman

Gulf of Mexico Fishery' Management Council
2203 N Lois Avenue '
Suite 1100 i

Tampa, Florida 33607 USA

Dear Mr. Boyd:

The Congressional Sportsmen’s Caucus (CSC) is-one of the largest and most effective
caucuses in the U.S. Congress with over 300 members representing nearly all 50 states. With
bipartisan leadership-in both the House and the Senate, the Caucus promotes and protects the
rights of anglers, hunters, shooters and trappers. As leaders of the Caucus, we are writing to
report that continued consideration and promotion of the management concepts known as sector -
separation and catch shares by the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council are causing -
concern among-our members. More specifically, we have serious concerns about the current
proposal to further subdivide the recreational ﬁshmg allocation by awardmg the charter boats
with their own guaranteed allocation.

At the root of fhose concerns is the fact that this specific proposal and the entire concept
of catch shares between the recreational and commercial sectors is out of sequence. To further
engage in the aforementionied proposal and the concept of catch shares, there needs to be a
realistic assessment of the allocation issues for mixed sector fisheries. In order to better
understand the issue, we need to accumulate and examine a compilation of enhanced scientific
data, additional economic evaluations, and take a closer look at changing demographics and then
reassess how mixed sector fisheries would best be reallocated. Without these prerequisites, any

“discussion of further sector separation or catch shares in mixed sector fisheries is premature.

Even if such reallocation issues were analyzed and modified, taking a portion of the |
allocation from the recreational sector for the proposed charter boat sector has the potential to
decrease the funding available for state fisheries management. The members of the Caucus are
well acquainted with the successes of state-based conservation, which is almost entirely guided
and funded by sportsmen and the money they spend on fishing and hunting. The sportsmen’s
ethic of stewardship is at the heart of the American Systerh of Conservation Funding and 18 buﬂt
in part, on the foundation of individual anglers’ recreational fishing activities.

ﬁespite strong opposition from most charter boat owners and recreational fishermen
alike, the implementation of a charter boat sector from the recreational fishing allocation and
. catch shares in general - prior to the collection and analysis of the data necessary to determine
the appropriateness of such measures - continues to be promoted. As a voice for recreational

PRINTED ON RECYCLED PAPER



fishermen and conservation efforts throughout the country, the CSC urges the Gulf of Mexico
Fishery Management Council to consider the far-reaching implications of its actions and refrain
from instituting the practices of additional sector separation and catch shares in the Gulf of
‘Mexico until further scientific, economic, and demographic assessments have taken place.

Sincérely,

MIKE ROSS
Member of Congress

cc: Mr. Eric Schwaab, Acting Assistant Secretary for Conservation and Management
Dr. Roy Crabtree, Regional Administrator, NOAA Fisheries Service
Russell Dunn, NOAA Fisheries National Policy Advisor



Subject: FW: Sector Separation

Date: Wednesday, April 18, 2012 2:11 PM

From: Emily Muehlstein <Emily.Muehlstein@gulfcouncil.org>
To: Charlene Ponce <charlene.ponce@gulfcouncil.org>
Conversation: Sector Separation

—————— Forwarded Message

From: "Shuler, Brandon" <brandon.shuler@ttu.edu>

Date: Wed, 18 Apr 2012 12:40:39 -0400

To: Trish Kennedy <trish.kennedy@gulfcouncil.org>, Emily Muehlstein
<emily.muehlstein@gulfcouncil.org>

Subject: Sector Separation

Dear Trish and Emily:

Please consider my support for the motion to allow for-hire captains to
separate from the recreational sector. I worked as a charter boat captain
for many years before returning to school to get my PhD. Now as a
recreational fisherman living 800 miles from the Gulf, I only get to fish
for snapper, my favorite fish, when I can get away from classroom duties
and coordinate the kids' and wife's schedules. I can now sadly see the
complaint the rec side has had for so long with our lack of access. I think
if we do allow the for-hires to separate, we can grow a bigger access
window for the recreational angler.

So please accept my recommendation and comment to support allowing the for-
hire sector to separate from the recreational anglers.

Sincerely,

Brandon D. Shuler

Texas Tech University
Department of English
Office: 470

Twitter: @brandonshuler

www . brandonshuler. com

www . leadobieletters.com
Editor, www.newborder.org

—————— End of Forwarded Message



Subject: FW: Sector Separation

Date: Wednesday, April 18, 2012 12:33 PM

From: Emily Muehlstein <Emily.Muehlstein@gulfcouncil.org>
To: Charlene Ponce <charlene.ponce@gulfcouncil.org>
Conversation: Sector Separation

—————— Forwarded Message

From: Cecil Williams <cecil.b.williams9@gmail.com>
Date: Wed, 18 Apr 2012 12:30:17 -0400

To: Trish Kennedy <trish.kennedy@gulfcouncil.org>

Cc: Emily Muehlstein <emily.muehlstein@gulfcouncil.org>
Subject: Sector Separation

Dear Ms. Kennedy and Ms. Muehlstein,

We are utterly new at this activism stuff, but we want our voices heard. We
are avid recreational fishermen and we have been following the Texas red
snapper debate closely. We are willing to try anything that will make sure
we can take our family's fishing when we want, how we want, and any time of
the year. We did not know until last night who to send our letters to
supporting letting the charter captains leave the recreational fisherman's
designation. We highly support getting them out of the recreational
designation. For no other simple reason, that they ain't recreational. they
are making a living off our fish and taking away the days I can take my
grandkids out.

So please consider the attached letters and the addresses for inclusion as
our count of ten anglers.

Thank you for this consideration, and help us get our fish back.

Signed,

Cecil B. Williams

1000 West Port

Port Mansfield, Texas 78598

Dan Wheat

3904 Toro Canyon
Austin, Texas 78746
dwheat@barshop-oles.com

Chris McCombs
AMC Design Group
PO Box 18058
Austin, TX 78760



Chris@amcdesigngroup.com

Jim Collins

1006 Rock Canyon Drive
Katy, Texas 77450

(No E-mail)

Andrew Husband

3424 Frankford Avenue Apt. #2A
Lubbock, Texas 79407

andrew. husband@ttu.edu

John D. Fry

8700 Starr Ranch, Apt 10304
Boerne, Texas 78015
jf1431@txstate.edu

Joseph Daniel Haske
1902 W. 22nd St.
Mission, TX, 78572
jhaske4@yahoo. com

Noel Cruz

872 Hoene Road
Edinburg, Texas 78541
noelcruz92@gmail.com

Alejandro Huerta

3507 Samgar St Apt 2
Edinburg TX 78539
ascearce23@gmail.com

Manuel Garcia

1219 Kokopelli Drive
Edinburg, Texas 78542
mannygrc@hotmail. com

—————— End of Forwarded Message











































































process. No one can see what will be developed until this actually begins.
Industry and the public on both sides of the issue keep requesting to see what it
will look like other than what we want it to look like as presented. It is due time
that this council initiates the options and actions process.

Thank you for your consideration,

Capt. Gary Jarvis President CFA

www.charterfisherman.org <http://www.charterfisherman.org/>
F/V Back Down 2

www.backdown2.com <http://www.backdown2.com/>

Providing access to our Gulf fisheries for the American consumer and
recreational fishermen for 34 years
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