








achieve such coverage by operating at high speeds. Unfortunately, the imposition of a 10-knot 
vessel speed limit would render these trips impossible to conduct. 

NOAA has conducted a technical analysis, estimating the economic impacts of this rule by 
factoring in additional transit time for affected boats. That additional transit time would result in 
an average of $3,000 in economic impacts per vessel per year.  However, this analysis fails to 
acknowledge a critical point: I cannot take people fishing at a speed of 10 knots. It is simply not 
feasible, and as a result, these trips would have to be canceled.  NOAA did not consider the 
cancelation of trips in their analysis.  As mentioned previously, the proposed rule would force 
the cancelation of the charter trips booked on my boats which would amount to $140,000 in lost 
income.  The figures that I present are not speculation, these are actual figures based on what I 
charge and the number of trips that I conduct during the months that would be affected by the 
proposed rule.  The discrepancy between my actual losses and what NOAA projects to be losses 
must be corrected.    

Speed is not only essential for the safety of myself and my customers, but it is also what provides 
value to my trips. Running a trip that covers a distance of 200 miles at 10 knots would require a 
staggering 20 hours of run time. I must emphasize that spending such a prolonged period in an 
open center console boat is not safe or marketable. The repercussions would be the cancellation 
of these trips and a substantial loss of income. 

To illustrate the gravity of the situation, I would like to highlight that two out of my three boats 
would become unusable from November 1 through May 30 every year.  This period accounts for 
a minimum of 70 trips or two-thirds of my total income.  However, my situation is not unique. 
According to NOAA, upwards of 25% of New Jersey's recreational fishing trips conducted on a 
boat and take place within this time frame.  It is also important to recognize that the months from 
November to May have become increasingly more important to my business and for fishermen 
as peak seasons are lasting longer into the fall and starting early in the spring.   

If these regulations were to be enacted, the ripple effect would be felt throughout the entire 
community. Local businesses heavily reliant on the influx of visitors and tourists, including 
restaurants, tackle shops, and hotels, would suffer a substantial decline in revenue.  
Consequently, the economic vitality of the entire region would be compromised, leading to job 
losses and a decline in the quality of life for many residents. 

ACCESS 

A substantial portion of my customer base consists of individuals who do not own their own 
boats. These individuals rely on my charter services to access the diverse fish species found off 
our coast. Recreational fishing holds numerous values, but one crucial aspect is its role in 
providing the public with sustainably caught, domestic seafood.  



Allow me to focus on the impact this rule would have on fishing for highly migratory species, 
such as tuna.  Fishing for these species constitutes a significant portion of my business. Under 
the current regulations, targeting or harvesting these fish is only permitted on a boat that holds an 
HMS Angling permit. Consequently, for individuals who do not own a boat, my charter 
operation represents their sole opportunity to access these important fisheries. 

If the ability to operate my boat at speeds above 10 knots is taken away, I would no longer be 
able to provide access to the highly migratory species fisheries. This, in turn, means that a 
portion of the public will be excluded from benefiting from these sustainable U.S. fisheries. The 
consequences of such exclusion extend beyond the immediate loss of recreational opportunities; 
it affects the societal values of our marine resources and our ability to enjoy the benefits of 
sustainable, domestically sourced seafood. 

In considering the proposed rule, it is crucial to recognize the significant role charter operators 
like myself play in facilitating public access to our marine resources. By providing the 
opportunity to individuals who do not own boats to participate in recreational fishing, we 
contribute to the broader goal of promoting sustainability, supporting local economies, and 
reducing reliance on imported seafood. 

 
ALTERNATIVES 
I find it unfortunate that the development of this rule occurred without any prior engagement or 
consultation with stakeholders within our industry, particularly considering that we are an 
inherently conservation-minded industry and community. Had we been given the opportunity to 
participate in the process, we would have gladly offered to collaborate with the NOAA to find 
effective ways of mitigating the risks associated with vessel strikes. 

Engagement between NOAA and our industry would have allowed for a meaningful exchange of 
ideas and perspectives. We possess valuable expertise and insights gained from years of firsthand 
experience on the water. Regulating us without our input is unamerican.  By working together, 
we could have explored various alternatives and strategies that would address the concerns at 
hand while ensuring the continued viability of my business. 

I offer the following possible solutions as a demonstration of my willingness to work with 
NOAA fisheries to advance marine mammal conservation while also allowing my business to 
succeed. 

1. Public Outreach and Education: Launch a comprehensive public outreach campaign to 
raise awareness among all mariners about the importance of conservation and the 
potential impact of vessel speeds on North Atlantic Right Whales with the intention of 
improving compliance with existing regulations. 




