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1/ Season covered was ipril 20 to December 3l.
magkerel, cod, tautog and ling.

gj This sstiaate ineludes the total landings at all ports between Freeport, Loug Island, N.Y & Cepe fay.KOJ-

é/ Betinates of nuubers are based on & csrefully designed sampling of the landings at the poris gtrutified
ageording to size of fishing rleels and accurate counts of total vessels out every dsy from most ports.

These figures (which we bellsve are conserVativo} nay

28 of each species,

"4/ Our @ata on average weight are very scant.
serve only a8 a gulds to tae approximete pounda

Fishing prior to

spril 20 included omly s little for

5/ Includes winter flounder, sea robin, swellfish, whiting, conger eel, kingfish, iAmerican ael,\mberjaek
polloek,frigeto mackersl, cunner,sharks(blue,parbeagle,sand and spiny dogfish) sketes, rudderfish,
orouker, white hake,white perch,sand flounder, haddock, goosefish, znd sheepshead.



UNITED STATES
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FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
& WINTER SPORT FISHERY IN THE NEW YORK BIGHT, 1949-1950

The deep-sea sport fishing activity in the "New York Bight" area
has continued a steady decline since the middle of November, 1949, The wea-
ther has been a more important factor in this decline than has the distrib-
ution of fish,

Previous reports have covered the trends in the fishery through
the first days of December, 1949. Two trips made to the fishing area since
that time have yielded additional interviews with returninv fishihg parties
during the second week of January and the last week of February, 1950, and
information on the intervening periods from authoritative sources.

Mackerel chumming was given up by the party fishermen early in
December, although commercial pound and gill-net fishermen along the north-
ern New Jersey coast made good mackerel catches from that time until late

.February, when the weather brought their opperations to a temporary halt,

The following table shows the approximate average number of trips

per week made by sport fishing vessels from the four most active ports in
the Long Island- New Jersey Bight during the months of December, 1949 through

February, 1950 :

Port: Average Number of Trips lMade Weekly
December: January: February:

Freeport, N.Y. 46 16

Sheepshead Bay, N,Y.75 32 22

Belmar, N.J. L 1s5 1

Manasquan Inlet 2L 12 7

(Pt. Pleasant and Brielle, N.J.)

Over sixty per cent of the fishing by Freeport boats after Dec-
ember 1 was done in the Cholera Banks area, the remainder being limited
by rough seas to wrecks and grounds closer inshore. The fishing was for
cod, with conger eels, tautog and cunners forming an incidental part of
the catch.

The larger boats from Sheepshead Bay ranged as far as the Chol-
era Banks and the "Farms" (off Long Branch, N.J.). Their main catch was
also cod, supplemented after the first week of February by a good number
of pollock. Cod fishing at the Shrewsbury Rocks near Seabright, N.J. dec-
lined during the month of January. The smaller Sheepshead Bay boats did
most of their late winter fishing around the "Subway Rocks" and "Seven-
teen Fathom Grounds" just south of Ambrose Tightship. There they caught
cod, small haddock, tautog and pollock. -

Belmar boats had very good cod fishing on the "England Banks"
and the "Farms", the latter being the most productive after mid-January.

The boats from Manasqguan Inlet had good cod fishing around
wrecks near the inlet until the latter part of December, then had to go
farther offshore to fish the Seaside wrecks and"Klondike Banks'", The cod
fishing there tapered off through' January and was given up entirely by







Raymond J, Buller, Fish and Wildlife Service, November 13, 1950
844, Worthampton Drive, Silver Spring, Maryland,
Chief, North Atlantie Fi:hary Investimtion,
. Woods Hola, Massachusetts
Hanuseript on the Sport Fishery.

Your letter which told us about your "sehooling® was very interesting.
Everyone here read it with pleasure, I had intended to get around to answer 1%
sooner but I wanted to include some comments on your manuseript and Ifve only
recently got around to going over it, It has had a very thorough going-over as
you will see from the rough which you left with me and the retyped version which
is also enclosed, I have made some rather drastic changes and it is my purpose here
to try to deseribe them,

The change in the title aréses from Dr, Redfield's auggestion that New
Yowk Bight deseribes the area fairly well and I concur with this, It seems better
than Middle Atlantic Bight which ineludes a mueh larger area,

I have expanded considerably of what was covered and was not eovered in ™
this survey. It has seemed important to emphasisze this sinece we have grown rather
careless in talking of these sport fisheries when we really covered only a part of
it even in the area between Freeport and Cape lMay. I have attempted to bring this
out in the discussion and eompared it with what was found on Long Island in 193¢,

The section on the Sampling Techniqﬁe has been rewritten in order to
clarify it. I have not attempted to change your basic ideas,

In determining the number of boats you state that the investigator filed a
list of all the boats which made trips during the 1949 season, This was not poseibde
until he was in the field and I wonder if you mean 1048 season here,

Starting with table 1 and continuing on through most of the rest of the
manuseript are changes which were made to show the total amount of fishing by both
kinds of vessels, The division between charter zand party boat seems incidental, due
to the particular practice of the fishery, and what the people are interested 1n who

have requosted this report is the total amount of fishing and the total amount of fish

caught, Consequently, in several places in tables and text, I have made revisions to
emphasize the total rather than the separate, fig\:res for charter boats and party boats,.

The item in the appendix on Fhe gross iincome of the vessels has been changed
and inserted in the statistieal sectirn because izt geems to me to be a definite item
to consider, in estimating the size and importance of this fishery, However, I have
‘changed it to indicate expenditures by fishermen and perhaps thus avoid critism for
revealing income of the fishing boat operators,
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In the table on total catch statistics I have changed footnotes and title
and omitted the extra mame for the speeies of fish, If we have the appendix shwwing
the list of names i1t seems unnecessary to use more than one name in the tables and
figures, Then it scems to me that some people will be interested in a breakdown by
sections of our rather arbitrarily selected area. For example, the state of New
Jersey probably wants to know how many fish are cuaght by vessels {ishing out of New
Jersey ports, This I have done in a separate table showing the catch in New Jersey
and Southwestern Long Island areas. It also seems desirable to separate the area
which may confliet with the waste disposal operationg from the southern New Jersey
area and this has been done for the total catch and amount of fishing in another table,

In the diseussion of abundance, which I prefer to call it rather than catche ¢ |
per-uniteof=effort because that is what we are using the catchepereunite-of-effort for,
I have tried to explain at greater lengths the reasong for the arbitrary selection
of the index and vwhy we presented both ealch-pereman-per«day and catcheper-tripepere
daye :

The sections on seasonal trends and amount of fishing in the waste disposal
areas have been changed but ldttle,

I have brought some notes together under industrial cooperation to contrast
with industrial interference, In thie I have brought out the rather small amount of
fishing during the night and how the disposal barges use this period to avoid inter-
ference,

In the summary and conelusions I have rearranged things to conform exactly
to answer to the questions asked at the beginning on how much the fishery was worth,
where and when the fishery occurred, and what changes had appeared in the abundance of
the predominant species,

Your section on the data collected from the Army Engineers needs inclusion
of the answers to some of these questionss 1, What is the relation between Coast
Guard data and that evailable from the Army Engineers? 2, Why are no data available
after 1947 (table 5) and yet you use 1949 data to check the results? 3, Why did you
not use Coast Guard data in your daily estimates of the number of fishing vessels out?
e Just why should we present these data?

I can guess that the answer to the latter question is that it shows the
increasing importance of the sport fishery ober the pre-war period and that these data
offer & most convenient source of information for future workers, If we include it, it
seems more reasonable to me to put it in under the seetion on number of vessels and
number of trips rather than stick it in the appendix, The data can contribute to the
conclusions drawn,
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I wish I could see you to talk this over, as trying to get all the ideas
into a letter is very difficult and I can't immediately answer the questions which
you will bring up. Neither cen I retraect the foolish changes which I have made on
the bagis of information from you,.

But please go over this manuseript as carefully as"you ean, and if you can
talk 1t over with Ed Dahlgren it might save some further revision and typimp here.
If you can vigit Dahlgren you can also gee & copy of the completed report on waste
disposal at sea off New York by the Oceanographie Institution and the Fish and
Wildlife Service.

Everyone here is settling down to a little serious research work, Clyde

~ Taylor is getting all of the Census data orgamized and at the moment is getting out
the averages of the fish caught per-standard-tow, per-area, per-depth-zone, per<hour-
of-the-day, etc, He will shortly get into the matter of the reliability of the figur
George Kelly is digging into the Rosefish investigations and we are planning an inter
viewing progrem at Rockland, lVaine, Ernie Premetz is working over here 1 or 2 days &
weeck and we're really getting down to the matter of writing a yellowtail manuseript,
At the moment it looks as though welre going to combine everything into one large.
manuseript, If so, I'm hoping that in another month or two we'll have a manuseript
for you to review on yellowtail,

So don't let these administrators oceupy all your time, There are still
seientific problems to be solved, Give my very best regards to Elsie and to the
youngsbors .

William ¥, Royce,
P, 5, We've bought a house and expeet to move in a couple of weeks.,

WFR
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The "McAllister Grounds"

These grounds consist of small pieces of broken concrete,
bricks, and rubble,
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