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Right Whale Report Card: The Population Decline Continues 
 

The Right Whale Report Card is presented each year at the annual meeting of the North Atlantic 

Right Whale Consortium. Here, the current state of knowledge on the right whale population is 

provided. At the November 2017 meeting, the best estimate for the population number at the end 

of 2016 was 451. In November 2018, for the end of 2017, the best estimate was 411. The decline 

has continued. 

 

A stepwise analysis provides for the estimates. The right whale catalog, consisting of 

photographed individuals, is at the core. As of 4 September 2018, the number of presumed alive 

right whales in the catalog was 465. Philip Hamilton, New England Aquarium, cautioned that 

this number is likely high. He further cautioned that as the population estimate gets closer to the 

present, there is additional uncertainty. This is due in part to a smaller percentage of catalogued 

whales being sighted in recent years. Next, Tim Frasier, St. Mary’s University, provided that, for 

many years, genetic analyses suggested that there were numbers of unphotographed and 

uncatalogued whales. This led to the conclusion that the actual right whale population was 

perhaps 10% larger than suggested by the catalog analysis. At the Consortium meeting on  

7 November 2018, the current pedigree analysis walked this back, and instead suggested that the 

pedigree-based numbers, rather than being greater, are in fact lower than the catalog-based 

presumed-alive number. 

 

The report card further described that there were 5 calves born in 2017, with no documented 

calves born in 2018. The calving issues began as early as 2012. The situation was exacerbated in 

2017. In that year, 103 reproductive females were in the population. Of these 71 females/cows 

were available to calve. Of these, 7% did so, with a median calving interval that increased to 8 

years. There were no first-time mothers. 

 

Beginning with the 2016 report card (data through 1 September 2017), an additional analysis has 

been added to the population estimation procedure. The photographic catalog provides a basis for 
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the modeling of Richard Pace, Northeast Fisheries Science Center and Grizzlywhaler Consulting. 

The model is re-run each year with an updated dataset, which may produce adjustments to 

previous years. The current 2016 estimate was 443 individuals. For the end of 2017, taken as the 

most reliable population estimate by the right whale report card, the most reliable population 

number was 411 individuals. 

 

The final report card (see below) will be posted at www.narwc.org in January 2019. 

 

Pettis, H.M., R.M. Pace III, and P.K. Hamilton. 2018. North Atlantic Right Whale Consortium 

annual report card. Report to the North Atlantic Right Whale Consortium, November 2018. 

www.narwc.org. 

 

 

 
 

Figure 1. The assessment of the North Atlantic right whale population based on the method selected as 

most reliable―the Pace model. For the end of 2017, this method yielded an estimate of 411 right whales 

in the population. The dark blue line represents the best estimate for the population number, and the light 

blue shaded area represents the range of uncertainty.  

Source: Anderson Cabot Center, New England Aquarium. 

 

http://www.narwc.org/
http://www.narwc.org/
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Figure 2. The number of calves born by year (light blue) compared to known reproductive females 

potentially available to calve (dark blue). The orange line is the percentage of females available to calve 

that gave birth from 2009 to 2018. Source: Anderson Cabot Center, New England Aquarium. 
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Opinion and Editorial 

 

What If 
 

Jim Hain 

 

At the Right Whale Forum on 27 November 2018, we heard a presentation entitled “What If,” 

describing scenarios related to right whale recovery―certainly a worthwhile consideration. Here, 

the What If consideration is extended to perhaps the central element of right whale biology and 

recovery―the population estimate (see previous article). The Right Whale Report Card, and 

indeed the conventional wisdom, holds that the current best estimate is provided by the Pace 

model―which puts forward a population estimate of 411 with a declining trend. 

 

What If … the Pace model is correct? (Pace reports that the trend, rather than the actual number, 

is the more important product of the model.) If so, the concerns, and the projections for 

extinction are warranted. As Scott Kraus has pointed out (RWN, January 2017), when 

populations go south, they can do so quickly. Might the public and commercial users of the 

oceans come to believe that this is a lost cause, and further regulation, interest, and funding is 

unfounded/not warranted? 

 

On the other hand … 

 

What If … the Pace model is incorrect? Around the dawn of computer-based modeling of 

biological systems, Hedgpeth (1977) characterized the then-emerging developments in science as 

mystico-mathematical representations of reality, and suggested some judicious skepticism was in 

order. Models, he said, are more likely to be wrong with a frequency that increases as the number 

of complex interactions increases. 

 

There is some history. Using the six-year criterion for assessing the photographed and catalogued 

right whales (Knowlton et al. 1994), the presumed-dead whales spiked in 1994 and 1995, leading 

to concerns and a downturn in the population estimates. This was hypothesized as linked to a 

cessation of survey effort in Great South Channel surveys for a period after 1989, and a 

corresponding decrease in sightings for a component of the population (Hain et al., 1999). 

If some habitats are unsurveyed, then some whales will be ‘missed.’ This survey factor may be 

further compounded by a change in whale distribution. The right whale report card of November 

2018 reports that in the five-year period from 2013 to 2017, 64% of the population was seen. In 

the prior ten-year period, 2004 through 2012, 81% of the population was seen. How will the 

decrease of whales entered into the catalog affect the current estimates? 
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To continue the inquiry―debate, dialogue, and questioning are central to the scientific process. 

And, we recognize that conventional wisdom is sometimes wrong. Prominent examples (with 

illuminators) include the shape of the earth (Pythagoras and Aristotle), movements of the sun and 

planets (Copernicus), the origin of continents and oceans (Alfred Wegener), and the design of the 

lunar-lander in 1961 (John C. Houbolt). 

 

In conclusion, and returning to a common aphorism, “all models are wrong but some are useful” 

(Box, 1976). As we enter the 2019 calving season, the curtain is drawn aside, recognizing the 

many moving parts, and again posing the “What If”―it will hopefully be revealed that, “the 

proof is in the pudding.” 
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Knowlton, A.R., S.D. Kraus, and R.D. Kenney. 1994. Reproduction in North Atlantic right 
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Atlantic Large Whale Take Reduction Team Meeting:  

Decisions Expected March 2019 
 

On Tuesday, 9 October 2018, the Atlantic Large Whale Take Reduction Team (ALWTRT) 

convened at the Omni Providence Hotel, Providence, Rhode Island.  The meeting was co-chaired 

by Bennett Brooks, senior mediator, Consensus Building Institute, Cambridge, Massachusetts; 

and Scott McGreary, senior facilitator and mediator, Concur, Inc., Berkeley, California. The 

meeting was arranged by Colleen Coogan, Marine Mammal Take Reduction Team Coordinator, 

and Michael Asaro, Marine Mammal and Sea Turtle Branch Chief, both from the Greater 

Atlantic Region Fisheries Office, National Marine Fisheries Service, Gloucester, Massachusetts. 

About 45 members of the team and another 45 participants from the interest community filled 
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the room.  The meeting continued for another 2 ½ days―until adjourning in the mid-morning of 

Friday the 12
th

. 

 

The meeting goal was to develop and discuss potential modifications to the ALWTRP to further 

reduce impacts of U.S. fixed gear fisheries on large whales, and reduce mortality and serious 

injury to below potential biological removal (PBR) for right whales.  The anticipated output was 

described as a suite of potential recommendations to reduce large whale entanglements to be 

evaluated and considered for refinement and consensus decision-making at a planned March 

2019 ALWTRT meeting. 

 

 

 
 

Figure 1. Right whale recovery happens in many places. From 9 through 12 October 2018, the Atlantic 

Large Whale Take Reduction Team met at the Omni Providence Hotel, Providence, Rhode Island.  

Photo: J. Hain. 

 

Recall that the Take Reduction Team was convened as an advisory group to NMFS. The 

outcomes are founded on a consensus-based rulemaking process. However, if the team does not 

reach consensus, the Service is required to draft a plan that incorporates any consensus-based 

elements and, in the absence of consensus, the agency, NMFS, will propose actions. In the past, 

Team recommendations and/or agency actions led to rulemaking such as seasonal closure areas, 

sinking groundline requirements, the vertical line rule, and gear-marking requirements 

(Borggaard et al. 2017) 

 

Several highlights of the meeting included a report by Sean Hayes, NEFSC (1 million vertical 

lines are deployed in right whale migratory routes, calving, and foraging areas; at the current rate 

of decline, all recovery achieved in the population during the past three decades will be lost by 
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2029; further management actions may be required), a presentation by Massachusetts 

lobsterman, David Casoni, on a cooperative effort between fishermen and scientists to evaluate 

ropeless gear (the engineering and economics are challenging, not yet ready for prime time), and 

a presentation by Richard Pace, NEFSC (modeling indicated that management measures were 

generally ineffective in reducing whale deaths from entanglement in fishing gear). 

 

During Days 1 and 2, presentations included right whale recovery challenges, summary of 

entanglements, aerial survey updates, Canadian efforts, commercial fishery gear characterization, 

review of scarring analysis and weak rope research. In the afternoon of Day 2, attention turned to 

subgroup efforts and outlining problem-solving goals. Proposals were presented. On Day 3, 

breakout groups evaluated various proposals based on a matrix that was provided. On Day 4, 

discussion continued and included an effort to identify near-term goals and projects that would 

occur in the coming 3 to 5 months.  

 

 

 
 

Figure 2. Fishermen, scientists, engineers, and managers are working together to identify gear that will 

not entangle whales. The fishermen include Robert Hache, Association of Canadian Crabbers (L), and 

David Casoni, Massachusetts Lobstermen’s Association (R). 

 

The feasibility subgroups addressed three areas: weak rope, gear marking, and ropeless fishing. 

Proposals were put forward centered around the theme of reducing risk by reducing probability 

of entanglements. The proposals included new and modified seasonal closure areas, increasing 

visibility of rope to whales, continuation of vertical line reduction strategies, expansion of the 

area covered by aerial and acoustic surveys, and further operational research on ropeless 

technology. 
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For further information: https://www.greateratlantic.fisheries.noaa.gov/protected/whaletrp/trt. 

The meeting history, presentations, proposals, and team members are provided. 
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Commentary 

 

The Voice of the Maine Lobstermen 
 

Contributed by Patrice McCarron, Executive Director, Maine Lobstermen’s Association 

 

The Maine lobster industry has been actively engaged in efforts to protect right whales since the 

Take Reduction Team was formed in 1996. We recognize that right whales are in crisis and 

remain committed to doing our part to aid in the species’ recovery, as we have for more than two 

decades. During that time, Maine officials and lobstermen have implemented many measures to 

reduce the risk the lobster fishery poses to right whales. We are proud of our very high 

compliance rate, which demonstrates our commitment to protecting right whales. There is no 

protection for whales without buy-in from fishermen. 

 

Many Maine lobstermen feel unfairly blamed for the sudden decline in the right whale 

population. They have good reason. The recently-released Northeast Fisheries Science Center 

(NEFSC) Technical Memo, North Atlantic Right Whales- Evaluating Their Recovery Challenges 

in 2018, demonstrates a lack of understanding of the available data about the Maine lobster 

fishery and is unbalanced in its consideration of the issues that threaten the survival of the 

species. The lobster industry had high hopes that the Technical Memo would take a holistic 

approach to the stressors and threats facing right whales to provide the proper context on how 

best to achieve the species’ recovery. Instead, it erodes the trust that has been built over the past 

https://www.greateratlantic.fisheries.noaa.gov/protected/whaletrp/trt
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20 years between the lobster industry and the federal government as both worked together to 

protect the whales. 

 

In portraying the right whale’s “recovery challenges,” the memo does not reference any other 

fixed-gear fisheries regulated under the ALWTRP, or go into any detail on the role that Canadian 

fisheries and ship strikes have played in the spike in right whale mortality since 2016. Instead it 

points to the Maine lobster fishery as a primary culprit, based solely on its status as the largest 

fixed-gear fishery in the region. It does not reference NMFS entanglement data from 2000 to 

2018, which shows only one confirmed entanglement in Maine lobster gear in 2002, and which 

did not result in a serious injury or mortality. 

 

Instead, it creates hypotheses to fill in where it was unable to stretch the data to support its 

preconceived case. Recent data show that right whales have shifted out of the Gulf of Maine, and 

therefore the probability of interactions with the Maine lobster gear, have in fact, decreased. 

Further, data on the shift in timing, distribution, and abundance of right whale prey species 

indicate that right whales in the Gulf of Maine would be transiting rather than feeding. One of 

the unfortunate consequences of the ill-researched and poorly argued memo is that many real 

questions remain unanswered.  

 

As if to aggravate the situation further, the whale research community recently sent a letter to 

NMFS advocating that the agency cease permitting any right whale tagging activities (see article 

on p. 16). At a time when right whale distribution patterns have shifted dramatically and fewer 

right whales are sighted each year, it seems incredible that any researcher would choose to lose 

the opportunity to learn more about where these beleaguered animals actually are. If current 

tagging technology is inadequate, the science community should be supporting the research and 

development of a better tag. 

 

The lobster fishery is only one part of a very complex problem―the climate has changed, the 

ocean has warmed dramatically, and these changes have had significant negative impacts on 

right whales. Simply increasing regulation on Maine lobstermen will not ensure that right whales 

find adequate high-quality prey. It will not give any insight into where a large majority of right 

whales currently travel and group together. It will not keep right whales from swimming through 

unregulated Canadian fishing gear. And it will not ensure that right whales successfully 

reproduce. While fishing practices may prove to be a part of the solution, any new regulations 

must be proportionate to the risk posed by each fishery. 

 

Rather than working with the fishing industry, many have turned to emotional rhetoric predicting 

the species’ imminent extinction to advocate for ropeless fishing and universal adoption of 

weakened ropes. While unproven ideas may be successful fundraising tools, they do not solve 

the very real issues raised by the fishing community and are no substitute for serious 
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stakeholder-involvement. From the lobster industry’s perspective, “working together” should not 

be synonymous with “do what we say,” especially when the solutions come from those with no 

commercial fishing experience. Instead of bringing fishermen to the table, this antagonistic 

approach drives the stakeholder groups further apart. 

 

In Maine, we have been monitoring Canadian whale protection efforts closely. Like many, the 

Maine lobster industry was relieved to see the Canadian government implement aggressive right 

whale protection measures in the Gulf of St. Lawrence (GSL). Canadian fishermen have been 

fishing heavy gear amidst large aggregations of feeding whales with devastating results. Eight of 

the 19 entanglement-related serious injuries and mortalities between 2016 and 2018 were 

attributed to Canadian snow-crab gear. We note too that some Canadian fixed-gear fisheries that 

operate geographically and temporally in (potential) right whale areas, are not included in 

Canadian protection measures. Lastly, like the U.S. offshore lobster fishery, Canada’s offshore 

lobstering area is open year-round. 

 

With so many similarities between the U.S. and Canadian lobster fisheries, it is striking that 

floating groundlines, long banned in the U.S., are still legal in Canada. Moreover, with the 

exception of the Gulf of St Lawrence snow crab and lobster fisheries, Canadian fishing gear is 

not marked. This omission from the Canadian management plan is particularly significant 

because U.S. managers hold our fishermen accountable for entanglements from “unknown” 

origins. Data from preliminary analysis of gear removed from right whales indicates the majority 

of rope removed from right whales over the past five years is 1/2” in diameter or larger―rope 

rarely rigged as vertical lines by Maine lobstermen. 

 

Canada has a long way to go to implement comprehensive right whale protection. 

Without full involvement on the part of the Canadians―risk reduction from fishing gear is 

simply not possible. These endangered animals need and deserve equal protection on both sides 

of the border. 

 

Due to ongoing lawsuits and media reports in the U.S., Maine lobstermen have been painted as 

the villains, and their long history of whale protection efforts and regulatory compliance has 

gone largely unrecognized. Such scapegoating is counter-productive. Maine fishermen remain 

committed to doing more, and we hope that, at a minimum, Canada will ban floating line at the 

surface and adopt a gear-marking scheme for all of their fixed gear fisheries. Any fishery that 

may interact with right whales must do its part to help save right whales. 

 

We all know that the right whales are under siege from environmental as well as human threats. 

The track record of Maine lobstermen over the past two decades with regard to protecting right 

whales has truly been exemplary. But without a renewed sense of confidence in a stakeholder 

process dedicated to evidence-based solutions, and without a demonstration of commitment to 
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change on the part of Canada toward its own fixed gear fisheries, imposing additional regulations 

on Maine lobstermen will not save right whales. 

 

 

Right Whales in the New York Bight 
 

Contributed by Meghan Rickhard, New York State Department of Environmental Conservation 

 

The New York Bight Whale Monitoring Program began in early 2017. The 3-year baseline study 

is using aerial and passive acoustic surveys to understand the seasonal occurrence, distribution, 

and abundance of six large whale species: North Atlantic right whale, sperm whale, blue whale, 

fin whale, sei whale, and humpback whale. The results of this study will provide information 

needed for management and conservation of whale species in the Bight at both the state and 

federal levels, and will inform the State’s development and implementation of a long-term whale 

monitoring program.  

 

The first year of aerial surveys began in March 2017, and was completed in February 2018. A 

total of 73 large-whale sightings of an estimated 105 total individuals was recorded, including 8 

sightings of an estimated 13 individual right whales. Right whales were observed during winter 

(two whales in January and one in February), spring (three whales in March and five whales in 

April), and fall (two whales in November). Mean group size of right whales was 1.63 with an 

overall sightings rate of 0.26 individuals/1,000 km of effort. 

 

The New England Aquarium has identified three individual North Atlantic right whales from the 

program’s submitted photos. A pair in March 2017 was identified as #3020, who was first 

sighted in 2000 and has had two calves, and #1970 “Palmetto,” who was first sighted as a 

juvenile in 1989 and has had four calves. An individual in January 2018 was identified as #2160, 

seen with severe entanglement scars. In addition, a single whale in February 2018, not previously 

identified, was estimated to be 2–3 years old.  

  

The monthly aerial surveys are flown using two observers in a high-wing, twin-engine aircraft 

(Partenavia). Flights are conducted at 1,000 ft, at 100 to 110 knots, and at Beaufort sea states of 5 

or lower. Coverage includes 15 transect lines spaced 9 nm apart and 110 nm to the shelf break, 

for a total length of 1,357 nm. A video camera runs in the belly of the aircraft and a still camera 

is used for photo ID. 

  

The passive acoustic survey component of the program began with deployment in October 2017 

of 15 receivers anchored 4 nm outside of the shipping lanes recording year-round. Units are 

retrieved and downloaded every four months. The goals of the passive acoustic survey include 
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determining the presence of large whale species at each sensor (daily, monthly, and seasonal 

occurrence) and assessing potential risk of ship strikes to North Atlantic right whales. 

 

 
 

Figure 1. Year 1 North Atlantic right whale sightings by season, with aerial survey tracklines. 

 

 

 
 

Figure 2. Passive acoustic survey receiver locations. 
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Data gathered from the state’s program are used to inform various offshore activities, including 

offshore wind. In October 2016, the Empire Wind area lease sale was conducted. More recently, 

on 14 November, the Bureau of Ocean Energy Management (BOEM) released draft Wind 

Energy Areas in the New York Bight. For more information on offshore wind activities in New 

York, visit https://www.boem.gov/Task-Force-Meeting-November-2018/ and 

https://www.boem.gov/New-York/. Also see the New York State Energy Research and 

Development Authority (NYSERDA) website: www.nyserda.gov. 

 

 
 

Figure 3. New York Bight with the wind-energy area. 

 

 

For more information on the Whale Monitoring Program, visit 

http://www.dec.ny.gov/lands/113647.html.  

The annual report for Year 1, completed in October 2018, will be released in January 2019. 

 

 

  

https://www.boem.gov/Task-Force-Meeting-November-2018/
https://www.boem.gov/New-York/
http://www.nyserda.gov/
http://www.dec.ny.gov/lands/113647.html
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Catching Up With The Times: 

Creating Accessible, Updated NARW Acoustic Presence Tools 
 

Contributed by Genevieve Davis, NOAA Northeast Fisheries Science Center, Woods Hole, MA 

 

The last decade of North Atlantic right whale (NARW) science and management has sparked 

many discussions and collaborations, strengthening the right whale community as a whole. 

Passive acoustic monitoring (PAM) continues to show its long-term, continuous broad-scale 

monitoring and remote reconnaissance capabilities, providing added value to existing 

methodologies. Recent studies (Davis et al., 2017) demonstrate how short-term studies can 

combine to form long-term studies to help understand where the whales are. This collaborative, 

decadal study highlighted that NARWs are distributed along the entire coast in winter months, 

and confirmed that right whale habitat use is shifting from the Gulf of Maine to other areas. 

Since then, passive acoustic monitoring has expanded bilaterally across the Northeast Atlantic 

seaboard. Both the U.S. and Canadian PAM efforts have increased, with Canada recording not 

only where we know NARWs are, but also where they might be and may move to in the future 

(see also article in RWN December 2015). 

 

Given the crisis that the population is facing, there is a need for timely access to information on 

NARW acoustic detections as it becomes available. To meet this need, we are developing a 

password-protected, interactive map of daily NARW acoustic presence since 2004. This builds 

on the same framework as Dalhousie University’s WhaleMap, with the intent to include all 

passive acoustic detections of NARWs along the eastern seaboard as they are analyzed. This tool 

will collate all available detection data contributed by collaborating researchers, and make it 

available to U.S. and Canadian managers and scientists to help inform decisions that minimize 

impacts on a species in crisis. Building upon this, we are working on creating an acoustic 

detection database modeled after the consortium sightings or photo ID databases. This database 

will be hosted at the Northeast Fisheries Science Center, with access to the database subject to 

the same data request, approval and attribution processes as all other consortium databases.  

 

The committee creating and maintaining this database is comprised of Sofie Van Parijs, Mark 

Baumgartner, Hansen Johnson, and Genevieve Davis. To eliminate false detections, the database 

will accept only manually verified detections. Each data submission will be required to go 

through a calibration dataset, to help quantify differences in recording environments, platforms, 

detector, and analyst variability. Discussion of the database was held at the NARW Consortium 

meeting this November, with support given from the Consortium board and meeting members. 
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Figure 1. Map of all available passive acoustic recorders deployed for periods of time between the years 

2015 and 2018. The point of contact (organizations and names) for each deployment is displayed in the 

top left box, with the understanding that many additional people are involved.  

 

 

On the U.S. side, as of November 2018, 60 recorders are currently deployed. These recorders 

include  multiple platforms: the majority are comprised of MARUs (Marine Autonomous 

Recording Units, from Cornell University), HARPs (High-Frequency Acoustic Recording 

Package, from Scripps), and AMARs Autonomous Multi-channel Acoustic Recorders, from 

JASCO, Ltd.); among others. There is a combination of lines deployed (recorders spanning the 

shelf), and single units, as well as arrays encompassing target areas for animals passing through. 

U.S. recording effort will drop dramatically in the coming year, due to a lack of funding to 

continue many of these projects, while Canadian recording efforts will continue. We are 

currently looking for ways to continue U.S. monitoring on a small scale, to maintain our long-

term monitoring effort. Most of the current recorders in the water are bottom-mounted, which 
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require us to retrieve the equipment to get the data. Part of our efforts are looking to utilize more 

real-time monitoring systems (both moored-buoys and gliders) which send snippets of data via 

satellite back to shore, so that an analyst can monitor which baleen whales (NARW, humpback, 

fin, sei, and blue whales) are heard in near real-time, on a daily basis (see dcs.whoi.edu to view 

current and past deployments, and what species have been detected for each). Much of the 

recording effort is focused on NARW presence. To this point, when possible, our hope is to have 

detections for NARW in an accessible and interactive tool, as the data become available, to have 

a comprehensive understanding of NARW presence in a timely fashion.  

 

 

 

Scientists Express Concern About Tagging 
 

On 24 August 2018, a group of eight scientists, led by Scott Kraus, New England Aquarium, 

submitted a letter to Jolie Harrison, Chief of the Permits and Conservation Division, Office of 

Protected Resources, National Marine Fisheries Service, Silver Spring, Maryland, expressing 

concern about implantable tagging operations on North Atlantic right whales. 

 

The letter states: “We wish to acknowledge both the good intentions and the scientific integrity 

of those who propose tagging this species, but believe that the current status of the North 

Atlantic right whale makes the potential risks from implantable tags unacceptable.” 

 

The concern was supported by a number of arguments, including the necropsy report on the 

death of the southern resident killer whale L95 (Raverty, 2016), which indicated that mortality 

risk from implantable tags, even LIMPET tags (see RWN March 2015) is not zero. “Also a 

concern is that tagging of NARW has been unreliable. Even the more benign LIMPET tags, 

which implant in the blubber only, have performed poorly. In our opinion, every permit, every 

research activity, and every commercial activity, is a cost-benefit analysis under the MMPA and 

ESA. We strongly recommend the suspension of permits for implantable tagging of right whales 

until [a number of] criteria have been met.” 

 

Concerns about tagging have previously been addressed (Kraus, 2000). Amy Sloan, Deputy 

Chief, Permits and Conservation Division, NMFS , on 7 October 2018 (personal communication) 

described that the matter is under review and a decision by the permit office might be expected 

early in 2019. 

 

  

http://dcs.whoi.edu/
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Editorial and Opinion 

SAVE Right Whales Act: DOA? 

Jim Hain 

In the July 2018 issue, Right Whale News (RWN) reported the filing/introduction of the SAVE 

Right Whales Act of 2018, both in the Senate and the House. Following through on this item, 

RWN attended a Town-Hall-style meeting by Representative William Keating (D-MA) held at 

the First Parish Brewster Unitarian Universalist Church, Brewster, Massachusetts, on Tuesday, 

29 August 2018. Invaluable perspectives were gained. 

First, while conservation and stewardship of endangered right whales are important to the right 

whale community, the topic did not come up either during the formal presentation or during the 

question-and-answer period (the RWN question-card was not chosen). Rather, the attendees 

focused on health care, the economy, affordable housing, gun control, and the decommissioning 

of the local nuclear power plant. 

Secondly, conversations with Congressional staffers as well as clicking around on the web, 

created an unflattering insight on How our Congress works. The majority party is in absolute 

control. The Congress was described as a “winner takes all” situation. At the heart of the matter, 

whether or not legislation that is filed (e.g., the SAVE  Right Whales Act) makes it to the floor is 

solely in control of the majority. Whether there is any debate, is up to the rules committee, again 

in majority control. Whether an amendment will be considered is likewise within the 

committee’s purview. Legislation is not available without the assent of those in charge―not an 

open process. At the 29 August meeting, Keating stated: “a record has been broken in the 115
th

 

Congress―for the most closed pieces of legislation.” 

A staffer described that even though prospects are known to be unlikely, legislation is sometimes 

filed so as to make a point. But, for now, the SAVE Right Whales Act is dead-on-arrival (DOA). 

Might a different Congress in January 2019 produce a different outcome ? 

http://www.westcoast.fisheries.noaa.gov/publications/protected_species/marine_mammals/killer_whales/195necropsy.pdf
http://www.westcoast.fisheries.noaa.gov/publications/protected_species/marine_mammals/killer_whales/195necropsy.pdf
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The 10
th

 Annual Right Whale Festival 

and Changes for the Future 

 
Contributed by Cheryl Munday, Southeast Regional Office, NMFS 

 

ALL HANDS ON DECK!!! The 10
th

 Annual Right Whale Festival was held in Jacksonville 

Beach, Florida on Saturday, 3 November 2018. Each fall, the Right Whale Festival celebrates 

North Atlantic right whales and their annual return to the waters off Florida and Georgia. 

Because last year was so tragic for the right whale population, this year’s festival theme was “All 

hands on deck” to encourage everyone to do their part in protecting the remaining whales. The 

Right Whale Festival brings together non-profit organizations, artists, musicians, marine 

mammal scientists, and state and federal agencies with the common goal to raise awareness for 

this critically endangered species and promote ways to protect them from extinction.  

 

 
 

Figure 1. On 3 November 2018, more than 8,000 attendees enjoyed the 10
th
 Annual Right Whale Festival 

in Jacksonville Beach, Florida. 

 

The attendees enjoyed live music, food, kid’s activities, arts & crafts, a beach clean-up, 5K run/ 

1 mile walk and educational exhibits and lectures. Exhibits highlighted all areas of right whale 

conservation, including research, volunteer opportunities, and recovery efforts. Educational 

activities at the festival encouraged attendees of all ages to learn more about right whales and 

how they can help protect them. 
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There is a change in the future. On 2–3 November 2019, the Right Whale Festival will be held at 

a NEW location in Fernandina Beach, Florida. Fernandina Beach is about 30 miles north of 

Jacksonville Beach. The festival will also grow to a 2-day event with new and exciting features. 

The enthusiasm and support of this community and their local government is sure to make the 

festival a huge success in this new location.  

 

For more information and updates, follow us on Facebook or visit us at: 

http://rightwhalefestival.com. 
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Right Whale News 
 

Right Whale News is a publication of Associated Scientists at Woods Hole. It is disseminated 

online through the courtesy of the North Atlantic Right Whale Consortium. The Editor is Jim 

Hain. The Editorial board consists of Julie Albert, Robert Kenney, Hans Neuhauser, and Amy 

Whitt. The current and back issues of Right Whale News published between 1994 and 2017 are 

available at the North Atlantic Right Whale Consortium website, www.narwc.org, under the 

Right Whale News tab. 

 

To submit ideas, article topics, and comments, contact Editor Jim Hain at jhain@earthlink.net 

and place “RWN Editorial” in the subject line. To subscribe, please use the new “Mail Chimp” 

system at: http://eepurl.com/JvmKf. The link is also available via the Right Whale News tab on 

www.narwc.org. 

 

Citing Right Whale News: The requested format for citations from Right Whale News is: Right 

Whale News Volume(number): page(s). Alternatively, a less formal citation may simply use 

month and year of issue. 

 

An index to Right Whale News, subject and author, for the period 2014-2004 is posted at the 

North Atlantic Right Whale Consortium website, www.narwc.org—under the Right Whale News 

tab. Indexing for the period 2004-1994 is underway. 

 

Support for Right Whale News is provided by the Island Foundation and the Massachusetts 

Environmental Trust. 

 

Right Whale News is a member of the Society for Environmental Journalism. 

 

http://www.narwc.org/
mailto:jhain@earthlink.net
http://eepurl.com/JvmKf
http://www.narwc.org/
http://www.narwc.org/

