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Compilation of Comments from Members of Conservation Engineering Review Panel- 

Reviewer 1: 

 The final report is well written and complete.  The team has done a nice job describing 

their methodology and results, and they managed to accomplish the 98 pairs that they 

had proposed. 

 I like Figure 34 but wish this had been plotted with the experimental versus the control 

and a diagonal line. This would show for each pair if the experimental or control caught 

more.   

 Their results are encouraging and match the results another group found when they 

looked at this issue. 

Reviewer 2: 

 The research team followed the original planned scope of work very closely, the only 
discrepancy being the substitution of a vessel in the pair 1 low horsepower class. The 
sinking of a primary vessel in pair 1 was the obvious explanation but I note that the 
replacement vessel did not have net mensuration equipment and the implications of 
this in terms of consistent operation within the pair were not given much review. 

 The team did answer the original research question - the question of reducing winter 
flounder bycatch while retaining squid was conclusively answered. 

 Analytical techniques were appropriately used, and the experiment methodology was 
statistically sound and supportive of the conclusions drawn.  Guided by a power analysis 
of Phase I data, the analysis yielded compelling and statistically significant difference 
between test and control net configurations. 



 The information was clearly presented. Graphs/figures/diagrams/tables of information 
were clear and informative for the most part. For readers not familiar with Box plots, 
the features of a plot ought to be identified.  
 

Reviewer 3: 

 The report entitled Drop Chain Final Report Part II is comprehensive in review and work 
completed.  The report does respond to all of the review guidelines that the reviewers 
were asked to address. 

 I do note a minor issue wherein on the last paragraph on page 5, the researchers note 
that research on drop chain sweeps is minimal.  In the longfin squid fishery  that was 
targeted by the researchers, I cannot argue.  However, the concept of drop chain 
sweeps or raised footrope in other fisheries has had a fair amount of focus, whether it 
be in the Gulf of Mexico shrimp fishery or the variety of work done in western Europe 
concerning species separation such as cod and haddock.  The researchers did cite Glass 
et al (1999) on page 6.  Actually much of the other research, especially in Europe, was 
reported in ICES.  Other research may be lacking in being published in major 
journals.  The raised footrope, however, was successfully employed in the Gulf of Maine 
whiting fishery. 

 On page 27, para.2, sentence 2 relating to experimental net still retained longfin 
squid.  The sentence was a surprise and I wasn't sure if it was all the author wished to 
say.  The issue is clarified in other parts of the report. 

 The analyses are thorough.  I do wonder about the longfin squid catch at different time 
segments of the day.  If the segments were segregated more definitively and in a more 
structured relationship to the angle of the sun, would the results be the same?  What 
would segments such as 05:00 - 08:00; 11:00 - 13;00; 17:00 - 20;00 (or thereabouts) 
show?  I realize that the number of tows available would be less and the analysis 
possibly less robust.  At this point I would consider this thought more academic and 
really a curiosity. 

  
Reviewer 4: 

 The report was thorough and the stated tasks were completed.  It met all of the 

reviewer’s parameters that needed to be addressed.  The analysis does contain a lot of 

“Fluff” that may be useful for the science community, but the industry will find this 

difficult to comprehend.  Also the use of the Box Graphs I found challenging and 

problematic to analyze.   

 The Cornell team should be commended for seeking an alternative vessel after the 

initial inshore vessel was lost at sea and completing the 98 paired tows.   Although the 

additional paired vessel lacked mensurate equipment, the measured formula does 

prove to be accurate having done both myself in an experiment.  The measured distance 

formula vs. the door spread sensor proved to be 92% accurate for 62 tows at different 

depths.  This should minimize any variability.   



 The targeted results proved to be very promising as a tool for the small mesh fishery to 

utilize to minimize winter flounder and all other demersals as bycatch.   

 All of the paired tows were conducted in the daylight (sun-up to sun-down) which is the 

only time squid are on the bottom to be caught.  However, I believe the same results 

would be achieved at nighttime, based on the winter flounder and other demersals 

behavior for day & night time fishing as evident in Carr & Miliken Drop Chain Sweep 

research.   

 


