Siegi Kriegl Letter in Terrace Standard.

It was with some interest that I read DFO Area Director Siegi Kriegl’s response tilted ‘Angler Fell Short on this Fishy Topic’.

In his reply, Mr Kriegl makes numerous assertions on the management decisions taken by DFO during the 2006 commercial fishery.  Incredibly, Mr Kriegl never once admits to any problems occurring or accepts responsibility for poor management in 2006. Total Departmental denial is all we are presented with by Mr Kriegl’s letter.

To illustrate this, only in a complete state of denial would a senior fisheries bureaucrat write something as absurd as “….I could have explained that the management decisions taken by DFO in 2006 were implemented to minimize the impacts of the fishery on steelhead.”  If Mr Kriegl truly believes this statement, then God help the steelhead if his department ever chooses to not minimize impacts. How much worse could last year have been for steelhead, particularly the early run….?? With the Tyee Index showing extreme conservation concerns for the early run, Mr Kriegl’s Department allows: the most days fished in recent memory; the most consecutive days fished; the total absence of selective fishing; the total absence of enforcement presence…..How does Mr Kriegl think these factors benefited steelhead or limited by-catch of weak stocks?  The worst part of Mr Kriegl’s response is he doesn’t even mention these factors…or acknowledge they happened. 

Mr Kriegl or his Department cannot claim ignorance of the non-compliance issues.  Access to Information inquiries have revealed internal DFO documents dated August 8th, from the Stock Assessment Division showing major concern for how the gillnet fleet was blatantly ignoring selective fishing measures and how this fact would adversely affect estimated steelhead harvest rates. It would appear in the defense of his Departments actions, Mr Kriegl conveniently neglected to include this tidbit of information when he touted all the selective harvest measures. To exacerbate the problem further, DFO continued the charade by using unrealistically high fleet compliance rates to factor into the Skeena Management Model when determining steelhead exploitation rates. Thus, ending up with rates that bear no resemblance to reality.
The internal DFO documents also contradict what Mr Kriegl presents to the public in his letter with the following statement: “…These are just some of the innovative and successful management measures DFO has implemented on the Skeena, with full participation of the various fishing fleets and sectors involved. “  

Again, Mr Kriegl neglected to mention that, in reality, no one in the gillnet fleet was actually following these measures.  Moreover, his Department knew this yet took absolutely no punitive action against the gillnet fleet for non-compliance. Apparently, in DFO’s world non-compliance isn’t the same as breaking the law.
 Mr Kriegl’s letter is just one of many I’ve read from the North Coast DFO that reflect this dismissive attitude and that have failed to recognize the severe negative impacts of the 2006 commercial fishery on steelhead and other weak salmon stocks. The constant denial, misdirection, and misinformation more than adequately illustrate that ‘accountability’ is a totally foreign concept in the DFO bureaucracy. If DFO North Coast wants to retain any shred of integrity they better start to be more forthright with the public on what is actually happening in the (mis)management of the commercial fishery. Accountability is what is being sought by the request for the removal of Mr Einarson, so that civil servants realize there are consequences to their actions.
Yours,

Keith Douglas

Smithers, BC
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