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In a recent NPR segment, Professor Daniel Pauly discussed overfishing of the world’s oceans (http://www.npr.org/templates
/story/story.php?storyId=120013107). In particular, populations of popular fish such as cod and bluefin tuna have dropped

significantly (the increased global desire for sushi having a major impact on tuna).
So what’s a fishing industry to do as it becomes harder to find fish? Of course, they can go farther out into the ocean, or fish
deeper into it, looking for populations of popular fish that haven’t been overharvested yet, and they did that. The other option?
Switch to species of fish that haven’t been heavily fished yet, usually because they weren’t popular.
As a result, Pauly points out that in the past decade we’ve seen a number of formerly unpopular fish rebranded in an effort to
make them seem more palatable. So, for instance, the slimehead…
…becomes the orange roughy. And the Patagonian toothfish…
…is now the Chilean sea bass (which was subsequently
depleted).
It’s a great example of rebranding; what’s especially interesting
to me is that the reason for it is the collapse of so many
popular fish populations. The fishing industry has to convince
people to eat fish that were previously unappealing because it
has largely destroyed the basis of its own existence.
Pauly discusses a number of consequences of overfishing. The
loss of species in some areas has led to more algal blooms,
increases in plankton populations, and large increases in
jellyfish populations.
For a different example of rebranding fish, see our post on
PETA’s Sea Kitten campaign (http://contexts.org
/socimages/2009/01/16/its-not-a-fish-its-a-sea-kitten/).
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Kiwis used to be called Mud Apples. I think Mud Apples
is more appropriate, but, I’m glad New Zealand’s
economy was able to find something that works better in American grocery stores…
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kiwifruit used to be known as chinese gooseberries. i’ve never heard them called mud apples. wikipedia also notes
“hairy bush fruit.” hee!
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TIncreased algal blooms result in increased amounts of cholera epidemics.
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The Slimehead/Orange Roughy has actually been a fairly popular fish for some time– one of the major reasons
for their increased presence on the market of late has been the discovery of a large deep-sea population near Australia,
coupled with strides in deep-sea fishing technology.
Unfortunately, as they do not begin to reproduce until they’re 20 or so (they can live to be 149) they’re in danger of
extinction. The entire population has been drastically impacted by deep-sea trawling, and because the more desirable,
mature fish are being snatched up first the population is in danger of becoming unsustainable.
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Or….
Why don’t they just stop fishing altogether? They’re just going to run into the same problem of overfishing no matter what
species is most popular at the time. It’s not like people need to eat fish to survive anyway. With all the pollution in the
oceans, I can’t for the life of me figure out why anyone would ever eat fish.
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Maybe because fish is DELICIOUS!
…Sorry.
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Thanks for doing this topic – it’s something I’ve been interested in for years.
Other renamed fish – the snotnose trevalla (now just called “trevally”) and the headfish (now called monkfish). Why they
haven’t renamed the Wandering Sheepshead I don’t know.
I have an anecdote! I read it in the paper years ago. Patagonian Toothfish is an illegal fish to sell in Australia, because
it’s endangered and presumably there isn’t a large Toothfish fishery lobby. Despite this, one of our most famed
restaurants had it on its menu for a year, because the fishery had sold it to them as “Chilean sea bass” and the owner
didn’t realise it was the same fish.
And last week there was a big meeting about tuna. Apparently we ate all the tuna, so there’s not much left and we have
to catch less. Reports here (http://www.abc.net.au/news/stories/2009/10/16/2716201.htm), and here
(http://www.abc.net.au/lateline/content/2008/s2716777.htm).
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I just spent a month on a tiny island (population 54) in the middle of nowhere (300 miles to the nearest other inhabited
island). The lagoon and surrounding ocean is teeming with fish, including the big game fish that are endangered most
other places. The islanders use traditional handmade nets and spears to fish with.
It’s the first time I have eaten fish and NOT had to feel guilty since I can remember. Wonderful!
For the real world, however, I have a handy printout on card that I carry with me to remind me which fish I don’t have to
feel TOO bad about. Mine’s an Australian-specific one, but here’s a link (http://www.earthcycle.org/fishpicks.pdf) (pdf)
to one that might be more useful to people who read here.
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I was listening to this on NPR when it aired. I think if people were closer to their food supply. I believe it was the
slimehead (I don’t have time to listen to the broadcast again) who can live to be 150 years old and they don’t reach
adulthood until they’re 30 years old. We’re wiping them out far faster than they can possibly be replaced…if we were
even trying to do such a thing.
I think a lot of people would care if they were a little closer to their food supply’s origins. As of now there are many
people who think of fish without heads, frozen into steaks or fillets, no tails, no fins, no skin. They don’t see a fish’s
importance to the earth when it isn’t part of a meal. I think people would be more cautious and understanding if they
caught their own fish using the average fishman’s means of a rod and some bait. If they tried to fish in places that
became over-fished they would learn not to take more than they need. I’m probably being too idealistic, but that’s nothing
new.
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Ugh, change the 2nd sentence to “I think people should be closer to their food supply.”
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