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A seminal report by Peter H. Pearse (1988; Rising to the Challenge: A New Policy for Canada’s
Freshwater Fisheries, Canadian Wildlife Federation, Ottawa) outlined 62 policy recommendations
focused on the management of Canada’s inland fisheries. Over three decades later, freshwater ecosystems and inland fisheries in Canada are still facing similar challenges with many emerging ones that
could not have been foreseen. Here, we reflect on the contemporary relevance of the Pearse Report
and propose recommendations that policy makers should consider. Broadly, our recommendations
are: (1) manage fishes, fisheries, and habitat using a holistic co-management framework, with clearly
defined fishery jurisdictions and partnerships with Indigenous governments; (2) engage in transparent, inclusive, and agile research to support decision-making; (3) facilitate knowledge co-production,
involving interdisciplinary projects with diverse groups of actors and sectors including Indigenous
Peoples, anglers, policy makers, scientists/researchers, governments, and the public; (4) embrace
technological advances to support freshwater fisheries stock assessment and management; and
(5) align policy and management activities in Canada with global initiatives related to increasing the
sustainability of inland fisheries. We advocate for an updated comprehensive report such as the
Pearse Report to ensure that we embrace robust, inclusive, and sustainable management strategies
and policies for Canada’s inland fisheries for the next 30 years. It is time to again rise to the challenge.
Key words: inland fisheries, Beamish Report, fisheries policy, Canada, recreational fisheries,
Indigenous fisheries
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Introduction
Canada’s two million lakes (Downing et al. 2006) and expansive network of rivers support freshwater
fish populations and the fisheries sectors that depend on them (Casteneda et al. 2020). Ensuring the
sustainability of inland fisheries resources comes with challenges because fisheries are managed at
various scales ranging from local to provincial/territorial to national. Fisheries are also used by multiple sectors (i.e., Indigenous, commercial, recreational) simultaneously who use a diverse suite of
capture techniques and practices (e.g., dipnets, seines, gillnets, rod and reel) across highly varied
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landscapes (e.g., ponds, montane rivers, the Laurentian Great Lakes; Cooke and Murchie 2015). The
Indigenous, commercial, and recreational fisheries sectors provide a myriad of cultural value,
socio-economic benefits, and sources of food to Canada (Brownscombe et al. 2014; Castenada et al.
2020). Despite the many governments (including Indigenous governments), stakeholders and
rightsholders involved in managing Canada’s inland freshwater fisheries, these resources remain jeopardized by local and broadscale threats that are challenging to mitigate. Further, the North American
model of wildlife management hinges on information (e.g., stock assessments or research) to support
decision-making processes or policies (Organ et al. 2012; Cooke and Murchie 2015; although the
model is imperfect—see Artelle et al. 2018). Despite research output in science and technology generally increasing in Canada, it has decreased in the fisheries realm (Canadian Council of Academics
2012), jeopardizing effective management. User conflicts, low social priority, insufficient funding
and research, and widespread habitat degradation are persistent problems in freshwater fisheries of
the developed world (Arlinghaus et al. 2002), and freshwater fisheries face challenges related to their
lack of visibility more broadly (Cooke et al. 2016a). Geographic and biological variability are
additional challenges that constrain fundamental activities such as stock assessment (Lorenzen et al.
2016). Canada is not exempt from this and faces added challenges due to the geographic vastness of
its freshwater fisheries (Cooke and Murchie 2015). Yet, many of Canada’s freshwater fisheries are
managed sustainably and while Canada is exemplary in many aspects of inland fisheries, persistent
challenges (e.g., geographic vastness, lack of priority) create a tall task for even the most capable
management systems (Stephenson et al. 2019). Because of its size, most inland fisheries in Canada
are assessed and managed at a regional or provincial/territorial level and there tends to be a lack of
coordinated data collection, information management systems, and analysis across jurisdictions
(Post et al. 2016; Casteneda et al. 2020).
Fisheries management is complex, multifaceted, and typically focused on three domains: habitat,
fishes, and the actors involved (Nielsen 1993). Thus, diverse policy and management tools are
required for successful management (Lapointe et al. 2014). The vastness of Canada and its fresh
waters result in impracticalities for detailed biological assessments on all waterbodies (Lorenzen et al.
2016), leaving fisheries to be typically managed at the landscape scale (Lester et al. 2003), despite
facing differential localized environmental and harvest pressures. Further, freshwater ecosystems
are particularly vulnerable because when fresh water is extracted, diverted, contaminated,
or contained for human use, its value as habitat for organisms becomes compromised (Geist 2011).
Additionally, inland systems are vulnerable to overexploitation (Allan et al. 2005). For example,
Post et al. (2002) detailed the invisible collapse of a number of high-profile recreational fisheries
across Canada as the result of overharvest that went unnoticed due to challenges with monitoring
diffuse resources.
Further complicating management success are conflicts among resource-use sectors and various
management authorities (Lynch et al. 2017). Issues are further amplified by complex and interacting
external stressors, such as climate change, habitat alteration (arising from e.g., urbanization, hydropower development, agriculture, resource extraction), and pollution (Minns 2015; Reid et al. 2019;
World Wildlife Fund 2020). Freshwater fisheries are affected by almost all land-use changes (Hynes
1975), such that discussions about fisheries cannot easily be decoupled from integrated water resource
and watershed management (Nguyen et al. 2016). At a North American scale, the “grand challenges”
for the management of inland fisheries have been articulated (see Lynch et al. 2017) and emphasize
the work that is still needed to achieve sustainable inland fisheries (Cooke and Murchie, 2015).
With many pressures facing Canada’s inland ecosystems (Minns 2015; Gutowsky et al. 2019; PérezJvostov et al. 2020; Desforges et al. 2021), there is a need for evidence-based management strategies
and policies to keep pace with constantly evolving anthropogenic stressors and changing
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socio-economic contexts to enable sustainable fisheries for today and tomorrow (Lapointe et al. 2014;
Arlinghaus et al. 2015).
Over three decades ago, the Canadian Wildlife Federation (CWF; a nongovernmental organization
dedicated to wildlife conservation) recognized the complexities associated with managing freshwater
fisheries in Canada. They first commissioned Dr. Bill Beamish (a professor at the University of
Guelph) to scientifically assess the status of freshwater resources and identify stressors and threats
facing recreational fisheries (Phase I; Beamish et al. 1986). Beamish et al. (1986) determined that in
more populated regions intense and widespread human impacts were associated with increased settlement and exploitation, causing species-specific population declines. Threats identified by Beamish
regarding Canada’s freshwater fisheries included habitat degradation, overexploitation, and an overreliance on stocking (Phase I; Beamish et al. 1986). Next, CWF commissioned Dr. Peter Pearse
(at the time a professor at the University of British Columbia) to prepare a report on the management
of freshwater fisheries (Phase II; Pearse 1988; Fig. 1). Pearse’s objectives were to assess the situation,
identify solutions, and draw the attention of the fishing community, management agencies, and the
public to the need for action. The resulting Pearse Report has been used by the Senate Standing
Committee on Fisheries in discussions of the future of freshwater fisheries in the North (The
Standing Senate Committee on Fisheries 2002), referenced by the Auditor General of Canada while
reviewing water resources in Canada (Auditor General of Canada 2010; Canadian Council of
Academics 2012), and has been referred to during hearings of the Parliamentary Fisheries
Committee while deliberating on the state of recreational fisheries in Canada in 2015 (see
openparliament.ca/committees/fisheries/41-2/45/dr-darryl-smith-1/only/). Furthermore, the Pearse

Fig. 1. A photograph of Dr. Peter H. Pearse’s ‘Rising to the Challenge, A New Policy For Canada’s Freshwater
Fisheries’ (1988).
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Report was foundational in developing and refining freshwater fisheries management practices in a
variety of jurisdictions in Canada including Alberta (A Fish Conservation Strategy for Alberta 1998).
The seminal Pearse Report concluded with a plea to change Canadian freshwater policies to better
serve “our children and grandchildren as well as ourselves” yet, unfortunately, many of the challenges
that managers faced then still exist today. As a working group of early career researchers in fisheries
science in Canada (i.e., the first generation of children that Pearse was hoping to make changes for)
with a diverse set of expertise working in nongovernmental organizations, federal and provincial
agencies, aquaculture, and academia, we are well positioned to reflect on the 62 recommendations
made by Pearse in 1987. We were joined by several more established fisheries professionals active in
inland fisheries management, policy, and science in Canada. Our objective here is to review Pearse’s
recommendations, reflect on their relevance today, and provide new or refined recommendations
with Pearse’s aim of improving the status of Canada’s fresh waters for the next generation.
There have been many changes and developments in freshwater fisheries management across Canada
since the initial publishing of the Pearse Report; therefore, it is our aim to advocate for a second,
modernized volume of the Pearse Report. Our efforts are simply to make it clear that it is time to
do so and to share some ideas on what is possible and should presumably be central to a more comprehensive update. This paper is not intended to be that update (Pearse had an entire book—we have
8000 words). Indeed, we recognize that the ideas presented here represent our collective lived experiences and knowledge (i.e., our viewpoint and perspective), rather than the outcome of extensive
focused consultation and engagement with relevant actors across Canada. Such efforts to listen and
learn should be encouraged, but are beyond the scope of this paper. We acknowledge that all members
of the team are settlers, such that the perspectives provided here fail to embrace the diverse perspectives held by Indigenous communities and knowledge holders and Indigenous fisheries professionals
in Canada. We fully acknowledge that, although the North American model of fish and wildlife
management is the prevailing framework for management of natural resources in Canada (30 years
ago and today), it is flawed in that it fails to adequately or respectfully include Indigenous knowledge
and perspectives (see Hessami et al. 2021).

Approach
For the 62 original recommendations (Table 1), we discuss below where they have been implemented
successfully or poorly and whether they are still relevant today. We updated Pearse’s original recommendations (Table 2) and discussed today’s relevancy for each of seven sections (i.e., Recreational
Fisheries, Indigenous Fisheries, Commercial Fisheries and Aquaculture, Towards More Effective
Management, Strengthening Organization and Administration, Supporting Knowledge Production
(Indigenous, Science, and Experiential), and Public Participation). We acknowledge that, although
the Pearse Report was composed of different themes, many of these are inherently overlapping and
intertwined. As such, we have concentrated our efforts on these distinct sections, also recognizing that
these recommendations were made 30 years ago and terminology, such as “fisherman” and “native”,
has since changed. We use the original terms when directly referring to Pearse’s recommendations;
however, we will use the updated terms such as angler or fisher (depending on context) and
Indigenous, respectively. We also approach this task recognizing that there have been a number of
fundamental changes since 1988 that were not apparent to Pearse at the time of his report (e.g., the
Supreme Court of Canada Sparrow Decision, the formation of the new territory known as Nunavut,
or the Internet).
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Table 1. Original recommendations verbatim from the Pearse Report (1988).
Theme

The Fish Test

National strategy for
freshwater fisheries

Governing the Fisheries

Making the system
work

2. Government should publish clear statements of their freshwater fisheries policies, setting out their
responsibilities, objectives, and strategies for achieving them.

Recreational Fisheries

Meeting the
management
challenge

3. Fisheries agencies should balance their traditional emphasis on managing stocks and increasing the
supply of fish with stronger measures to manage the demands of fishermen.
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Section

Recommendation
1. The freshwater fisheries must be accorded higher priority by Canada’s federal, provincial, and
territorial governments, in keeping with the problems these fisheries face and their importance to
Canadians.

4. Recreational fishing policy should be directed toward improving the quality and variety of fishing
opportunities.
5. Governments should experiment with licensing arrangements that enable local user and community
groups to manage designated recreational fisheries under approved management plans.
6. Sportfishing regulations should be designed with more attention to the different local conditions and
needs of different fisheries.
7. Governments should require all recreational fisherman to hold licenses, whether a fee is charged or
not, and co-operate to provide consistent nationwide information.
8. Licensing systems should put more emphasis on supporting the special needs of different fisheries,
less on distinguishing among fishermen on the basis of their age and other characteristics.
9. Fees for sportfishing fishing licenses should be raised to reflect the cost of improved fisheries
management.
10. As fees for sportfishing privileges are raised, the higher rates for Canadian non-residents of a
province or territory should be eliminated.
11. Governments should make fishing license procedures easier to understand and licenses easier to
obtain.
12. Governments should adopt guidelines and, if necessary, regulations for fishing competitions to
protect stocks and the fishing environment.
13. Sportfishing organizations should adopt policies to promote good sportsmanship and
environmental values, rather than commercial values, in the conduct of sportfishing competitions.
Provincial and territorial conservation organizations should monitor major events and the
development of competitive fishing in their regions.

Commercial side of
recreational fisheries

14. Government tourist agencies should review the potential for expansion of tourism based on fishing,
in conjunction with fisheries managers, and in consultation with fisheries user groups. Plans to
promote tourism should be coordinated with fisheries management plans.
15. Governments should design licensing arrangements to enable commercial sportfishing enterprises
to assume responsibilities for managing selected fisheries under approved management plans.

Indigenous Fisheries

Quest for harmony

16. Fishing organizations and governments should seek clarification of native fishing rights and
support negotiated agreements to accommodate them pending resolution of claims and treaty rights.

Essentials for
successful
negotiation

17. Native fishing agreements should assure each native group a specific allocation of fish. The quantity
and kind of fish allocated should be determined through negotiations, primarily in reference to recent
catches, but also recognizing special circumstances relating to population trends and economic
opportunities.
18. Governments should clearly define the water to which native band fishing bylaws apply, by
legislative amendment if necessary, and these specifications should be cited in negotiated fishing
agreements.

(continued )
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Table 1. (continued )
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Section

Commercial Fisheries &
Aquaculture

Theme

Recommendation

Legislative and
administrative
repairs

19. The federal government should affirm by legislative amendment the precedence of the Fisheries Act
over the Indian Act in the management of the fisheries.

Keeping the lines
open

21. The Department of Fisheries and Oceans should see to the creation of a native fisheries advisory
committee in each region of locality where there is no other continuing consultative body.

Overcapacity

22. Federal and provincial governments should extend individual quota licensing systems to promote
efficient development of their commercial freshwater fisheries.

20. Negotiations of interim fishing agreements with native groups should include the question of how fish
may be used. Where quotas are established and adequate controls on catches are included, governments
and other interest groups should be receptive to proposals for orderly marketing of the catch.

23. Government should review subsidies and price support mechanisms in the freshwater commercial
fisheries to ensure that they continue to serve a valid developmental function, rather than contribute to
overcapacity.
Governments’ role in
marketing

24. The governments participating in the Freshwater Fish Marketing Corporation should sponsor a
thorough, independent review of the structure, organization, ownership, powers and performance of
the corporation.
25. Governments, in co-operation with the Seafood Advisory Council, should support well-planned
programs aimed at developing new markets for freshwater fish.

Control of incidental
catches
Aquaculture

26. Governments should take measures to reduce incidental catches of non-target fish in commercial
fishing operations.
27. Governments should facilitate but not subsidize the development of commercial aquaculture.
28. Governments should sponsor carefully directed research and training programs in aquaculture.

Toward Effective
Management

Management
objectives

29. Fisheries plans reflecting the diversity of fisherman’s demands should be prepared for each region.
Plans should set objectives for the type of fishing, abundance, and yields for each important species or
stock in each fishery to be managed and for the type and extent of habitat required.

Managing fishing

30. Wherever recreational, native, and commercial fisherman compete for the same fish, governments
should allocate specific shares of the available catch to each group after ensuring that enough fish
escape for conservation purposes.
31. Governments should examine introducing transferable catch quotas to make it possible for
competing groups to negotiate mutually advantageous reallocations.
32. Methods of managing the catch of individual recreational fishermen should be selected to meet the
particular objectives of each fishery.
33. Techniques for regulating the numbers of fisherman permitted access to particular fisheries should
be explored in order to provide special fishing opportunities.

Fish habitat
management

34. The Department of Fisheries and Oceans should press ahead with putting the new habitat
management policy into effect by: a) preparing habitat management plans for areas under federal
jurisdiction, clearly setting out fish production targets against which potential losses from development
can be measured, b) negotiating agreements with other levels of government to define common
resource management goals and guidelines for habitat replacement, restoration, and development, c)
establishing habitat steering committees where required for major development projects.
35. The Fisheries Act should be amended to accommodate integrated resource management.
36. Regulations should be adopted under the Fisheries Act to authorize activities that affect fish habitat.
The approval arrangements should be coordinated with licensing and permitting processes in each
province and territory.

(continued )
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Table 1. (continued )
Section

Theme

Recommendation
37. The responsibilities of developers for conservation of fish habitat should be attached to
development permits and licenses.

FACETS Downloaded from www.facetsjournal.com by 174.88.40.39 on 08/09/22
For personal use only.

38. The Government of Canada and the governments of the provinces should vigorously promote
international co-operation in controlling hazardous wastes, acid rain, and other pollutants of air and
water.

Strengthening
Organization and
Administration

Stock management

39. Stocking of hatchery fish should be used cautiously, according to the plans and objectives for the
particular fisheries, with careful attention to possible biological and ecological effects.

Integrating stock and
habitat management

40. The Salmonid Enhancement Program should be reoriented to put more emphasis on rehabilitating
natural stocks though habitat improvement, rather than through expanding hatcheries; meeting
specific management objectives for particular fisheries; evaluating the effectiveness and efficiency of the
program from both a scientific and socioeconomic standpoint.

Co-ordinating
management efforts

41. Regional fisheries plans should include appropriate habitat management and enhancement measures
as well as stock improvement measures to be undertaken to meet fishing targets. Allocation and other
fisheries measures should be reviewed to ensure they are consistent with these integrated plans.

Assigning
responsibilities

42. In their forthcoming discussion about constitutional responsibilities for fishers, First Ministers
should consider transferring primary responsibility for freshwater fisheries to provincial jurisdiction.
43. The Federal government should negotiate comprehensive freshwater fisheries agreements with each
of the provinces and territories, remedying the many shortcomings in existing arrangements. The
agreements should clearly define the role and responsibility of each government with respect to
management, science, and other matters relating to freshwater fisheries. Administrative responsibility
for fisheries management- fishing, fish-habitat and fish-stock- should be assigned to the provinces and
territories to the extent constitutionally possible.

Devolution of
the territories
Administration
and financing

44. Responsibility for the non-anadromous fisheries in Yukon and Northwest Territories should
transferred from federal government to the territorial government, together with funding and human
resources adequate to the increasing value and importance of these fisheries.
45. Governmental agencies responsible for freshwater fisheries should periodically review their
administrative structure and operations to ensure that they are efficiently organized to meet their
responsibilities.
46. Administrative responsibility for all fish habitat protection provisions in the Fisheries Act should be
assigned to the Department of Fisheries and Oceans.
47. The financial resources needed for improvements in fisheries management should be raised
primarily through revenues from fishing privileges.

Regulation, licensing,
and enforcement

Scientific Support

Scientific roles and
responsibilities

48. Governments should strengthen the effectiveness of enforcement as a deterrent by increasing
penalties for violation of fisheries laws and regulations, by making a greater effort to educate the
judiciary in the social and economic seriousness of violations of resource conservation rules, and by
improving their own enforcement programs through better education and direction of field officers.
49. Governments with management responsibilities should strengthen their in-house capacity to
conduct continuing research and information gathering required to provide scientific support for
freshwater fisheries management.
50. Governments should support the development of centers of excellence in fisheries science and
training in selected universities and colleges.

The social sciences

Science priorities

51. Government science programs should incorporate a new effort to study and explain fisheries values,
the social and economic aspects of managing fisheries, and the effects of licensing and other
institutional arrangements.
52. An independent freshwater fisheries advisory committee should be appointed to advise fisheries
deputy ministers on science—including social science—priorities, appropriate divisions of scientific
responsibility among governments and their agencies, and data requirements for management.
Committee reports should normally be made public.

(continued )
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Table 1. (concluded )
Section

Theme

Recommendation

Public Participation

Getting involved

53. Associations and groups concerned with the environment, wildlife, and conservation should give
greater attention to the freshwater fisheries and strengthen their efforts to represent their interests in
these fisheries to the public and to governments.
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54. To assist in developing innovative fisheries policies, provincial, territorial, and national wildlife
organizations should organize strong fisheries policy development committees to consult with relevant
government agencies, and those agencies should make provisions for effectively channeling their advice
into the policy-making process.
55. Local sportfishing organizations should examine opportunities for assuming management
responsibilities for specific fisheries under direction of license from fisheries management agencies.
The freshwater
fisheries
constituency

56. The Canadian Wildlife Federation should, as a follow-up to the inquiry on freshwater fisheries
policy, invite interested groups to join together in establishing a national Freshwater Fisheries policy,
invite interested groups to join together in establishing a national Freshwater Fisheries Association to
represent the interests of the freshwater fisheries to the Canadian public and to governments.

The participation
record

57. The National Recreational Fisheries Conference should be reviewed with a view to expanding its
sponsorship to include the proposed national Freshwater Fisheries Association, increasing the
frequency of conferences to one a year, and adding regional conferences where appropriate to improve
information exchange about new policies and programs at the regional level.
58. A survey and evaluation of arrangements for freshwater fisheries advisory groups throughout the
country should be one of the first tasks of the proposed Freshwater Fisheries Association
59. The proposed Freshwater Fisheries Association should seek the support of governments and the
private sector to establish an independent national recreational fisheries institute with the objective of
promoting public participation in recreational fisheries maintenance, rehabilitation, and enhancement
projects throughout Canada.

Information,
education, and
communication

60. All jurisdictions should publish their fisheries regulations as part of a broader, attractive publication
explaining the rules and informing anglers how they can derive more enjoyment from fishing by
participating in the preservation and enhancement of the fisheries.
61. The proposed Freshwater Fisheries Association should develop a communications plan to improve
public and media information about the freshwater fisheries. This program should include a regular
high-quality magazine or newsletter and the use of other vehicles such as films, videocassettes, and
information kits.
62. The proposed Freshwater Fisheries Association should co-operate with other interested
organizations and government agencies in preparing high-quality educational material on fisheries for
use in schools.

Recreational fisheries
Summary
On the topic of recreational fisheries, Pearse (1988) offered recommendations that are summarized
here: managers should shift to managing angler demands instead of straining to meet certain
problematic expectations; managers should acknowledge recreational fisher heterogeneity and incorporate it as a central consideration; recreational fishers should play more prominent roles in funding
management (i.e., through licensing) and supporting conservation; fishing regulations and licensing
should be tailored to meet local and (or) fishery-specific needs and be both manageable and understandable from the perspective of anglers; competitive sportfishing should be managed to prevent
overexploitation and instill conservation ethics; and commerce related to recreational fisheries should
be monitored and considered more closely by managers (e.g., as a management tool).
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Table 2. New recommendations to complement the Pearse Report (1988).
Section
Recreational Fisheries

New Recommendation
1. Align efforts by managers, researchers, and anglers in pursuit of the common goal of ensuring that the benefits of
recreational fisheries outweigh their costs.
2. Expand capacity for human dimensions research related to recreational fisheries in fisheries management agencies in Canada
that lack such capacity.
3. Engage in experiments with different input and output controls where the sustainability of open-access recreational use is
uncertain or unlikely.
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Indigenous Fisheries

4. Enhance support for local co-management agreements (and institutions) that acknowledge Indigenous People’s right to
fisheries management involvement.
5. Ensure that cooperative management actions are considered proactively and preemptively in areas where Indigenous
fisheries overlap with other sectors.
6. Equip fisheries professionals with knowledge on Indigenous culture, rights and sovereignty, and the skills to engage and
interact with Indigenous communities and knowledge holders in a respectful and meaningful way.
7. Consider the findings of both Phase 1 and 2 Indigenous Program Review Reports provided by the National Indigenous
Fisheries Institute when policymakers are involved with interim agreements.
8. Encourage inland fisheries professionals to consider “Two-Eyed Seeing” as a guiding framework, which encourages unified
perspectives from both Indigenous and western knowledge systems, for the benefit of all.

Commercial Fisheries

9. Mitigate by-catch and the spread of aquatic invasive species via bait harvest and sale.
10. Ensure that freshwater fishes harvested in Canadian waters continue to reach the global market, while also supporting
domestic markets and providing Canadians with a local and healthy food source.
11. Implement fisheries ecolabelling and sustainable certification programs in freshwater systems.

Aquaculture

Effective Management

12. Encourage the development of closed-containment aquaculture facilities that reduce environmental risk to freshwater
ecosystems.

13. Establish quantitative targets to facilitate assessment of the effectiveness of new or modified policies.
14. Ensure that fisheries management agencies and organizations adopt evidence-based approaches to fisheries management
that rely on robust evidence synthesis, structured decision making and other forms of decision science.
15. Explore the idea of more formalized delegation agreements between federal and provincial/territorial governments where
appropriate.

Strengthening
Organization
and Administration

16. Develop evidence-based regulations and policies that prioritize the protection of riparian and shoreline habitats, and limit
land-use change at watershed scales.
17. Consider using soft management and self-compliance programs to manage recreational and small-scale commercial
fisheries.

(continued )
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Table 2. (concluded )
Section
Supporting Knowledge
Production

New Recommendation
18. Adopt knowledge co-production models when undertaking inland fisheries research to bridge the science-action gap.
19. Focus research on emerging issues (or those that are just being acknowledged) such as threats associated with aquatic
invasive species, climate change, the role of Indigenous governance and management, socioeconomic values of fisheries,
knowledge transfer/co-production, translating science into policy, recreational values, and the role of community science/
environmental champions.
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20. Adopt an adaptive and agile approach to allocating research funds and facilitating the production of rigorous, scientific
fisheries research.
21. Increase the stability of funding and production of scientific expertise throughout government turnover.
22. Adopt a more inclusive approach to science that includes Indigenous and experiential knowledge and engages marginalized
fisheries actors, including women and racialized communities.
Public Participation

23. Find new ways to get the public involved in freshwater issues to make fish more ‘visible’ to Canadians.
24. Use technologies and the internet to foster communication and promote involvement among groups that could otherwise
not collaborate in person due to travel costs and impracticalities.
25. Leverage technological advancements to make regulations more accessible, attractive, and concise for anglers.
26. Conduct studies to understand the best information channels and strategies for educating anglers and sharing responsible
fishing practices.

Overarching
Recommendations

27. Manage fish, fisheries, and habitat holistically, with clearly defined jurisdictions and co-management among provincial/
territorial, federal and Indigenous rightsholders and relevant stakeholders.
28. Engage in transparent, inclusive and agile research that focuses on existing and emerging issues.
29. Increase effort and funding for knowledge co-production involving interdisciplinary projects with diverse groups of actors
including Indigenous peoples, anglers, policy makers, scientists/researchers, governments, and the public.
30. Use modern technological advances to support freshwater fisheries stock assessment and management while enabling
greater engagement with stakeholders and rightsholders in ways that are respectful and meaningful.
31. Align policy and management activities in Canada with global initiatives including the UN Ten Steps to Responsible Inland
Fisheries.

Troublesome angler expectations, debates about the cost and regulation of fishing, and issues related
to management capacity still abound in recreational fisheries. Funding and regulation are limited by
numerous factors, such as political instability and the (un)willingness of participants to pay for and
(or) support management actions. Regulations must be complex to meet fishery-specific needs and
yet, simple enough for users to understand (Cooke et al. 2016b). Recreational fishery managers face
a significant geographic and logistical challenge in trying to manage a multitude of widespread fisheries, with relatively small agencies and limited resources. Management is also complicated by the
exceptional social and ecological complexity of recreational fisheries: recreational anglers are a very
heterogeneous user group (Beardmore et al. 2015), whose impacts on freshwater fisheries are often
complex and difficult to discern (e.g., due to cryptic fisheries mortality and complex angler behaviour;
Post et al. 2002).

Updated recommendations
Compared to some other recreational activities (e.g., downhill skiing), the costs of angling in Canada
remain relatively low. This is both a strength and a weakness of recreational fisheries. Appreciation for
recreational fishery value and significance has grown in the last 30 years, as researchers have

FACETS | 2022 | 7: 912–935 | DOI: 10.1139/facets-2021-0145
facetsjournal.com

921

FACETS Downloaded from www.facetsjournal.com by 174.88.40.39 on 08/09/22
For personal use only.

Piczak et al.

recognized the significant socioeconomic and other values associated with recreational fishing
(Arlinghaus and Cooke 2009; Cooke et al. 2016b). Managers, researchers, and anglers should align
their efforts in pursuit of a common goal: ensuring that the documented benefits of recreational
fisheries (e.g., angler stewardship, increased well-being; Tufts et al. 2015) outweigh their costs.
Researchers should continue their efforts to accurately account for and balance these costs and
benefits and to provide information on the human dimensions of recreational fisheries to ensure sustainable use and maximize socioeconomic benefits. This could not have been quantified if not for
long-term national surveys of recreational anglers in Canada conducted at 5-year intervals
(see Brownscombe et al. 2014); this important survey should continue. Although most natural
resource management agencies have biological science capacity, similar capacity related to the human
dimensions (e.g., social science, economics; Bennett et al. 2017) is often lacking. Human dimensions
are particularly salient to recreational fisheries (Hunt et al. 2013), but have applications across all
sectors and issues. Resource-management agencies in provinces such as Ontario and British
Columbia now employ research scientists who may focus on various “human” questions (e.g., angler
preferences, recreational boating spatial patterns; Hunt et al. 2019). Such work provides timely and
valuable insight on recreational exploitation, angler preferences and heterogeneity, emergent problems, and the potential for users to conserve and support management of freshwater fisheries. The
aforementioned recreational fishing survey is one example of progress in this area, but the ways in
which recreational anglers are incorporated in fisheries management remain unscientific in many
instances (e.g., hand-picking stakeholders for consultation, nonprobabilistic collection of fishery user
data). Internal capacity for human dimensions research should be increased in recognition of these
facts.
Liberal exploitation by recreational anglers was enabled in the past by many historically abundant
inland fisheries, but this is increasingly untenable and has led to the collapse of some inland fisheries
(Post et al. 2002). Managers should consider experimenting with different input and output controls
(see limited-entry licensing; Jeanson et al. 2021) where the sustainability of open-access recreational
use is uncertain or unlikely (see Cox et al. 2002). Where possible, managers may increase capacity
by decentralizing selective parts of recreational fishery management and enabling recreational anglers
to assume more responsibility for freshwater fishery health (e.g., participation in fisheries advisory
councils, assuming stewardship roles; Elmer et al. 2017). Recreational anglers should play a strong
supporting role in fisheries management and may do so passively (e.g., by purchasing a license and
complying fully with regulations) or actively (e.g., engaging in stewardship, adopting informal regulations; Cooke et al. 2013a). Each group must contribute actively to the change(s) that they wish to see
in recreational fisheries (Elmer et al. 2017).

Indigenous fisheries
Summary
Pearse recognized that Indigenous fishing rights are complex and poorly defined—a “crazy quilt” as
he described it. This section of the Pearse Report attempted to focus on individual subsistence
fisheries, although small-scale Indigenous commercial fisheries (so-called moderate livelihood
fisheries) are somewhat intertwined. Pearse went into considerable depth outlining the history of
Indigenous fishing rights incorporated in the Constitution, the Indian Act, the Fisheries Act, provincial law, comprehensive land agreements, and the many treaties that Canada has signed with
Indigenous Peoples. His recommendations sought the clarification of fishing rights in legislature,
development of interim agreements, and the promotion of resource co-management.
The challenges surrounding Indigenous fisheries 30 years ago remain today, as the tangled legislation
pertaining to Indigenous fishing rights has changed very little. For example, Pearse described
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difficulties of relying on the courts to settle disputes, where vague legal definitions and excruciatingly
slow processes can often lead to unpredictable outcomes. Although the Supreme Court has upheld
Indigenous fishing rights in numerous landmark cases since Pearse’s Report was published (see
Sutherland 2000; reviewed in Casteneda et al. 2020), Indigenous Peoples should not have to undergo
legal scrutiny every time their fishing methods come into question. We recognize that the decentralized legal framework for individual fishing rights has made it challenging to produce Canada-wide
changes; however, little progress has been made to clarify vague definitions in the legislation for those
seeking a “moderate livelihood”. Fortunately, recent amendments to the Fisheries Act in 2019 include
a provision to address violations outside of the courts using alternative measures agreements
(Fisheries and Oceans Canada 2021).

Updated recommendations
We recommend continued support of local (and meaningful!) co-management agreements (and institutions) that acknowledge Indigenous People’s right to fisheries management (Popp et al. 2019). We
strongly recommend that cooperative management actions are considered proactively and
preemptively in areas where Indigenous fisheries overlap with other sectors. Additionally, fisheries
professionals should be better updated on these rights and sovereignty and should also be equipped
with skills to engage in a respectful and meaningful way (see Wong et al. 2020), consistent with the
UN Declaration for the Rights of Indigenous Peoples (UNDRIP; un.org/development/desa/
indigenouspeoples/declaration-on-the-rights-of-indigenous-peoples.html). The National Indigenous
Fisheries Institute conducted a two-phase external review of Fisheries and Oceans Canada’s (DFO)
Indigenous programs, 2017–2019, and there are many similarities to Pearse’s final recommendations
concerning co-management, relationship building, and recognition of rights. We strongly suggest that
policy-makers involved with interim agreements consider the findings of both Phase 1 and 2
Indigenous Program Review Reports provided by the National Indigenous Fisheries Institute
(indigenousfisheries.ca/en/indigenous-program-review/) and also adhere to the guidance in
UNDRIP (see Gomez Isa 2019). We would also suggest that those involved in inland fisheries research
and management consider “Two-Eyed Seeing” as a guiding framework for their research (Reid et al.
2020), which encourages unified perspectives from both Indigenous and western knowledge systems,
for the benefit of all (Barlett et al. 2012). Such approaches are increasingly being used in the context of
freshwater fisheries in Canada (Alexander et al. 2021), yet Indigenous knowledge is still not fully
embraced by fisheries practitioners (Kadykalo et al. 2021), which is alarming.

Commercial fisheries and aquaculture
Summary
Canada’s freshwater commercial fishing industry was and continues to be composed of relatively few
fishers (compared to the recreational sector where there are millions of participants) that account for
most commercial harvest (Casteneda et al. 2020). This industry provides job opportunities in regions
that have limited economic activity. It is closely regulated by provincial/territorial and federal
agencies, and all individuals participating in commercial activities must have a license and adhere to
strict catch quotas. Fishers that are part of the Freshwater Fish Market Corporation (FFMC) have
exclusive rights to process and market fish. Pearse was aware of the monopolization of the FFMC
and mentions that this corporation is under continuous debate. The FFMC sets a price for each
species caught prior to the beginning of the season and pays fisherman 80% of the total value. The
overall objective of Canadian commercial fisheries policy is to create maximum contribution to the
economy, social welfare, and income for those employed. Attention is needed to ensure the industry
maintains productivity, quality, and maximum value for the catch. By-catch is of concern, but does
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not occur to the same damaging extent in all freshwater systems (reviewed in Raby et al. 2011) and
Pearse broadly reviewed methods that might reduce by-catch.
The production of fish by means of aquaculture was recognized by Pearse as an important and
growing industry in Canada’s fresh waters (Fisheries and Oceans Canada 2019), supporting
Indigenous, commercial, and recreational fisheries. Aquaculture can allow for fisheries operations to
be better controlled, safer, and closer to markets. The Canadian government provides funding to aid
in the development of environmentally safe aquaculture facilities (i.e., the Fisheries and Aquaculture
Clean Technology Program). However, these benefits do come with inherent risks, including holding-impoundment accidents allowing the release of domestic fish into the wild stocks (see Patterson
and Blanchfield 2013 for example from Lake Huron) and the release of harmful waste into the ecosystem (Ellis 1996; Naylor et al. 2005), both of which are significantly reduced by shifting to closedcontainment aquaculture. Suggestions made by Pearse were to create additional fishing rights to
improve the sector’s economic performance and that support was needed for the development of
commercial and the aquaculture industries in remote areas.

Updated recommendations
The issues surrounding by-catch warrant further investigation and mitigation (Raby et al. 2011) as
does the spread of aquatic invasive species via bait harvest and sale (Drake and Mandrak 2014;
Hunt et al. 2020). Science-based policies to mitigate by-catch issues and to ensure a responsible and
sustainable bait fish industry are sorely needed in jurisdictions where such activities are not prohibited. Quebec has banned the use of live baitfish in inland waters, apparently without a discernible
negative effect on recreational fishing experiences. Marketing of fish harvested in Canadian waters
should continue to target the global market, but also ensure fisheries are not subject to overcapacity.
There are also opportunities to better capitalize on freshwater fish as a local source of safe food for
consumers in Canada. Moreover, there is a need and opportunity to implement fisheries ecolabelling
and sustainable certification programs in fresh water (see Cooke et al. 2011) given their relative
success in the marine realm (e.g., Ponte 2012).
Canadian freshwater aquaculture facilities should focus their attention on innovations that promote
the production of this closed-containment aquaculture facilities, rather than operations in open
waterbodies. Moving operations towards this closed-containment method of aquaculture will provide
fish for market while reducing the environmental risks present with the current open-water aquaculture operations (Ellis 1996; Naylor et al. 2005).

Towards more effective management
Summary
The recommendations in this section intended to weave together those made in the previous recreational,
Indigenous, and commercial sections of the Pearse Report. People, place, and fishes were and continue to
be intertwined, and Pearse advocated that their management should be too. The amount of fishing
permitted affects stock size, which is dependent on the productivity of their habitat. As stressed in earlier
sections, not just fish, but also good fishing experiences need to be considered. The complexities of a
multilayered management system are as alive today as they were in the 1980s and are discussed in more
detail in the next section. As such, we very much echo Pearse’s recommendations here.

Updated recommendations
We concur with Pearse regarding the need to better integrate the management of people, place, and
fishes, and we would add that policies should include quantitative targets to facilitate assessment of
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the efficiency of new policies. Although legislation protecting fish habitat has recently been updated to
prevent future habitat loss (Hasler et al. 2021), there are insufficient policies and funding (e.g., federal
Habitat Stewardship Program) to adequately address the current degraded state of fish habitat in
many areas. There is an urgent need to identify effective habitat restoration strategies to ensure wise
use of limited financial resources. In general, there is also a need for management agencies to adopt
evidence-based approaches to fisheries management that rely on robust evidence synthesis (Cooke
et al. 2017), structured decision-making (Irwin et al. 2011), and other forms of decision science
(see Bower et al. 2018) rather than relying on institutional traditions and norms (see Young et al.
2016). This approach has been adopted by DFO via their Canadian Science Advisory Secretariat
process, but most of those activities are marine in focus. Similar decision-making processes are
needed at other levels of government given the potential for open science and transparency in
decision-making to enhance management (Roche et al. 2022).

Strengthening organization and administration
Summary
The recommendations from this section of the Pearse Report sought the reorganization of freshwater
fisheries administration, mainly through the amendment of the constitution to give primary jurisdiction of freshwater fisheries to provincial/territorial legislation. In addition, Pearse highlighted the
effectiveness of self-compliance programs when addressing the public. Presently, the federal government primarily manages freshwater habitat (i.e., through the Fish and Fish Habitat Protection
Program; dfo-mpo.gc.ca/pnw-ppe/ffhpp-ppph-eng.html), whereas provincial and territorial governments are largely responsible for harvest and land-use management. However, the potential revisitation of government policy through election cycles remains a constraint when trying to improve
fisheries administration in the long term (Hasler et al. 2021). Furthermore, many waterways connect
interprovincially or internationally with the United States, and in these cases, primary provincial
control becomes difficult, and federal governance is often favoured, including via nonbinding treaties
for international waters. Ultimately, the recommendations that Pearse proposed in terms of the
organization and administration of freshwater fisheries continue to be relevant in the present day
and have yet to be achieved nationwide.

Updated recommendations
It continues to be evident that provincial and territorial governments (as well as co-management
agreements with Indigenous governments) are more appropriate administrators of freshwater
fisheries than the federal government. Therefore, we recommend that the federal government explore
the idea of more formalized delegation agreements with provincial/territorial governments where
appropriate. Governments should also provide evidence-based regulations and policies to prioritize
the protection of riparian and shoreline habitats (e.g., guidance on details such as widths of buffers),
which are equally important in maintaining freshwater ecosystems. Watershed-based land-use
planning should also limit land-use alteration beyond thresholds demonstrated to affect freshwater
ecosystems. In addition, governments should continue to advocate soft management and selfcompliance programs to manage recreational fisheries, although there still is a need for oversight
and accountability. With the Canada Water Agency currently in development (see thenarwhal.ca/
opinion-canada-water-agency-protect-freshwater/), it will be important to consider if and how water
quality and quantity are considered in the context of fisheries resources, while also trying to understand how yet another agency fits into the multi-scalar governance patchwork.
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Summary
The scientific-support recommendations from the Pearse Report focused on the need to increase
research capacity within governments, to better explain values of fisheries and management via
increased in-house effort, university/college training, and an independent fisheries advisory commission. Since the Pearse Report, government agencies have continued to generate applied research
(to varying extents based on internal capacity and resources) to support freshwater fisheries management, with growing reliance on external partners (e.g., in academia, industry, Indigenous organizations, and the NGO sector). There have been increasing numbers of partnerships and
co-advising of graduate students between governments and universities, mainly supported by
Tri-Agency funding, Genome Canada, and Canada Foundation for Innovation, with additional funding from government agencies, industry, and NGOs. There are also a growing number of examples of
well-funded pan-Canadian research networks and initiatives focused on generating actionable knowledge to support freshwater fisheries management (e.g., GenFish gen-fish.ca/; FishCAST fishcast.ca/;
Canadian Aquatic Invasive Species Network nserc-crsng.gc.ca/Business-Entreprise/How-Comment/
Networks-Reseaux/CAISN-CAISN_eng.asp). Pearse stated that government science should examine
social and economic fisheries values, and this recommendation remains highly relevant. The last
scientific-support recommendation, that an independent fisheries advisory committee should be
appointed, has not been achieved; however, other commissions have aimed at filling this gap on
smaller spatial scales (such as Great Lakes Fishery Commission or Pacific Salmon Commission). To
this day, producing knowledge to examine fisheries remains multifaceted for many reasons, including
the complex nature of the working landscape (Bissix and Rees 2001) across multiple government
levels, with many different actors involved. Knowledge production, both at the time of the Pearse
Report and in the present day, can mean different things to different people and organizations,
ultimately leading to discrepancies during policy making and implementation of management decisions (Sullivan et al. 2006).

Updated recommendations
Pearse’s scientific-support recommendations still stand, and we emphasize the importance of
interdisciplinary research contributing to the growing body of literature that examines knowledge
co-production (Djenontin and Meadow 2018). Effective knowledge co-production (research that is
conducted in a collaborative, respectful, and engaged manner to create actionable science) could
contribute to Pearse’s scientific-support recommendations. Further, knowledge co-production could
also facilitate implementation of recommendations from other sections as well, by collaboratively producing research to bridge the science-action gap (Cooke et al. 2020). Next, we recommend that the
government and other research actors (such as funding agencies, academia, or NGOs) focus on issues
and topics that have emerged (or are being acknowledged) since the Pearse Report publication, such
as threats associated with aquatic invasive species (Mandrak and Cudmore 2010; Drake and
Mandrak 2014; Hunt et al. 2020), climate change (Ficke et al. 2007; Poesch et al. 2016), the role of
Indigenous governance and management (Popp et al. 2019), socioeconomic values of fisheries,
knowledge transfer/co-production, translating science into policy, recreational values (Skubel et al.
2019), and the role of community science/environmental champions (Taylor et al. 2012).
Additionally, modernization and paradigm shifts in science and research since the Pearse Report have
resulted in new and emerging scientific disciplines with greater appreciation of the role of human
dimensions (Bennett et al. 2017). We recommend taking an adaptive and agile approach regarding
emerging issues in the future, with the goal of government and other research actors facilitating the
frontiers of fisheries research by continuing to fund and facilitate the production of rigorous, scientific
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fisheries research. To produce agile and adaptive research, there is a need for greater reliance on foresight science, which is a systematic approach that draws upon different analytical and predictive tools
to provide insight about escalating and newly emerging trends (Cook et al. 2014). For example,
horizon scanning is designed to explore futures by systematically examining information sources to
detect early indications of development and change (Hines et al., 2019) to predict and prepare for
future challenges (Pérez-Jvostov et al. 2020). Next, the importance of funding stability and production
of scientific expertise should be emphasized in efforts to provide continuing support for research
despite government turnovers (Death of Evidence 2012). Specifically, the core funding scheme for
fisheries science within Canada (i.e., Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council of Canada
and Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council) should have funding safeguarded to ensure
foundational research remains supported under all government climates. Finally, we recommend
taking a more inclusive approach to science that includes Indigenous and experiential knowledge
and engages marginalized fisheries actors including women and racialized communities
(Chaudhury and Colla 2021).

Public participation
Summary
Pearse included 10 recommendations regarding public participation, which he organized into the four
themes: getting involved; the freshwater fisheries constituency; the participation record; and information, education, and communication. Pearse pressed for increased visibility for freshwater recreational
fisheries from all levels of government and outlined how participation programs could be “strengthened, especially through education, and communication”. In contrast to the 1980s, today’s availability
of the internet, digital communication, and learning has fundamentally transformed the public
participation framework. Overall, these recommendations require some updating and modification
to be relevant in today’s world.

Updated recommendations
To modernize Pearse’s recommendations, we suggest additional recommendations regarding public
participation. First, we propose continued efforts to find new ways (e.g., educational programs/
technology) to get the public interested and involved in freshwater issues to make fishes more
“visible” to Canadians to promote actions leading to the conservation of freshwater fishes (see
Cooke et al. 2013b). Second, we propose using technologies (e.g., phone apps; Venturelli et al. 2016)
and the internet to foster communication and promote involvement among groups that could otherwise not collaborate in person due to travel costs and impracticalities. Third, we suggest that governments continue to leverage technological advancements to make regulations more accessible,
attractive, and concise for anglers. For example, governments could use QR codes at access sites to
share only relevant regulations to anglers, simplifying the process of finding information. We also recommend the continued study and use of media platforms consumed by anglers to share fishing best
practices and regulations given the growing recognition of the importance of using informal channels
to enable responsible and sustainable fisheries (Cooke et al. 2019). It would also be useful to establish a
culture where anglers are also advocates and stewards for freshwater biodiversity more broadly given
that exploitable species depend on healthy and productive aquatic ecosystems (Cowx et al. 2010).
A recent analysis of the state of freshwater biodiversity in Canada (i.e., Desforges et al. 2021) revealed
that freshwater biodiversity is in remarkably poor condition in Canada, emphasizing the need for
engaging inland fisheries actors in the protection and restoration of inland ecosystems.
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Recommendations and conclusion
The Pearse Report represents a seminal piece of fisheries management and policy advice, which
remains important and topical to this day. There is continued urgency to resolve some of the issues
that were outlined in the Pearse Report; however, there have also been many challenges that have
emerged since the late 1980s. We have built upon Pearse’s initiative by providing additional recommendations for policy makers’ consideration toward effective fisheries management. Relevant to all
sections of the Pearse Report, we recommend that fishes, fisheries, and habitat should be managed
holistically, with clearly defined jurisdictions and co-management among provincial/territorial,
federal and Indigenous rightsholders and relevant stakeholders. Doing so will require additional funding given the gravity and scope of the task. Efforts to ensure that politicians and diverse publics value
inland waters and the fisheries they support are sorely needed (Cooke et al. 2013b). Additionally, we
emphasize the importance of transparent and agile research that focuses on disciplines that have
emerged since the original publication and onwards into the future. Specific research needs include
the human dimension of fisheries (including issues related to shared governance and better understanding the role of human behaviour), developing strategies to mitigate the introduction of aquatic
invasive species, and developing management actions that incorporate climate-change adaptation.
Further, we suggest that there be increased effort and funding for knowledge co-production, involving
interdisciplinary projects with diverse groups of actors including Indigenous Peoples, anglers, policy
makers, scientists/researchers, governments, and the public. We recommend using modern technological advances to support freshwater fisheries research (e.g., telemetry, eDNA, angler apps, drones,
transcriptomics) and management while enabling greater engagement with stakeholders and rightsholders in ways that are respectful and meaningful.
In addition to these specific recommendations, we also encourage efforts to better align with the UN
Ten Steps to Sustainable Inland Fisheries (see fao.org/3/a-i5735e.pdf). The Ten Steps are a template
for achieving a world where people can responsibly use freshwater ecosystems and their fishery
resources today and in the future (Cooke et al. 2016c). There are opportunities to downscale these
Ten Steps and apply them at national and regional scales, but something that has yet to be fully realized (Lynch et al. 2020). When combined with the Ten Steps framework and the Pearse Report, our
recommendations represent a starting point; however, we stress the need for more in-depth efforts
to review and improve fisheries policy and management in Canada.
Here, we recognized the importance of the Pearse Report and it was our aim to bring it to the attention of a new generation of fisheries professionals. Just as Pearse concluded his first report with a plea
to change Canadian freshwater policies to better serve “our children and grandchildren as well as
ourselves”, we offer our own plea; the development of a second, modernized volume of the Pearse
Report. Further, coordination of updates to both the scientific assessment of the inland fisheries
(i.e., the Beamish Report) and examination of management and policies (i.e., the Pearse Report)
would support the development of robust, inclusive and sustainable management strategies and policies for Canada’s inland fisheries for the next 30 years. These efforts should be inclusive with significant opportunity for diverse knowledge holders and resource stewards to offer their perspectives. This
should also be done at arms-length from government (but with government funding and information
sharing) to ensure objectivity. With much work left to be done to preserve Canada’s vast, yet increasingly threatened, freshwater fisheries for our children and grandchildren, it is our hope that the
considerations and recommendations presented here will contribute to sustainable and robust
management strategies and policies. We recognize this is but a first step and strongly encourage the
governments that hold ultimate authority for our inland fisheries resources to respond to our plea.
It is time again to rise to the challenge.
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