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ABSTRACT

Tidmarsh, W.G., J.H. Merritt, G. Bernier, J. Joza and S. Bastisn-Daigle.
1986, Fish Waste Disposal Practices and Options for eastern New
Brunswick. Can., Ind. Rep. Fish. Aquat. Sei. 176: 65p.

The study was commissioned by the Habitat Protection and Economic
Development branches, Gulf Region, Department aof Fisheries and Oceans. The
objective was to prepare an inventory of fish waste disposal practices and
processing methods in eastern New Brumswick, identify alternative options
for beneficial uses of fish waste, assess the environmental and social
implications of the waste disposal options, and establish research require-
ments to optimize the uses of this material. Current landings in eastern
New Brunswick are about 65,000 mt, Groundfish and pelagic species each
account for 28% of the catch., Shellfish comprise 44% of the landings. The
fishery is not expected to change substantially in futurs, About 33,000 mt
of waste are produced in eastern New Brunswick annually. Two-thirds is
produced in northeastern New Brunswick north of Miramichi Bay. Processing
is concentrated in the Caraquet-Shippegan-Lamdque area. One-third is
oroduced in the southeastern sector, principally by shellfish processors in
Kent and Westmorland counties.

On & regional basis, shellfish comprises half the waste volumes gener-

ated, pelagic species about 33%, and groundfish 17%, Shellfish waste is the

dominant component of the waste in both sectors. Sixty percent of the waste
is processed into fish meal and fish o0il by four reduction farcilities. The
remainder 1is discarded in landfills, or is spread on agricultural land., A
small but unknown proportion is dumped at sea. At present the single
largest problem is the uncontrolled dumping of shellfish waste on private
land near Caraquet, A former problem with shellfish and bloater wastes in
Westmorland County was essentially solved by the establishment of a meal
plant and disposal facility in the reqion in the early 1980's. The
remaining waste disposal problems in eastern New Brunswick reflect the
widely dispersed nature of the processing industry and the high cost of
transporting raw material for processing. Currently, waste processors can
sell all the material they process.

The review of potential alternative by-products indicated that produc-
tion of chitin and chitosan from shellfish waste, and fish silage from fin-
fish waste could alleviate the potential waste problem., Research and
development work would be needed to optimize the chitin extraction method to
maximize the economic return, while markets for fish silage should be inves-
tigated to determine the most suitable product. Manufacture of both
products would benefit the region by significantly reducing a major social
nuisance, and Lncreasing the economic return from the fishery.
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RESUME

Tidmarsh, W.G., J.H. Merritt, G. Bernier, J. Joza, et 5. Bastien-Daigle,
Elimination des déchets de poisson dans l'est du Nouveau-Brunswinck.
Méthodes actuelles et proposées. Rapp. can. ind. sci. halieut. anquat .
176: 70p.,

I

|

|

l
L'étude a été commandée par la Division de 1'habitat du poisson st 1la

Direction des ressources et duy développement de la Région du fGolfe,

ministére des Péches et des Océdans. L'étude avait pour abjet de répertorier

les méthodes d'élimination et de traitement des déchets de noisson utilisées

dans 1l'est du Nouveau-Brunswick, de désigner d'autres usages hénéfiques pour

les déchets de poisson, d'dvaluer les retombdes sur le plan sncial et

scologique des autres méthodes d'élimination des déchets de poisson et

d’établir les besoins en matidre de recherche pour maximiser l'usage des

déchets de poisson. Dans 1'est du Nouveau-Brunswick, les déharquements de

poissons se chiffrent actuellement & environm 65 000 tonnes métrigues (tm).

Le poisson de fond et les especes pélagiques représentent chacun environ 28

pour 100 des prises; les mollusques et les crustacés constituent 44 pour 100

des débarquements. On ne prévoit pas gue l'industrie de la péche changera

de fagon dramatique dans 1'avenir. L'est du Nouveau-Brumswick produit

chague annge environ 33 000 tm de déchets de poisson. Le nord-est de la

province, au nord de 1la baie Miramichi est cesponsable des deux tiers de la

production de déchets. Le traitement de ces déchets est surtout concentré

dans la réqion de Caraguet-Shippagan-Lamdque. Le dernier tiers de la

production de déchets revient au secteur du sud-est st il est surtout

attribuable aux usines de traitement de mollusques et de crustacés des

comtés de Kent et de Westmorland.

Dans la région, la moitié du volume des déchets est imputable aux
mollusques et crustacés, 33 pour 100 provient des especes pélagiques et 17
pour 100 du poisson de fond. Les déchets de mollusques et de crustacés
composent la majeure partie des déchets dans les deux secteurs de la
province. (Quatre installations de transformation réduisent en farine de
poisson et en huile de poisson 80 pour 100 des déchets. Le reste des
dechets est mis en décharge ou sert d'engrais pour les terres aqgricoles.
Une petite proportion indéterminéde est rejetée & la mer. A 1'heure
actuelle, le plus grand probldme demeure la décharge des déchets de
nollusques et de crustacés sur les terres privées dans les environs de
Caraquet. Dans le comté de Westmorland, on a résolu le probleme que
posaient les déchets de houffis et de mollusques et crustacds par la
création d'une installation d'élimination et d'une usine de préparation e
farine de poisson dans la région au début des années 80. Le probléme
d'élimination des déchets qui persiste dans 1'est du Nouveau-Brunswick
illustre les disparités de 1'industrie de la transformation et le oot élevd
du transport des matieres brutes en vue de la transformation. A 1'heure
actuelle, les transformateurs de déchets réussissent & vendre tout le
matériel produit.
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L'étude des autres sous-produits qu'il seraif possible d'envisager a
démontré gue la production de chitine et de chitnsane & partir des déchets
de mollusques et de crustacés st que la productinn de noisson ensilé a
partir des déchets de poissons osseux pourraient alléger quelque peu le
probléme que pose l'élimination des déchefs. I1 faudrait approfonrdic les
travaux de recherche pour perfectionner la méthode d'extraction de la
chitine en vue d'en maximiser le rendement économique et il faudrait aussi
faire enquéte aupres des marchés consommateurs de poisson ensilé afin de
trouver le produit gqui leur convient le mieux. La nroduction de la chitine
et du poisson ensilé profiterait & la réglon en augmentant le rendement
gconeminque de la péche et en éliminant par la méme occasion un "fléau
social".




PREFACE

This study was commissioned by the Department of Supply and Services
on behalf of the Fish Habitat Division and the Economic Development Branch,
Gulf Region, Department of Fisheries and Oceans to review the current status
of fish waste disposal and sorocessing in Eastern New Brunswick, identify
environmental and socio-economic problems associated with current practices
in the reqgion, and assess alternatives to make better and fuller use of
these wastes for economic, environmental and social benefits to the region.

The study was based on a review of fisheries landings statistics
supplied by the Department of Fisheries and fceans, a literaturs review,
discussions with officials in both the federal and New Brunswick govern-
ments, and interviews with selected plant operators and meal brokers.

The study had filve separate components:

- Identify current fish waste disposal practices in the different
areas of Eastern New Brunswick and any environmental or
socia~aponomic effects associated with these activitiess

- Identify current waste processing capacity and fish by-products
produced in the reqion;

- Review alternatives that may be available to improve disposal prac-
tices or enhance the value of fish waste products;

-~ Determine market and economic considerations assorcliated with these
alternatives;

- Identifyv research needs to improve waste utilization or disposal
practices,

The study was conducted by members of the following organizations:
Martec Limited
- Project Management and Social/Environmental Aspects

| Monenco Maritimes Limited
- Regional Disposal Practices

Seatech Investigations Services Limited
- Fish Landings and Peoduction Statistics

Canadian Institute of Fisheries Technology
- Fish Waste Processing Alternatives
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DPA Group
- Marketing and Lconomic Considerations

The report is presented in nine parts. Part 1 intraoduces the study
and deseribes the methodology used for the project. Part 2 describes the
current status of the fisheries in Eastern New Brunswick while Part 3 iden-
tifies the current waste disposal practices in the region, government regu-
lations controlling disposal and the social and environmental issues associ-
ated with disposal. Part 4 describes potential methods of waste processing
which have been used elsewhere and the uses to which fish wastes can be
put. In Part 5, research needs to improve waste utilization are identified,
while in Part & the economic and marketing aspects of fish waste by-product
are discussed. The envirommental and social costs and benefits of alterna-
tive waste utilization strategies are described in Part 7. In Part 8, the
disposal methods which are most acceptable from the environmental and
socio-economic points of view are described. A summary and conclusions are
cantained in Part 9.

The terms of reference for the study and tables listing landings by
month by fisheries district for groundfish, pelagic fish, as well as
lobster, crab and other shellfish species are presented in the appendices.




1.0 INTRODUCTEION

1.1 BENZRAL

Figs waste uhilization and dispzsal, and
the envirtanmental angd socin-ecznomic archlems
asgocisted with improoer practices, are inhsrent
mroblems wherever larqe scale fish pracessing
facilities are located. Betwesn 5 and &5% of
the raw Fish qoes ta waste dependimg upon the
oromessing nethod and the “inlshed product.

Fish waste disposzl can take twa forms:

~ Dumping of raw waste at sea, ar on land
in @ controlisd ar unzaontrolled manner;

- 2rocessing of the waste into bv-products
using 2 vaziety of mechanizal and chemi-
cal methods.

Bots farms of disposal are oracticed in
gastern hew Jrunswick at the present time.

The Tiar “Yabitat Division, Gulf Region of
the federa! Denartmen: af fisnerles and Oceans,
“oncton, in ecollehoratian  with  the Ecanomic
Develznment Sranch  initiated this  study %o
review presenrt fish waste managemenc practlces
in easterm New Brurmswick teo idenbify locatlions
waere environmental and sacig-economic orshlems
are being sxpzriznced and make recommendations
on aitermative msthods of Tish waste disposal oo
processing which may have futurs goonomic bene-
fits far the regiemn. The relativaly low orices
received for fish meal im oesh vears make this
review timely because processing slisrnabtlves
may Bave to bz found if fish meal production
becomzs easqomicelly uvnattractive.

The study arss covered 5 counties and 12
fisheries stetiskizal districts im morthere and
sastern MNew Brunswick administersd ny the Guif
Region af the Depactment of Tisheries and dceans
‘ses Figure 1}, For the purpose of this revisw,
the study area was divided into two sectors -
northeastern and  southeastern Mew  Hrunswick.
The dividing line was the Miranichi estusry.
Thig - is not  only & coovemlent  gecgrashic
demarcation point, hHub alsoc separates fisheries

‘and  fish preocessing  activities which  are

distinzative and have diffesrent typas of waste
dispozal problems.

In eastern MNew PBruaswWick She praslem =of
Fish weste managemat has been the sudject of a
Aarber of imvestinations.  Mast of the effart
has beer directed toward the %andling of liguid
and sclid wastes, amd odour probiems arising
from “ish prosessing and reduction planss in
Caraquet, Lam2oue, and Shippeoan. Thres studies
{Tanedian Plant ang FPzozess Dnoirearing, 1970
Shafner, 1970; Broderseon, 19731 have consideced
t»e in-plant iiquid waste management problems af
the largest processing {acllitiss ogeratling in
the recion. fAgcammendaticns  made  inoladed
imgraved sticuwater asnd blosd water recover:
practices, 2+3  oorrechk in-house anagement
sraciices to prevent  wastes  entering  tRe
grvironment, These studies did robt raview

prablems amssociated with selid waste mamagemant
and diszosal »nractices associated with  Tlish
ATORESS LMD .

The arly studies in eashern “aw Brunswick
griented towsrd the ransgement of aolid fish
waste have been carried sut in the southeastern
ggctor. 4 study of the waste disposel oroblems
ir Kant and Westmorland countiss was undertaken
by HaclLaren Atlantic {157 This investigatian
led to the estaslishment 2fF 2 shelilfish waste
processina  facility in ithe area which solved
this waste problem. The arobler of “loatar
{sa’t ocured herringd waste in the region,
however, has been of continuing ecncern and was
further investigated by Co-Fish  Consultants
{19843, These two investigstions have provised
considerstie  backoround information for  this
study, particularly for tha gautheastern
sectar. The overall marmagement of Tlsh wastes
in northeastern  New Brunswicx has nab been
considered previously.

The sacpe and approzch foo this review of
fish waste discosal oractices and optisns for
eastern MNew 2runseick and the contents cf the
repart are descrined in the fellowing sections
of the introduztiom.

1.2 SCOPE AND APPROACH

The terms of reference for the stody are
presented in Apmendix A, Specifically, the
sbjectives of the study were to:

1. DPrepare an invenioty of the ourrent
status of the fisheries and fish
processing weste disposal practices
amd  Sy-acodizl orecessing,  in the
stydy ares In order o dzfinme the
qensral  enviconmental  and socio-
[Elalalelelbd considerattons zggaciated
with fish waste disposzl.

?, Coneider =sltarmatives for ithe bens-
ficial disposal aor processing of Tish
nffal whick might alleviats currant
fign waste manesgament concerns inslu-
dingc  the identifiecstion af fuivre
resgzrch requiremante.

3, Review the scononic bhenefils whiech may
be derived as well as the social and
envirommental eancerns thab sheuld e
‘addrassed in order Lo minimize fubturs
fifficultizs.

To meet thass ohiectives, the study was
dividaed ints ihoee phasss as shown In Figure 2,
The First phase identified t»e current status of
the fisheries and fish wasts disoosal and
srocessing km t9e ragion, and Etne tequlations
covering waste disposal. The second ohase
covered szltsrnaiive methods of fish waste dis-
ngsal angd processing whisk might be beneficlally
anzlied Jn ezstern Naw Brungwiszw. The Fimal
rrage  incloeded the preparation of = list of
priopitiss oz dealirg with ideatifi=? waste
problers and researzh ngeds to exalolt patentizl
panportunities.
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ig limikad ko Lthe solld waste
3~ellfisn shelll orablems in
Tme liquid wastes, and

whlch have heen =2

Tis study
7i,2. Figh =»ffal,
arn New Srunswiclk.

are not conaiderss in datail.,  Asoscks eof these
arnblens have aeen studisd sreviously and can be

managed using  sxisting  Lechmelagy  (Richard,
5eTs., oMM, . Thase situatiors are localized
and raartiiy identifiable. “edaral and
Provincial regulatiors and gquidelines are in

3
place Far dealinc with these wastes should a

szecifiz n=ad arise.

Solid wasta manzgement and disposal, how-

gver, have reczivad only lirited attention to
date.  Traditionally much <f Zhe wastz has been
reduzss to fish meal and fish oil, and the

remzincer has been placed on farmer's “ields, oo
in land¥ills, rdoubtedly, some has also teen
gumaed at sea,  These aethods nave created local
snviroprantal amd socio-ecornomic agablems In the
past., The inmcressing snvironmental awarensss
and the recogniiicn that the wastss rzorssent a
ready nf arotein, has led to 2 nesd o
review areszrk  nmanagenznt and  Ldentify
aossiti=a s matimize beneficial uses of
the mate This study cznsiders the solid
waske problers in easters Mew  Srunswick  in
detail, and identifies =zhe lizuid waste ané
ar poahlems only  im the  zontext of  the
averall ey lrammental and social izsues
associated with Tish waste dizposzl in the study
ATEA.

SoOuUrcE
tha

ta

ha praject involved a detalled review

#g ghabtistics to datersainz the season
sristics of the fisharies within the
25 ang the wastz tvpes and wvolurmes
contacts  wit®  renulatory

b
al

Jirsct

am aposecistion of the magnitude 9F the Fish
waste disansal ssehlem and ts nighlight spezific
igsues, in the study acsa. At tme same time, a
literaturz review was confucted to abtzin the
latest  infarmation an wvarinas  fish  wasts
aracessas  ang  disposal methads  availzhle  to
arovide  backgraund  far the  assassnent af
aiterastive weihods.

The merketing and economic amalvsis was
an a review af e zurtent demand for fish
wastz prodoeis, nanely Fish and shailfish mezl,
and  Fish eil, and tre idemtificatiocn of new
oraduzks  khab  Srcokers indicate  are bzing
recieested. Twis analvsis has considered both
export  ogfportunitiss, import substifutio~  ang
qaw oraduzbs. Inport substitutiom considers
arafucts or markehks, within Mew Zrunswick, whicn

baser

could Ye suzplimd  locally instead of heing
arcught  in from  fareicn or othar Camadian
sources.

A najor orapartion of the time during Yhis
study was devoted to defermining the iypes,
valungs and location of wastes n the study
area,  This effort was needed, “ecsuze finfish
an?d  #=ellfish - waste 1s  low in wvalue apd

relatively heavy which makss Srarsgocbation of
raw =aterial castly, limibtinz the alizrnative

=

usages avallable for considerabian. This
arofile was develoned Jgsing 1985 olant czpacity

amd 1984 praduction  datz  fo  determine  Lhe
augnnitles of waste being crzated, and  Ihe
prasent nanaqeneit technlgues.

'=ing this ganzral appreach, it was
cogsibiz ko mnake an aooraisal af ke fish vasie

isposal situatian in easterm New Brumswick and
idenkify altsrnatives, which might ircrease the
: banefits and reduce or elizirabs
current  or  future environmenta ar sazial
orablems, asgsociated with fish wastz mamagemnent
in the study area.
L5 CONTENTS
45 indicated in the preface, Lthz csoork

containe nine parts; sach addressing one aspect
of thz study. In sech section, the ~ethodology
used, and zamments on tte ausliby of availsble
data and the lack of apprapriate infarmatien ars
prasented. This mas been dame ta keen thz
readsr aw nf  limitations that shoule e
apalizd o the interprztation of the data. In
an attemot 7 kesep “he document as concise as
possinle, apoendices have besn used Eo srasent
raw  data  not  directly pertinent 1o the
discussion In the main hedy of thes repart.

=g

2.0 CZURRENT STATUS aNg FUTURE TREMES

1M THE FISHIRY

This aart of the report describes the
curtent status cf The {ishary in the study arsa
imeleding current Figheriss management
nractices, anc mekes cormenis  about possible
future trends. It has besn iacluded to zut the

discussian of Ffilsh waste types and  wvolumes
within the r=giaon, irto oerspective.

“he discussion of cugrent btrards  is
grouped  lnto  groundfish,  pelagic  “ish, and
sh=llish. T4e sroupings are consistert with
those wsed oy the Economics Rranch of OF0 in
compiling landings statisties. Landings for

each grouo ars reporhted az “round welght", which
s the tohtal live weignt af the aroanisme.  This
apoliss =ven for spscies such as scallaops «hich
are landed as s semi-processed aroduct.

In thz greundfish and pelagic fish ecrouss,
indiviZual szecies sre only mentioned ir 9assing
hegause the  characteristics of wastes wilthir
gach Jroup a2re silmilar. Shellfish are described
2y soecies becsuss the waste manscemznt aonblems
asgociated with esch tyce are uriqus  eifher
spatially ar temporally.

A4lthauzh
are availabie,
define Lhe
generat lon,

the Zata for ifrdividual
grouninc  nakes it
annual  distributizn

spenies
gzsler Yo
of  waskta

Figheries management =cractices are also
identified inecluding the csgulations  usad
cantral fish lardincs in the study arsa.

imalications o ihese ar the seascnsl warishili-
tv  in fish wasie valumes  and  the  anowcts

available “or processinc inta by-oroducts ars

L
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considered.

2.1 GRONDTISE

The first soeclies group of concern  is
ground?ish  and  includes  only  marine  fish
gpeciss. Gpecies witnin this group include cod,
haddack, redfish, halibut, flounder, sale,
plaice, *turbot, poliock, hske, cusk, a1d cat-
figh., The landings of croundfish in 1983, 1584,
and 1985 {oreliminacy) ars shown in Tadles 1 and
2. A compariscn of these values with landinags
from the whale Canadiam Atlantic Coest are shown
in Table 3. The landings in Table 3 do nob
exartly contorm with those in the orevious
tehies but have besn included tc place the
lardings ir eastern New Brunswick ir perspee-

Tiva,

Landings by statistical distriet far the
three vears =re shown in Aopendixz 8. Tthese data
are decived from DD landings statistics. The
1983 data =re areliminszry. The aricinal 1984
and 1985 data are reported in kilagrams but havs
been convarted to metric tons in the appendices
fozr the sake of consistenzy,

The dats shows that landings in nnrth-
pagstern New Frunswick have wvaried betwesn about
13,900 and 17,500 =t aver the last three vears,
while, in  southzastern MWew Brunswick, they
varied between zbout %72 and 1,830 mt during the
game oerisd. Imn 1984, groundfish landings
renresented 29% of the catch in the northeastern
sector, whils only 13% in  southeastern  New
Brunswick {see Figure 3}, However, the lendings
in southzasters MNezw Arunswick were only 12% of
the Teaional total. The data in Tahles 1 and 2
show the differences in the groundfish lancdinas
a5 @ croportion of the total catch in each
gectar of ithe gtudy arza over the last thoese
y=ars. Lonsiderable annual variationm im grouad-
fish landings is apparent in both sectors but
the percentages cof the totsl anmnwal eateh do not
vary significantly.

Groundfish landings in eastern MNew Zrung-
wick represent anmly 2 to 3% of the total for the
whole Biiantic Coast (Table 3).

The dominant spscies is cod which repre-
sernted 73% of ths fotal landings in eastern New
Srunswick in 1983, Redfish and smzll “letfish
each rspressnt & to 10% of the landings, respec-
tively (DFO, 19B3:.

Seasonal trends in ground¥ish landings for
1953, 1584, and 1985 ars shown in Figures 4, 5,
ard 6, respectively. The raw dala [dpsendix 8)
shows that groundfish are landed during svery
nowth, aithough lamdings are very small betwesn
December and March. FPeak landings have occurred
in May over the last thrze vears but they varied
by almost 100% between 1983 and 1985, Landings
during Mav resached almost 6,000 mt im 1983, but
declinzd to a little over 3,000 mt in 1985 (pre-
liminary datal.  From June antil “Novemzer, th=
landimgs by month show a penerally daclining
trend Figurzs 4 n 5, Llendings during thess
monthe wvary hbstwesn sbout 1,200 and 2,400 mt.

—5

They wary conzidersbly between months frorm one
vear toc the next.

Withir the study arza, there is consider-
aklz wvariation in landings betwean  fisheries
districts. Oistricts 43, 63, and &7 im north-
esstern New Drunswick accoumt far o oabaot 55% of
the total grouwndfish landings in the study
area. These landings arsz made at Caraquet,
Laméoue, and Shipoegan itsze Figure *}.  In the
remeining districts, the landings vary consider-
ahly from manth to mortk and between  vears,
although the bulk of the landings tend to occur
from Jdunz  until Seatember {see fpoendix Bl.
Pespite  this  wveriability, th=  groundfishk
lendings ss @ aropartion of the =astern New
Brunewzck cateh remain relativelv comsiant,

In summary, arouncfish landings can be
described e highly concegvtrated around Cara-
quet, Laméque, and Shippegan. The remaining
zatzh is widely dispersed throughout the study
area. & review of the plant casacity dsta also
indicates that much of the processing of ground-
figh landed in other disiricts is carried out in
the Carasquet-Shipoegan area. Landinps and
pracessing are concentratesd within a smzll g2o0-
graphic area which would tens %o simplify waste
managemsnt .

2.2 PELAZIC FISH

The second soecles groun is termed pelagic
figh, Far the ourpases of this report, it
inctiades both marime and  amacromous  saeciss.
Within “his aroup are herring, mazckerel, gasper-
say, eel, Atlantic =almon, sme=lt, and cazelin.
The iandingz for the two sectors of the Province
for 1983 to 1985 are shown ir Tablez 1 and I,
Tae 1985 datz are prelimimary. More deteiled
data are presentsd in Appendix C, The nelagic
fisk landings comoared with the total Atlantic
Taast pelagic's catech for the study area, are
shown in FTable 3.

Pelagie fisn represent & considerably
greater percentage of the tatal cateh than
qroundfish  in southeasfern MNew Brunswick, but
are similar in the nertheast. In the southeast,
they have =scocguntsd far from 45 to 6%9% of the
catch {Table 2} over the last three vears as
comoared wiim 25 to 35% in the northeast (Table
13, However, the total lendings of pelagic
gpecies in the northeast ie wsually 2 to 3 times
greater than in the southeast. A comparison of
the 1984 pelagic lsndings in eash sechor is
shown in Figqure 3.

The landings of nelagic saecies in eastern
New Brumswick represent shoot 10% of the total
for Atlariic Canadse {Table 3. Herring is the
damingnt soecies rTepresenting sbout TE8% af the
total catzsh,  8Sbout kal® the nerzing catch is
usilized im the roe Tishery. [ %he remairinc
soecies, gaspereau and mackarel eash represent &
te 9% of the tetal landings, respactively.

The monthly landings showr in Tigures 4 to
4 suggest a oivwndal anaual disiribution. The
distributions are sssociated with two herring
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Table 1. Lerdings in aortheastern New 3Zrunswick by species group 1583-1985 and the percentags of
the total study area landings,.

Year Groundfish 4 Pelagis fish 4 Shellfisa 4 Total 4
(mt) (mt} (mt) {mt)

1983 L7, ATdL0 33 12,9264 25 22,308.C 42 52,708.0G B2

L1984 13,947.2 23 13,312,7 28 22,702.2 45 49,962, 1 78

19851 15,681,¢ 29 19,109.4 as 19,526.6 36 54,317.1 aé

Scurca: DFO annuwal landings Statistics.

HJote: 1., Preliominary data.

Taple 2. GLandings in southeastern New Brumswick by species group 1983-1983 and the parcentage of
the total study area landings.

Tear Groundfish 4 Delagic fish % Shellfish % Toeal %
{mt) {zt) {mt} {mt)

19433 1,603.4 iy 3,202.0 45 4,808.40 41 11,613.3 15

9B 1,849.6 13 7,3635.1 3l 5,079.3 36 14,291,0 22

19551 972.8 11 3,017.4 69 1,710,4 20 2,600.5 14

Spurce: DFO Anneal Landings Scatiscices,

Note: 1. Preliminary data.

Table 3. lLandings by species group in esstern Sew Brunswick {norzhesastern aznd southeastern lew
Frunswic« combined) compared with the Atlantic Coast.

18g2 1983
atlantic tagtarn New A Atlantic Eagsfern Lew 4
Coast Brunswick Coast Brunswick
{mtc} (me) (mt} (mt)
Grouwndfish 320,327 19,433 2 76A,131 19,235 3
Palagic fiszh 207,130 20,222 10 200,292 20,878 10
Shellfisn 175,155 35,148 18 142,016 26,991 19

Source: Canadian Fisheries, annual Ststistical Review, {anada Department of Fisheries and Oceans, 1333
P s
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TOTAL LANDINGS-48962.1 mt
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“igheries. The first peak ooours i1 May or
early Jume assnclated with the soring fishery
while the second sccurs in the Augest fo lztober
period =sszciated wits the asutumn fisherv.  The
arinzipal lanmdings in the spring herrinc fishery
are rzcorded i1 Minamichi Bay and the “erthum-
berlard Strait. “rom 7% toc 8% of the annual
lardings in  sautheastern New Brumswick ocouo
during May, Beginning in July, the landings in
northeastesn New Rounswick  beeowe  dominant,
Jver the last three vears, between 55 and 70% of
pelagic fish landings in the northeastern sector
have been madz in Districts &5, &5, and 67 - the
Carzquet and Shipoepan ares {see Figore 1),
Nigtzict 65, =lone has ezvounted far hetween 30
and  43% af the total annuoal pslagic fish
latdings in the study area. Az shown in Appen-
Zix C, the landings im these districts tend fc
be concentzated but the timing of peak landings
vary. For examole, in 1984, 49% of the total
aseiagic  landings in  Distrist &5  {Caraquet:
gzourced  in October, while 4%1% of the tal
landings in Distrizt 66 (Laméque) occurred in
August. Inm other vears, the lamdings have shawn
a mere even distribution within the general
bimodal annual pattern.

In %the gthar fisheries districts, the
marthly and annual pelagic lanmdings ere highly

variahle. This is particularly true in the late
supmsr  and  awtumn, =and during ths wiater
months .,

Thz reasons for this varisbility are
camplex and reflect bislogieal, reguiatory and
market 1nfluences. Nevertteless, the temparal
and gpetial wariability withis the study aresz is
higher than for graundfish and would tend to
indicate a -nore difficult  waskte management
nroblew.

2.3 SHELLFISH

The third species oroup is shellfish and
includes iobster, crab, shrimp, scallaps, clams,
and aysters. Looster and crab sre the dominant
species in the groua.

Landings stetistics for this species group
fer the 1983 to 1983 [preliminary data) psriod
in nmorthzastern and southeastern New Brunswick
are presented in Tables 1 and 2, respzetively.
Annual shellfish iandings fer the last 3 vears
are show in Tables 4. Momthly tandings by
district for lowster, crab, and other shellfish
are shown separately in Appendix 0. The lobster
and ereb ceta have Been gresented separstely
because the geasons are zlosely cantrollisd and
activity is intensive for 2 or 3 months each
year. [Other shellfish species have been grouped
:n Tabls 4 tc indicate thz telative proportions
they repressqt of the total shelifish landings
in each sectar.

Shellfish tend to be the dominant compas-
gnt of the lamdings in northeastern “ew Bruns-
wick, Over the last three years, shellfish have
represented 3§ to 45% of the catch. In south-
egstern Nzw Bounswick, over the same period, the
r=ported landings have varied bstwsen 20 and 41%

af the total, aithough the 1985 lonster landing
data are oreliminacy and are arabably subject to
adjustment. In 1984, landimgs in the southeast
rgategented less than 21% of the shellfish caton
in eastern “aw Bruaswick (see Figure 3.

Totel shellfish lendings in the study area
represent less than 20% of ths total landings
for the Ailartic Coast {Table 3). Oussn crad
landings in eastern MNew Brunswick, hawsever,
represent about 40% of the regionzl tutal, whiie
laibster lancings represent a=dout 7% of  the
total Atlsntic shelifish landings.

in esstern “ew Brurswiclk, crab landings
reoresenting sbout 83% of ths total shellf!
landings., Almost the entire zatck (about
ig landec at Shipzegan ar Laméoue. Lobst
landings are qenerally about 5C%  higher in
southeastern Mew Brunzwiszk than the northesstern
sector {see Teble £33, Taey are the dorminant
element of the shellfish landings in south-
gastern MNew FBrunswick. The lobster landings
showr im Tahle 4 indicats a decline in the 1985
cateoh  in southeastern MNew Brurswick compzared
with 1934, These data werz preliminary and
Sirine {pers. comm.} has indicated that 1935
landings in fazti exceeded the 1984 cetzh.  Othes
shellfigh landings in the study ares includz
scalloos, shrimo, and ovsters in the norihesst
ang sczllops and clams in the southeast.

T

1 e

The seasonal distributions of catzh shawn
in Figures & to 6 revesl the seasonallty in the
lobster and crab landings. The himodality in
the lobster catches reflects ime fackt that there
are two Fishing seasons in eastern Naw Brunsweick
- ons in Mzy and June, the other im Auzust to
garlv Octobzr, The crab landings are comcenira-
ted in fo , May, and June with only insignifi-
cant landings from August until Octeber. The
raw landings data (Aopendix D} reveal that lobs-
ter landings are relatively evenly distributed
throughout the study area although the averags
landings are higher ir the southeastern fighesr-
ies districts.

Landings of "ather shellfish" are domins-
ted by shrimg larcdings in Zaraquet {District 45)
iFiqure 1) “reom May until Octaber. They account
for sbour 50% af the other shellfish catch in
the =tudy 4drea. In %me sputheastern sectnor,
spalinn paetzhes in May and June zre responsible
for the bulk o” the lendings.

ir zummary, the landings statistios revesl
large seasonal wvariations ir shellfish catchas
in eastern New Brunswick. The largest landings
peowr in May and June and are small from Decem-
ber until April. The patterns result frorm the
seasans imposed on the lobster and, orab Tisher-
igg im the study area., From the paint of view
of tris study these species are of orims concern
becauss prozcessing activities imvplving these
species omroduce the majority of the shellfish
wastes im eastern New Srunswick.

Z.4  FISHERIES MANAGTMENT

1
w3
0

The menagement of all commercial  fi
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landinge in eastern “New Brunswick is the =-essan-
sibility of e ferderal covernmant. The fisher-
ies are contrallec by five mechanisms - ouctas,
s=asons, &rea closures, fishing licenses, and
specimen  size limits {=.g. lobster carspace
lengini.  Thz landings of all “he major speciss
with the expeption af ziams are regulated,

Juatazs for individual spezies are set
annuzlly, Seasons for fisheries can be soecifi-
=d i(sze Tablz 5! or thay may be imposed at ths
digcretion of the Minister. Areas may be speci-
fied as fully or partially elosed to conmtrol the
size of vessels or gear types used fo explolt a
stock, oo protect a stock at g =ensitive stags
in its life cvcle., Fishing licensss are used o
controal the number and sizs of vessels operating
in  specific fisheries, while specizen size
limits are used to control the minimum size of
organisms landed., Size2 contral is particulasly
impartant in the lobster fisherv.

Ail the groundfish activity, with the
gxceoiion of the haddock fishery in Gulf waters
sdjacent ta New Brunswick is comtrollsd by annu-
al quotas set for NAFOD* divisions and subdivi-
sions. These guotes are subdivided by gear type
and can be adjusted depending on bislogical
advice and manasgsment decisions.  Thare ere Ao
seasanal clesures.

french fleets, aperating in the eszstern
Gulf and Cabot Strzit arez under treaty, have a
aroundfish guota. In ¥985, it was set st 13,500
mt. These fisheries are, however, remote from
eastern MNew Brunswick oorts, and any resductions
or reallocstions of the foreign quotas zre un-
Yikely to  result in  incrzased  groundTish
lzndinzgs in the study aresa.

Fisheries far pelagic spesies are
cantrolisd by ssasons, guotas, and gsar tyvoe.
Herring, mackerel and tuna are controlled by
quotz and season, Canelin ere caontrollsd by
arnual aguotas while the eel, gaspereau and shad
fisheries are controllsd by season. Seasons
vary witn location and pear tvpe within eastern
MNew Brumswick but general pstisrns are indicated
in Table 5, The landings from figheries
controlled solely by sszason are relatively amall
and because of the processing metnhods used for
these soecies, wastes wolumes qgenersted are
small. Any changes in open seasans ar implemen-
tation of alternative regulations would not sig-
nificently alter cateh or atfect waeste wvolumas.

Thz herring fishery 1s controlled by twc
gepargte seasons and  quatas: ane  covers the
spring, while the second covers the f2ll fisher-
iem, In 1984, totsl quotas for Distrizt 4T were
used but  these were subdivided into defined
areas of the Gulf in 1985,

Manioulation of ogquotas or charges  in
palizy towards the species has had a significant
influence on this fighery in the aast, In 1970,
bafore ehenges wers made in federal fisteries
peiicy to diszourage the prectize of catching
herring strictly far fish meal, landings in
Districts 55, 66, and 57 alone =xceesded 84,000

* Northwsst Atlantic Sisheries Organization (NAFOQ:

matric tons (Brodersan, 1973}, Im 1983, tae
tatal landings for easte-n New Srunswick were
only 15,377 msiric fams. The reduszed zatches

‘have resulied in the clasure 2% “wo mzal plants

i= the Snippzgen - Carzguet arszez.

Within the shellfish arous, crab, shriop,
and scallaps “ave generally besn regulated by
quata, althouch in 1984, a 10 week sesson was
glso  impaosed o thz  queer  crzh fishery.
Lobster, and ovsters, are controlled by s=zason
‘see Table 3!. Commercial mussel *arvesting is
banmed except with special perrmits and loczal
zlam fisheries closures may bs  impossd  for
health reasons,

in edditien to the regulations on the size
avd timimg  of  landings, tve  fighery is
controlled by Zimits imposed gn lizenses avall-
able for different fisheries. Ths fishinc 7leet
is stable at oresent. Licenses have been frozen
for the last four vears and it is umlikely that
fleet sizz, or the catching capacity in the
various fisheries, will be allowed to drastical-
lv inmcreass in the foture.

2.5 PRIBENT STATUS AND FUTURE TRENDS

This sectisn summzrizes “he present status
af the fisheries in eastern %aw Brunswick and
containe a2 brief dlscussion of future trends.
It has bhesn inmzluded te indizais any possibie
changss in landings which may 2fezt waste tvpes
and volumes in the futyre,

The eastern New Zrunswick martine figheriss
can ke deseribed as mature.  Since 9B3, total
landimgs in esstern New Zrounswick have zangsd
zetween &0 ang 65,000 metriz tons. Within the
study =2res, the distribution of the landinos has
also remainzc relatively the samz wits abaut 80%
2f thz to:tals ecourrimg in nmarthessisorn New
Brunswick, =snd the remeinder in Z4e southesst
{Tigure 3. 4mong  the species grouos, the
landings also have remainzc fai-ly constant fror
year to vear (see Tablas 1 and 2},

There is 1little po*ential for signiicant
inzreases in lendings from existing fisheries
because 21l availabls resources arz excloitfed to
their optimur yield. Soms increases mpay arise
as  stocks rejuvenate  but  thare are no
significant underutiliized species  available
which ecould gavse landings to rise. It wauld
not appear that reallocation of existing Fareion
fleet quotes would susport increased activity by
vessals Dasad in eastern Mew Bounswick.

Inerssases in landings may occur if messsl,
ovster or salmonid agusculture a-e agoressively
pursued im the study ares. Eastern “ew Bruns-
wick is npt a favourable site for sea-reared
salronids because isthal winter temperatures are
consistently enzauntered in the waters af the
Gul® of St. Lawrence, Cultured mussel or oyster
production could be insreased., Both %hese spbec-
iee ars, howsver, shisped live srd any wastes
assaniated with these operations would bz small.

In  considering  future tremds in th

o
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gastes~n New Brunmswick FTisheries, it 1s appsrent
that sizes of availahle Fish stocks will deter-
mine the landiros. There are unlikely to be any
requlatory charnges that would rcavse a eignifi-
pant increase in the totazl landings in the fish-
2TV, Palicy chasges could, however, signifi-
cantly reduce the landings as wes evident in the
midg-1%70s whern the herring Tishery was changed
from a meal to a fosc fisherw. Given these
probable trends, it iz nob expected that waste
types end volumes would changz substantially un-
less market fornes dictated a majior change.

Seme reduction in shellfish wesies may he
pxperienced if the prese=t trend from crab meat
=g rrad  sections  and  clusters continues
(Michaud, bpers. comm.l. A lower deman? for
Ferring roe in the Japanese market may lead to
smaller wolumss of waste associated with this
“isherv. However, oiven the diverse nature of
the Fish processing industry in eastern New
Brunswick, waste valumas should not chanoe sub-
stantially in the future. Juantities of waste
tvoes mav flustuate, but the present amourtis
wauld apzpear to be good estimates o maximna to
usz in assesaing the overall fish waste manage-
went situstion im the region at seessnt, and in
tme faresesakle future.

3.0 TURRINT WASTE DISPOSAL PRACTICES

Fish srocessors in sastern hew Brunswick
praduce 2 varisty of fish preducts from the var-
ious fFinafisk and shellfish speeiss landad in ths
region. Processing leads te fresh and pleckled
fish wastss that must be discarded either by
dunpiag or processing into a useable hy-zroduct.

In #3984 thare were 117 registsred proces-
snrs anc fish deslers ops-ating in eastern MNew
Arunswick., Their distribution within the region
is shawn ir Figure 7. 2F thess, 13 fagilities
desl im gvsters or live lobsters and have no
anpraciable wastz.  No dats for six mlanis wers
available fraom thz 270 plant capscity statis-
tics, hu:t these are small Facilities and are
thougrt to deal mainly in Yresh and live sea-
foods, again resulting im litbIs apporeeianle
waste. This leaves 98 Tisn arocessing facili-
ties from which wastes are producsd,

With tne excection of landed fish which
have been deemed uafit far srocassing i~te human
“gnd and condemned, thers are no specific data
o fish wastes by volume gr Type available from
sastern “aw Rrunswick. To obtain an estimate of
current  waste wolumes and  ivfnrmation sbout
waste managenent practices in the sgtudy area,
twa sgurces of informaticn were usezd. The prim-
arv scurce wes the alant capacity stetistics
availishle From the Ecoromice Branch, D70, Gulf
Fegion. The secand sourcs was anecdotal infer-
retion obtained from the Inspection Zranch of
7, 3ulf Regiom as well as plant operators and
nzraonnz2l  associatad with  the  New  Brumswick
Depariment of Municioel Affairs and Envizonment.

To estimate the types and volumes of Fish
waste, the 19324 plant production or 1983 capsci-
ty figures avazilshls Ffrom the Plant Cspacity

Statistice were convertes into waste wolumes
ueimg the conversion faztors shown in Table A
Thege factors represent the fraction of the
oricinal round weight of an organism wsed in the
finished arcduct. The remzinder of the croanism
ig waste, They were derived from the jilerature
{Waterman, 1979, an¢ Mr. John Merrit: {sers,
comm. ., Thzse represent what ars consicered to
be reasonabls aversges of otilization of differ-
ert species groups upon which ta estimate waste
volumes., The caiculated wvolumes, however, are
subject to several sources of arror,

1. Mgierizl discarded prior to processing
imeluding any mortalities amang live
shellfish after landing could not ke
determined,

2. Varlatisns in processing practizes
witth fresh fish =&t different olants
mav lead to varistions in the amount
of waste for a similzr 2ooduct.

3. Groundfish offal dumpez at
ts landirc canngt be detaprmined.

&, GSeasonal changes in the zendition of
finfish and shellfish may lead to
smaller or larger propactians  of
waste,

5. &% 33 Facilities, moce than ane method
of waste dispcssl was identified 1.e.
landfillimg versus processing. This
resulted in having to allocate  how
gach waste was harcdled. Ragzd on
locel aractizes, is most cases it wes
anparent haw this allzecatien could bz
made but in cthers, it was not, and
the alloczbion was arhitrary.

6. Inaccuracies in planmt record kesping
may result in undersstimztes of wastes
genzrated,

Spenifiz facilities could not he identi-
fied im the plant capacity date as supplied oy
Fisheries amd Jeeans ‘hecause of prapristary
rights. Therefcre, it was net oossible Lo elim-
inate sars of these sourcez of errar.

As a result, the figures presented In the
following subsections can be considered repre-
sentative 27 the waste wvolumes =and types in
zastern “Wew Brumswick, but care shoueld he taksnm
in their uss. This is corsidered =zcephiable
becacee the waste tvpes and volumes wiil Tlucthu-

te in ths fuiure depending upon  qguotas,
Landinas, and markst conditlions for the wvarious
species exploited in the fishery.

Ir the following sszctions the fish waste
“igures nmenerated from the individual plant
canacity and protuction <ats ars presented by
Figmeries district. Thase  Tigures have been
further arouped to show weste charactzristics in
Aortheastern  amd  southeastern YNaw  Brunselicl

szaarabely,
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3.1 WASTE VOLUMES AND TYPES

. The sstimsted “ish waste by spacies Jroup
and by wvolumz, from fisheries districts in
~srtheastzeor and sautheastasn New Jrunswick are
ghewn in Tables 7 and 2, respectively. The cal-
rulated waste valumes In northeasterm New Bruns-
wick are about twice 25 largs as those In the
sautheastarn gecter. The total calculated waste
volume for both szectars is about 33,200 ot or
ehout 51% of the totzl landings in 1984.  The
eztimated fish waste oroduction v sector and
species eprave in 1284 is shown in Figure 2.

THege walumes  renresent &' o2f 0 Lhe
landings in %he northeastern sector aad ahoul
A3%% im souiheastesn New Brunswick. The oercsn-
taae volumes for southeastern Hew Brumswick are
Aigrer berause alants in this reglon  imoort
larce amounts  of <rab and lebster for
DrOCEs8ing.

’n nmartheastern Mew Brunswick, an estima-
ted 21,500 =t of Fish wastz are gererated annu-
1ly, Amout 854 af this material comes from
“4istricts 65 and A7, Grocndfish acecount far 23%
of the waste, pelacic fish 38%, and shellfish
21% {Figur= 5;. In sautheastern MNew« Arunzwick,
abeout 11,700 mt oF Fish waste is generat=d annu-
ally {Tablz 8. 0Ff this total, 48% is shellifizh
waste, 27% is from pelagic species, and only 5%
comes from groundfish (Figure 8%, Im ealsula-
ting the waste walumes, it iz uncertain exactly
haw much of the herring takern in the roe fishing
is actually zent ta waste, and hew much is sent
to other orecessors For 9ait, marinating, or
amoking.

The caleulation of waste fram herring ros
aroduction is based on Figures “rom the clant
capacity statistics and is shown in Table 9.
Wastz is assumed to bz thz differencz bhebwezn
tha caw herring recuired for the amount of zoe
oroduced and other herring groducis produced 9y
cne zlant. The excess herring must be ftrans-
ported to sther srocesasars, or discardec. Tha
caleulations suggest that there is a gsignivicant
variatinon in sacondzry  producticn of herring
aroducts associated  with  the rToe  fishery,
Caleulations shown in Table 9 sungest that the
in-alant  gercentage  3f  secondsry  ubilizationm
varies widely. This wariation ig apparently
related mainlv fa lobster bait requirements.

in northeasiern New Jpunswick, the most
gignificant ampunts of waste in each specles
catzgory arg procducsd in districts 4% and £7
{Figure 7., With the exceptiaon of pelagic fish
wastes cenerated im District 70 [Figure 7!, “he
remaining districts in this sector produce
wasies of less than 520 mt within each qroup.
Tatal wastes generated inm each  of  these
districts is estimsted to be less than 1,000
mt annually.

Razed an D.F,Z3, 1985 prelinminary landinags
statistices for northeastern  Mew Brunswick,
groundfish discarded at £he wharf comprised less
than % 2f the total landings, while 3% of the
pelagic species landings were judged to be unfit

8-

Far hwman fansgnpbian.,

Wastz vaolunes as = percantage of landings
are significantly higher i southeastern Asw
Frunawick. Im 198%&, westss comprised in excess
of 3C% of the tetal landings. This angmaly
arises for Lwo reasons:

1. A significant arount of crah, _lobster
angt herring is  importzd fFrom necth-
=astern Kew Brunswick, MNaova Seohbia,
and Prince Edward TIsiand, for pro-

-

cessing in District 78 [Fiqure 7).

2. A substantial clam processing industry
im Cistrict 77 (Figure 7) results in
the generation of s disprapactionately
large valune af waste, celstive ta ths
nroduct producad.

Two districts, 77 and 78, account for over
B0% of the wastes generated in the southeastern
sectar. Grountfish wastes account Far abaub 3%,
aelagic fish ahout 27% and shellifish =zboet 462%
of the wastes [see Figure R}, In sauthzastern
Mew Brunswick, a nmuck smalleT wmraportion of
mecrring taken in the -oe fishery is apparently
utilized for secordary products {(Table 3:. If,
as indicated in Tatle 9, herring identified as
surplus to a pracessor’s nesds are mnb discsrded
but are in fact wusec by athsr progessorcs, the
aelecin fish waste is reduced by over 50%, and
ghelifish wastes reach in excezss of 75% of the
secksr total.  Michasd Toers. comm.) indicatsc
thet a few of the roe progduzers in Districk 73
‘Figure 7! are row sellino some ar =211 of the
fizh carcaszes For bloater [haed emokaed “ersing)
arpduction; =o the wastz wvolumes mav have 2z2en
significantiy reduced sircs 1734,

Floater peoduetlon waste manzgement has
been a zcantinuing concern ts ecrovincial eaviron-
ment officials {Richard, pers. ceam.? since
1980, 3lostsr oroduzbion in 1924 2z skown in
Taebi= 10, Usinmg 5% wastage “or round bleaters
and 474 for filleted fish, the takal estimated
waste volume i about 800 mt (see Table 10!.
The 3% figurs has been adapted bssed on the
results of the Co-Fish Consultants {(1%84) report
which indicated fthat 2 wastage figurs of 0%
{Maclaren, 1979) would apoear to be sxaggerated.

Most bloater wastes are asscciated with
filleting operations. In 1934, it has besn
2stimated that aporoximately 75% cof the wastes
arise from this source desaite the fack Ihat
only 18% of totzl production is dzvated %o
fillets.

Tabie 11 shows the number of processors
aoroducing wastes of each tvpe in each fisheries
district in eastern Mew Brumswick. Analysis af
the plant capacity statistics reveal that 35
arocessors produce groundfish wastes, 80 produce
peianic fish wastes, and 45 produce shellfish
wastas, SRout pne-half of  the processors
produce mare than ong  tyoe of waste. The
velune of wastes gensrated by bproduecsrs show a
wide variation withim and between digtrigts Far
all gpecies qroups. Median wastz volumes have
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Table 8. 3Zstimated annual average waste volumes by species group from producers in southeastarn
New Brunswick.

By district

Dstrice Groundfish Pelagic fish Shelifish Tatal %
(mt (mt) {mt) (mt)
73 &5 1,552 3 1,623 14
(1,342)!
78 143 &0 658 861 7
77 67 302 4,452 5,02 43
78 345 269 2,872 4,186 6
80 - 258 - 25 1
By Group
Total 621 3,112 7,987 11,720
Percent 3 27 48

Figures based on DFO Plant Capacity Statistics from 1984 and 1985 (preliminary).

¥ota: 1. Fstimated wasts From herring roe producticn in District 73,

Teble 9. Estimated apnual herriag roe produstion in eastern New Brunswick.

Preoduction Herring In-plant Non—utilization
District RHoe Milt Total required for utilizatiom Zor Amount %
production cthaer productsz
(mc} {mt) {mt ) (mt ) {mt) b (m}
kortheastern 55 i133.8 16.8 151.1 2518.3 142%.0Q 37 10859.3 43
_ Sectar
) 67 68.0 - 58.7 124,75 082.53 301.4 14 1781.1 86
Southeastern 73 98.4 ~ 85,4 1640.2 0&.0 7 1532.2 93
f Seator
i 78 3.8 12.1 17.9 0.4 41541 - -

| - " . -
| Figures generated from DF0 Plant Capacity Statistics from 1984 and 1985 (preliminary).
2. Amount of utilization of herring for other products, including bait, ia the same facilicy.

Table 10. Estimatad zmnual bloater preoduction and estimated bloater waste volumes in eastern
Few Brunswick.

Notes: 1. 3Sesed on a roe to round weight ratioc of .06,
]

Fisheries Round Filleted
District Production Waste Froduction Waste Total Waste
(mt) 81 (me) {mt) {me)
B3 45 2 - - 2
76 - - Z25 467 467
E 77 66 3 3¢ 27 3G
78 3,341 167 1ce 96 262
20 334 17 15 13 30
31,786 189 678 603 7581

Figures generated from DZ0 Plant Capacity Statisties from 1984 and 1983 {preliminary).
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4zen used to snow At which end of the scale the
bulk of praoducer wastes oecur in zach  group
wWithin eash districk. This inmdicates whether
the wastes are produced by 3 number of smaller
goeratars or by just a few larger ones. Tor
example, in District &6, six shellflst

h praces-
sars produce 517 mb of waste sut almost all of
it is produgced by one prac=Essar.

The figures in Table 11 revesl the number
of processars and diversity of sizes of facili-
tiss oroducing flsh wastes in eastern New Bruns-
wick. They arovide same appreciation af ihe
camplexity of the fish wastz management issue in
the study area.

3.2 DISPOSAL SRACTICES

Fish was%2 disposal cractices in sastarn
New Rrunswick have been determined fram informa-
tion available in the plant cepacity statistics,
and aneccotal sources. Tableg 12 shaws thes
nurbes of aoroducers using different disposal
methads for different types of wastes in each
Fisheriss district. Distances travelled to
dispase of the wastes are alsg indizeted. Tabla
12, however, does nat show any wastes disposed
af by fishermen befare landing or fransooriation
0 a3 processing facility {i.2. hesding and
qutting at sea, Llilegal dumping st wharves!.

ineadoizal reports shout methods used by
individual processcrs were reported by Daneault
‘pers. comm.) and Sirois (pers. comm.}. This
imfarnation (s=e Tabkle 13} cannot be dirsctly
compated with the Flant Capacity Statisties
hecause “he numbers of plants identified are not
identical. Hgwewer, this information has been
imvaluahls in determining amy geographic trends
in disposal methods which might he of assistance
in planning futuge cdispeosal strategiss.

Fagh af the dispasal methods wsed in thz
study area sre described nalow.

3.2.1 Landfill

Lendfili is a aoilective term used %o
describe fish wastes whizh arz dumoed in muni-
cipal or orivate fumpsites, or are saread an
farmers' fields or abandored scricultural land,

lLand-based disoosal of fish waste 1s
aoracticed in every fisheries distriet in sastern
Hew 8runswick where arocessors are located. The
data indicate that 52 orv abgut hslf the proces-
sors, larmdfill all ar part af their wastes
{Table 12%, A4s shown in Table 13, lend disonsal
is much more prevalsni among the orocessors in
ggubheastern Mew Brunswick. In three districts,

4, 75, and 77 {Figure 73, all arpressors land-

fiil their wasiszs. The wvolumes in  thsss
distriets ranged from apout 900 ta about 5,000
metric  tons, af - the 5,000 retric  tons

discarded, in District 77, over 50% cof the
wastas are mollesc shells,

In e zemzining districts, the osreentangs
af wastes landfilled ramge From 3 to &9%,  Al-
though the relative percentages landfilled in
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Districks 65 znd 57 arse lowss, the valumes 3,528
mt and 1,350 at, cespeetively, are "igh  and
-~epresent  atauk AC% of  the  tetal  waste
lancfilled in £he study arsa.

Hauling distancss for land-based disposal
of wastas reached 30 km ir szome cases, but
distamces bevond 20 4m from plant to disposal
site are the exczptian,

In eastern Mew Srunswick, solid fish
waszes are currently dumped:

- At designatezd aunicinal cr provincisl
covernment dumpsi

~ &% orivate dumpsites;
- 0On sgricultural land:
- Over ithe wharf,

Municipal oz Dapartment of Transportation
dumps used by Figh processors are described in
Tzble 14. 7Tre five sites were identified based
on the informstion supplisd 9v G. Sirsis {a=rs.
corm.: snd L. Daneault {pers. coam.}. One is
lacated in nerthesstern New Srunswick, while
four are locatad in the southzastzrn arsa. &
*otal of 23 processors dump st these facilities.

These desigmated dumping facilitizs ave
Aot closely manitared by the ooeratsss and they
have been the causz of odour amd ver~in problems
in the wast. In 1985, z processor locatsd in
District &4 came under rconsiderable pressurs
fram pravincial authoritiss. The company was
discarding fish wastes, first at a municipal
dunp, and later in a rock quarry designatec as a
Zump site, in an unacgeptasle wanner.  Odour and
aesthetic considsraticns foreesd the apsrator to
cesse dumnging at the municipsl facilitv, Probe-
lens  with uncontrolled  demping  in the rtock
gquarcy csntimued until the operatar want gut oF
Fusiness.

4 longer standing problem  which still
remaing only partially solved is t-e disposal of
shellfisk and blaoater wastes 2% a “ocmer dump
gsite operated by the Department of Tramsporta-
tian at St. Andcd inm Disteist 78, In the late
1970's, adour  and aesthetic corsiderastions
caused comsiderable public oretest and an inves-
tigetion was launched in 1979 to svaluatz the
sroblem. A report f{Maclaren, 1979) considared =
number of altaerpative solubions and recomended
that:

- 4 ogroecessing facility be establisked in
the immediate area for shelliish wasie;
and

- A ghilled temoprary storage Facility oe
sstablished Zo hald Finfish wastss uptil
they could be =zognomically fransported
Lo aroecessing facilities 1 the -grth.,

Ditimately, the St. Ardré dump was closed anc a
farility to process snellfish wastes was esiszh-
lished at Zotsford Foriace.
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Tgzble 13. Waste disposal practices at fish processing facilities producing wastes in eastern New

Brunswick.
DISPOSAL METHOD
DISTRICT WASTE
TYFES iand Filled
Processing Putlic Private Jther
64 Groundfish 1
relagic fish 1
Shellfish 1
&3 Groundfish 4 2 1
Pslagic fish 9 & 1
Shellfisn 3 3 1
Shrimp 1 Dunped at
sea
66 Greoundfish L
Pelagic fish
Shellfish 1
67 Groundfish 4
Pelagic fish 4 4 Bait
Shelifish 7
58 Groundfish 2 1
Pelagic fish 2 1
Shellfish 2z 1
70 Groundfish 1 3
Pelagic fish 1 2
Shellfish 1 4
73 Groundfish 3
Pelagic Eish 4
Shellfish 1 1
76 Groundfish 7
FPelagic fish 5
Shellfish 3 2
77 Groundfish 1
Pelagie fish 1
78 Groundfish 3 2
Peiagic fish [ 3 24
Shellfish 6 i
10 Pelagic fish 2
Shellfish 1

Sgurce: . Sireis, pers. comm.
=. Daneault, pers. comm.
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4n emtirely satisfsctory salutian to the
tloater waste proslem has naver been achievad
despite considerable effors on the nart 29 the
provinze (Rizhard, oers. comm.:. At oressnt,
mast of fhe bloatsr waste iz accepted at &
commor disposal egite for a fes and is sprsed
aver ahandoned agricultural land, but  some
rroducers refuse to pay the fee and duma st
orivate sites slsewhere {Richard, osTs. comm, ).

The liccatioms and  actual numbers  of
private dunps used for fish waste disposzi iIn
gestern MNew fruaswick are mot known. Accordinc
to Sirois and Daneault {pers. comm.: apprTaxi-
mately 13 private dumns sz-e used in thz study
arga inmzluding the privetely opersted common
disposal site at Botsford Portage., Permits are
not reguired to dums fish wastes.

17 mortheastern New Brunswick, significant
volumes of shellfisn wastes, particularly from
produzers ir District 45, are dumo=zd om private
tand, buried and left to rot. The oratlam
apozars to be related to cost. D'Eatremant
{pers. comm.! sujoested thst the cost of pro-
cessing [$#8&/mtl was a factor contributing to
tne shellfish wasie diszoszl prablem. These
costs led to the plant at Lamégue prosessing
gaout 300 to 3530 mt of shellfish westes in 1285
to esse the waste rproblem and selling the
oroduct, essentially to cover the costs ef hand-
ling and processing the waste materizl.

I»n  northeastern MNew Brunswick dunping
herring waste cn farmers' fields has been 3 long
standing practice. Herring makes exczllent
fertilizer providec the applicatiorn rate is kept
o a reasonabls level. &t aresent, She main
difficulty is that oiles of fisk as much as 1 nm
deep arsz left in the fields. Twis practice
maxes it J4ifficult %o proserly plough 1 the
carcasses tc arevent major odour prablems and
vermin attraction {Danzauli, pers. corm...

ftandfiliing of fish wastes is wide-spread
in mastern New Rrunswick ab present. Approxi-
mately 4% of the fish processing wastes are
land disposed, divided almost egually betwesn
dump sites amd privete land. Tne volumzs of
wastes discarded by srocessars vartizs from sbout
1 o over 1,900 metric tons per year. The nast
concentrated land-bassd disposal of wastes is
arcund Caraguet and Shippegan.

tandfilled fish waste has caused 2 number
of iocal pratblems in the past. Currently, land-
filling shs2lfish westes in the northeast and
bloater wastes in thez souvtheast are the major
=oncerns in the study area. Proper dispossl of
herring on agricultural land is not a serious
environmental or social coneerm, bubt it seems
that a more heneficial use could be made of *his
ressuTe.

3.2.2 Dumpinz ah Ses

dumping fish waste at sea is not legally
cracticed ny land-based processors in the study
area althougt localized dumping by some prosss-
SOTS may 0oour,

Wasies routinely, end leoally, dumoed =t
sez inmclude shrimp weste, scallop shells, anc
viscers, ant same groundfish offal, Between 75
znd %] metric tons of ghrimp westes are discard-
2qd et sea a3 a result of on-board orocessing by
a wvessel operating out af Caracuet. These
wastes are discarcded in fhe central and nertheon
Gul®, and off Cape Breton wnere the shrimp fish-
ary 12 zoqcentratad. 2ased on 1984 scallon
landinge of 7,324% mt it is estimated that about
520 mt of shell and vigrera were discarded in
the savthezn Guif of 5t. lawrenca but the dis-
pasal lozations are mnt kaocwn.  Thz locations
and wvolumnaes of groundfish offal dispossl in the
watere off eestern “waw Srunswick are nat known.

Kresta {pers, rcomm.! has indicated that
some proces=2ors have expressed ar interest in
peean dumoing fisn westes but to date none has
pecurred on a routine pasisg, Mo requests far
geean dumaing of fish wastes have been received
{(McIver, cers. comm.}.

The Ffigh Habitat Divisien of tha Sulf
Region DF0, has indicated & concern abaut oeean
dunping of “ish waste. In a 1985 memorancur,
Mr. P. LeBlanz identified & pracedure for con-
sideration of such applizstions should they he
received in the future,

Undoubtedly, there is soms [llicit dispos-
8l of wastes off public or orivate wharves by
individual fighezmen during gutiirg and fille-
ting activities, before sale to buvers, The
extent af this oractice cannot be accuratsly
determined. Although the wolure of matsrizl
dumped in this mannsr st any 27e lozation waulc
be relatively small, it can cause localized
sasthetic and water gualify problems.

3,2,3 PFPracessing

Currently, there are 60 processars  in
sastern New Brunswick tramsporting fish wastes
to fisn reduction Tacilities for procsssing inte
meal and oil (Tablz 12}, in districts where
processing clants are close, the percentazge of
wgstes processed ranges from 59 to 97% of the
totzl waste voclume. Materizl is transporisd as
much as 100 r for processing but the redisn is
about 20 km. fpoerators in Districte 70, 2nd 73
{Figurz 7) travel the areatest distance to
digonse of their wastes. Aboot &3% of wastes
seqt to fish reduction facilities in the study
ares are genzsratad in Distrists 45 ang 57
(Fiqgure 7:

"

4 greater percentage of the wastes pro-
duced in noriheastern MNew 2runswick go to fisk
reduestion plants than 1n the southsastern sec-
£ion. Mone of tha processors in Distrizis 76 oo
77 (Figure 7. send their waste for processing.
This reflects nat anly the conpentrstior of the
industry in the martheast, but also the smaller
scale of the orocessing onecatlons in the southe
east., Trucking wastes to 2 processaor can bs
expensive pathizularly when a charge oesr meiric
tom iz also levizd to handle the material.

Zurrently, four companies are professing



fisn wastaes im eastern New Brinswick. One in
sach of Districts &5, 67, €8 and 78 [Figure 7).

The plants apsratz from April ‘unkil “Sovem-
9er. Thei:r capacities to produce meal and ail,
and their poofuct tvoes are shown in Table 15.
The nroduced rapacities of the olants wvary fran
13,6 o 40.9 mt/dey for ezl and 3.4 ta 3.1 ot/
day Far oil. Two alants process qroundfish
waste, thrze process pelaqic fish waste, and
three nrocess shellfish wastes. It iz important
to nnote that the fiskh meal olant in Caracuet
gaes Aot fave the faciliti=s to handle <rab
waska, The oroductian from khese facilities
fram 1982 to 1985 are snown in Table 16,

These data show that the greatest voliume
of fish meal are oroduoced foom pelacic Tish,
Shell<ish mezl productiom increased subsiantial-
Iy in 1984 and approached pelegic fish msal aro-
duztian. This was in part, a result of ths
District 78 shellfish wasts ogrocessina facility
saming into production thaft year.  Groundfish
waste meal volumes w1ave remained below 1,003 mt
singe "982. Prodiction figures Tor individoal
aroducts in 1985 are ngt available but total
production figures {Tazle 16} snow a3 susstantial
ifgrease aver previous y2ars. | There Is 0o
apcarant rzasan for this increase and discus-
sions with aperatars did provide a clear snswer.

Tve follawing is a2 brief description of
the 92asic festurss of the weste processing
facilities at esch mlant bassd on tzleohone con-
versations with the glant aperators.

1. Plant #1

Thiz plant msnufactures meal from lobster
and crab. Mo 9il! is produced. The plant
empleys an indireet steam-heated drys:s and can
procsss 3 mbk of raw materisl per hour. Usually
the raw material is held for less than 22 hours:
but ozcasicnzlly it is held for up to 48 hours.
4 condenser is not used and, according to the
awner, provided t*e raw material is frash, there
iz no adour problam. Same offersive odour will
arise in hot weather when raw material has to oe
stored aver weskends.

The =alant was caonstructed in the early
1%80's but the equipment is ald. Tha ownar
nointad out that the stsam-heatzd dryer is in
gaod econdition.

2, Plant #2

Twis plant manufactures meal from crab
waste as well as from woroundfish and some
herring wastes, One production line iz wused
with a zapacity of 10 mt/moar af raw material.
There is a second lime im the alant bub it has
not been used for seven vears.

The plant was built in 1966 znd has a
diract-fired dryer with sea water concensers to
remove odour  and  dust. Tha 41ormal  maximum
holiding period for raw material Zs 36 hours an
wegkends aub raw matarial is usually processed
within 24 hours. Blood liquor from raw matssial

and stickwater are rehlalned snd procassed.
3, Plant #3

This olant manufacturss mezl and oil from
car-ing wastes. Some material produced arig-
inatas im the provipce of Ouebec. There are two
500 mt bins for starage oF taw material,

The plant has one production line. I% has
5 canacity of about 15 mt/hr of raw material and
is reported to be in gond condibion. It datss
from 1965 and the drover is direct-fired. Sea
water condensers ace used but there is an odour
problem.  Thers has also Szen difficuliy with
disposal aof stigkwatsr and bloodwater, and
repzirs are now being made to the avaoorator in
arder to rzduce the pollution prablem.

4, Plant #4

This plant produces fish meal from crab
waste, herring waste and from groundfish offal
generated from its own ecperations. The normal
maximum p2rioc of starage of raw material is two
days.

TAe plant can process 10 nmt/hr of raw
material. The equipment inmcludes a Ratadise
dryer and stickwater evasoratsr.,  In the past
there has been some problems assoclated with
disposal of liguid effluent, inciuding blood
liquer.

The plant does not 20ssass a hammer mill
for orocessing shellfish waste. The Zotadise
dryer produces a very fine meal which limits its
valus for sale as 3 feed additive Lo the poultry
industroy.

3.3 GOVERNMENT RESULATYION

Ragulatian of Fish waste disposal falls
under both faderal and orovinmelal jurisdiction.
The general areas of rCesponsibility  and
pertinent legislation and requlations sre
identified below.

3.3.1 Federsl

With respect tn fish waste disposal the
federal gavernment has four dirsect areas of
responsibility umder the provisions of the
Figheries 3ct, Under the Fish Inspaction Regu-
latiang, inspection personnel cen declarz landed
“ish &z affal prior to processing, if they are
deemed unfit for human censumption.  These fish
=must either 5e dumoed st an epproved site, ar
gsent to a reduction Facility for orocessing into
meal.

The seoond  covers  the  dispesal of
substances that  are deletaricus to fish in
marine or fresh watsrs which iz in contraventian
of Seetion 33 af the Fisheries Act. This
section c©f the Act 1s administersd by the
Trvironmentzl Protection Servics of Znviromment
Canada.

The  Zavirormmental Protection  Service
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{19757 have issuad "Fish Pracessing Operations,
Liquid Zffluent Guidslines" undet which twe tlo-
chemical oxvgen demand (BOD} and solids levels
in effluents considered acceptable by the Feder-
al government are ldentified. The guidelines
recommend screening all cutfalls with a 253 mesh
9,71 am; screen ta trep solids. They alsc
specify that bloodwatsr, press liquor snd stick-
watzr should not  be dischargsd inka  the
receiving water and that proviston should be
made for managing these wastes in the event of a
plant shutdgwn.

Thirdly, under Section 31 of the Fisheries
act, section can be taken by the Department of
Figheries and Oceans where offal disposal may he
shawn to have altsred, disrusted, or rdestroyed
fish habitat.

Finally, under Sectian 43 of the fisheries
4ct, DFD is impowersd to designate Qurry
grounds; that is, a marine ares remots from a
fish plant where offal can Y&  routinely
discarced.

Yarine disposal of fish waste is also
mgvered under the Oeean Dumoing Contral Act,
administersd by the Epvironmenial Profection
Servicez, JUndsr the Act, permits are renuired to
dismose of solid wastes in an aparoved manner in
the marine erviranment. Applications for ocean
dumping of fish wastes have not been received in
sastern Mew Brunswick although tindsay [pers.
comm. ;. amd Kresta {pers. corm.) have indicated
that it has heen given some consideration in the
asst. I applications are received, McIver and
Tay (pers, comm.) irdicated fhey would be
soviewed on a case by case basis. If the
ampunts o be dumped were small labsut 500 mtl,
the lscal “ederal figheries officer could desig-
mate a "gurry giound", pursuant teo Saction 43,
qut if the wvolumes were substantial, the
Eavirormmental Prokection Service would revisw
any applicstion for marine disoesal in cenjunc-
tism with the Department of Tisheriss and
Jeeans, '

In deciding on the merits of an aspplica-
tion, considerations would include:

- Potantial impacts on larval fish and
demersal  fish eggs, e.g. hefring
spawning arsas;

- Conflicks with fixed or mabile fishirg

2ar;

- Potentizl contamination  of  adjacent
beaches;

- Patential generation af anaxic

sediments; and

- Ppssinle  becterial conktamination of
adjacent shellfish beds.

If a disposal pgrmit was issuad uncer the
Geean Dumoing Control Aet, it would be for a
maxinum of ane vear and specify the location of
“ha disposal site, the frequemcy of dumping

~30-

permittzd, the timing, the amount and the method
of dumoing. To date, no partmits have been
Lssued.

3,3.2 Proovincial

The Fazderal government does nob have any
direct responsibility for land-hased fish waste
disogsal. Land disposal in easstern Naw Hrume-
wick is the -esgponsibility of the New Rrunmswick
Department af Municipal Affairs amd Envirorment.

Provirciel sutharities osperate under three
Acts 23 Follows:

- The Clean Znviromment Act:
- The Provincial Water Act; and
- The 2ir Ouality Ack,

Under the provisions of these acts, opera-
tpre failing to cznform with regulataory require-
ments cam have their licenses revoked.

Ty date, mast of the sttention af provin-
cial erviroament officials has been focused on
diznosal of salid wastes in landfills. Under
the Solid Waste Guidelines of the Clean Iaviron-
nemt Act, soecifications for spproved landfills
inelude the follawing:

- Provision of a elay base below ths
waste;

~ The aite he removed from cdomestic or
municipal water suppliesy

- The disogsal ares ke remote from roads
ard houses ta avoid aesthetic znd adour
problems.

Richard (pers. comm.) indicatsed that &the waste
ig placed im a layer un to 1 m deeo and has 4
goil cover of at least 0.3 m. The waste must be
covered rapidly 4o aveid attracting vermin.

L& ENVIRDNMENTAL AND SOCTAL EFFECTS

Praoblems with gaseous emissions, and the
manzgement af solid and liquid wastes, have bsen
a qgeneral concern in different areas of eastsrn
Mew RBrunswick simee the late 1%60's.  Mush of
this has hsen focused on the operation af fish
redustion fagilities, but more recently atten-
tipn kas alao torped toward the wider prablam of
fist wasta disposal at locations ather than
orocessing olants. The =ffects assoclated with
both areas are described elow.

3.4.1 Disogsal

Disposal of fish waste on agricuitursl op
vacant land Ras besn a long standing aractice in
sasiern Mew Brunswick.  Traditianslly, lobster
and hercing carcasses have been used o fertil-
ize Fi=lds., If =2pplication rates were kept at
regsanable levels, around mt of n"erring per
hectars per vear, few prohlems were sncountersd,
provided that the material was ploughed under.




his method bDecame less asttractive with  the
advent of chemical fertilizers, and the raduc-
tien in tre amaunt  of agriscltural lanc in
procuction edjacent o fish orocessing fecili-
ties.

The practice of discarding thase wastes in
arivate or public dumpsitzss bescams more preva-
lent as waste volumes increased. Concentration
of the wastes led to locsl envirpnmental prob-
lems, suzh as odour, foulinmg of adjacent water-
courses, atiracticrn of  wvermin, ang gensrzl
gesthetic decgradation, An  additiomal concern
has bezn iosses of fish offzl and blood liauar
‘rom vehicles tranmsporting the fish om oublic
roacts from processing plants to duwn sites.

Documantetion of all the rTecent croblems
mssoniated with fish waste dispnssl in eastsrn
New Brunmswick i3 widely held but not easily
accessible. However, a review af rzlevant
reports and inmterviews with requlatory personnsl
have wighlightec the following disoosal situa-
tione where concerns have been identifisd:

- Unpomtrolled dispoesal of flsh wastes at
a municipzal dumpsite and & ouarry at
Petit Rochers

- Digpogal 327 shellfish wastes at a
private dumosite inland from Caraguets

- Disposal of shellfish westes at publiz
and private cumps in Westmozland Countyi
and

- Uncontrelled disposal of wastzs  from
bloater sperationg im Westmoz1and
Caunty.

The common elements of thess situstions
have besn ooor ar essentisllyv no ranacement of
waste dispasal resulting in significant  adour
orobiems, stiraction of vermin leading to oublic
health concerns, and mzjor assthetic protlems.
Groundwster contamination oroblems, or signifi-
cant fouling of watercourses have nat been ides-
tified but are s poiential concern.

In  nerthesstern MNew  Bruaswick, he
processing operation st Petit Rocher is now
clogsed so the wastz problems arz no longer a
concern. Crab waste disposal at dumpsites near
Caraguet continues to be a prablem but is ane
that is in part related to rcaost. Berause
shellfish westes have relatively low valus as &
byeproduct fabout  $150/mi) the processar cape
able of handlimg swellfish waste in the Tegion
has bezsn charging anout $60/1t to process the
materiali. Famy of the orimary processors ace
unwilling to pay this charge, and have optzd for
tand-based disposal.

In southszstern New Brunswick, the shell-
fish and bloater wasiss in Wesimorlamd Country
are now handled by orme facility. The shellifisn
wastes are processed inta meal and blester
wastes are spread on f2llow ajgricultursl land.
Sludges from orine tarks ars buried.

~31~

Cereration of this fecility nes solved the

problems experienced im the past  {Maclaren,
1279; Richard, pers. comm.! buot, as mertioned
gazrlisr, some prozessors refuse to osy the fees
levied bv the processor, and dumc on private

—

and ar at puslic landfill sites.  Thege incluage
several bloater opzrators in Sas Can P21Eé and
one shelifisk orocessor. Despite the lack of
full particioation, Tish waste disposzl in West-
morland Ccunty is zonsiderably bztter ther in
the past. Richard and Michsud {pers. comm.)
indicate that it is only a matter of time hefore
all the processors in this ares will he usinc
the desionated processing and disposal facility.

Tne only difficuity foreseen is if the
price for shellfish meal Tglls ans prozsssing
secomes unezonomicsl. The processcr could then
rmo  langer afferd to process the waste without
chargqing excessive user fees,

3.4.2 Processing

Fish waste crcrocsssing  in esstern New
Brurswick is confimed te the productisn of fisa
meal, shellfish meal, ard fish gii. Some mater-
ial iz sei aside for animal fegeds by two proces-
sors in northsastern New Brunswick, This is
unprocessed Taw waste, It reoresents less than
2% of the volume of material usad 1n fish mesl -
“ish 0il orodustian, As shown im Takle 12, a
substantial number of crocessors =2t aside salk
herring for lokster bait, but belt is not
considered a fish byvepraduct, Mogt  of £he
herring orocessed for food produsts are marina-
ted or smoked. Only 5 fo T0& of the herring
processed for fopd qoes to wasie. It is net
suitable for labster baii.

Fisk meal and o0il  production, while
solving one set of environmental and gocisz]
orobiems associated wiih raw waste disoosal, can
procuce others.  These problems can be grouned
irte thres cetegories:

- Blood liguer, end offal, being spilled
during transportstion from processar io
the fish reduction Facilityy

- Odour arising from tha “ish reduction
nlant, particularlv from those equinped
with direct dryers; and

- Liguid wastes, orinzipsliy bload liguor,
stigkwater, anc press llauor fram the
plants which csrry a high Siocherical
oxyoen demand {(200s! and elsvated lavels
of suspended solids.

Mamy of these problems sbill exist in the
Caraguet-Shiopegan-Laméque arez.

A major health consideration ceorstantly
aresent with fish meal production iz ths threat
of  Salmanella infesction, The Iaspestier
Divisicn has & program to test samples of fisn
mzal to imsure the absence of Saimonells.

Eack of the issuszs assepciated with waste
processing in eastern Nzw 2runswick 1s discossed



priafly balow.
1. ‘Wastz Transport

Traditionally, finfish  and  shelifisn

wastes have 2een transported to  reduckion

familities in open trucks improperly fittsd io
cantain bhe santants. Blood liguor and sone
affal has escaped and created s nuisance for
passing motorists and lecal residents. This
prablem is easily solved with good material
management opractices. Dansault {pers. corm.}
indicated that many of the pracessocrs nowW use
larne plastic boxes fat heldincs wastes while
the largest »lants convey material directly to
aoroperly fitted Yzucks. If the materizl is
toved quickly fo the reductisn facility, odour
is rmat a problem, but if it is left Tor mare
khan 24 hours in warm weather, an obiectionable
snell may develop.

2. Ddaur

Odpur arisss in fish reduction plants from
three areas:

~ Maal dryers fitted with or without
aerubbers:

- Raw praduct; and
- Buildimg ventilatien.

The dryers ars the qgreatsst source of
pdour and plants have Fitisd scrubhers to deal
with the orohlem. Direch-Fired dryvers where the
aroduct is expesed directly to gasss of combus-
tian, produce mare adour than indizect steesm or
Aotadise drvers where the fish daes nat come
into contact with the hsat source. The reduc-
tion plarts in Bas-Caraquet snd Shinpenan are
fitted with direct-fired dryers and adour has
~een 2 oroblem. Finn {pzrs. camm.) raporied
that ‘the fish reduction olant in  Shipoegan
generally ooerates at night to reduce the public
complaints about adour ia the town, The plant
in Laméque Das a steam neatsd fotadisc dryer amd
adpur 1s not reported to be a cancern. The
facility in southeastesn MNaw Brunswick has a
steam heated indirect drver but is not fitted
wit a condenser. Jdour is generally not =z
concern if Ehe material to be aracessed ls fresh
‘eBlanc, pers. comm.).

Many methods far odour abatement in fish
neal facilities have heen propeged, including
thz use af ozone, activated charcoal
yarigus chemical absocbers zng plain end zata-
lytic imcinerators. Gogd housekeepins prac-
tices, combined with thes use of incineration and
sodium hypochlorits absorbers, cap raduce odour
to a manageable level.

Praper incinerakion of =air campletely

celiminatas Fish meal odours. It is wvery costly

ts incimerate large gueantities of air oreduced
by direct-fired dryers io elimimate odour Sut it
can be used to treat air from indirect drvers.
Sadium Avpochloritz can more sconomically Sreat
larger volumes af air with lower concentraticns
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of odorous substamce, but use of absarbers does
not completely eliminate odour.

Odour mamagement sysbsms are costly to
ingtall ang gmerate. The depressed fish meal
prices sxpesrisnced im %he recent past combined
with inereased costs of production and exczssive
capacity im the industry (DFO, 1985} has left
gperators with listle incentive to uograde theiz
facilitizs. I¢ faced with regulatory nressure
to raduce odours, aperators may chocse to olose
their facility unliess there 1s =2 considerable
financial incentive to instsll the necessary
2quiprent .

3. Ligquid Wastes

_iquid wastes sssociated with  finfish
wasta reduction are shown in Tahle 17.  These
values were derived from data collected at
alamts in Shiopegan, Caracust amd Laméque (Broc-
grson, 1973), Liguid wastes are rot =2 goncsrn
in shellfish weste reduction.

The data reveal that the levels of zontam-
inants {300, suspended salids) are very high in
blaod ligquar from offal starage, and separatar
sludge, stickwater, end s2lubles  from  the
arocess.  With pelagic figh wasts, oil is an
additinnal ocroblem.

Information callegted by Canadian 2lant
snd Process Enginesgrcing (1%70) revealed that
many aof the harzour contamination prablems
exaerienced at  Shippeqgen and Caraguet wers
associated with bloed liguor and  stickwater
diepasal, and paoor im-plant housekeeping prac-
tices. The liquid effluent guidelines intro-
duced by the Tpvirenmental Protection Service in
197%  addressed these congerns  and  Slchard
{pers. comn.; indicated that these ars used Ly
Provimeial officials in the assessment of iden-
tified coalkanination proklems,

411 three plants processing finfish wastes
treat stickwater although difficulties with the
evapavator at Caraguet have resuited in contin-
uing contamination  oroblems. Jlaod liguor
disaneal is also 2 concern at Laméque.

In aeneral, %he liquid =ffluent cantamin-
ates tend to be coafinzd %o areas where limitsd
cirnulation prevents adequate flushing and wastes
loadinns are expeszive. The liguid waskes are
nindearadable, ut adour, 3il on the water
surface, and splids present can be a2 consider-
zhle nuisarce to residents who use adjacent
areag for recreation or other ourposes.

4,0 METHODS JF WASTE UTILIZATION
qefore describirg alternativa petheds of
waste ubilizatian, the charackeristics of the
waste available for processing in eastesn New
Brurswick ars described.

4.1 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Tha waste available for oracessing csn 92
nlassified into two basie groups - finfish waste
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and shellfisn waste., Finfish waste consists of
qroundfish affal, and round fish or cffal “rom
peiagic species. T=e wastszs includs fing,
tails, 9eads ard guts. The composition of these
wastes im their raw form and Finished as meal
are shown in Tanle 18.

THe factors used tao convert raw matsrial
valumes to Finished product valumes are shawn in
Table 7. The finish waste %o meal atis is
about 5:1 whilz the shellfish {crab and lobster:
ratios are about 2,%:1. The remainder 1is
removed as water or suspended solics.

4,2 PROCISSING ALTIRMATIVES

Currantlv, finfish and shellfish waste
processing in eastern New Brunswick is confined
to the manufacture of msal and oil. Yhe meal is
uzsed mainly for animal fzeds while the oil s
used in edible oils and oils for industrial
applicaticns. 3Semsrally, *his is considered to
te t4e best way to deal with Fish processing
wastes. However, proplems asspoisted with fish
T2zl production may affect its long term viabil-
ity. Competitiosn from vegetzble reals and oils
nas  led %o deoressed meel and oil  prices.
Cencerns  abaut  the environmental and social
#ffects of reduction alant opoerations may mazke
rmew meal alants exnmensive to build amd operate.
It may also be difficult to obtain oublic
approval for the lacation of a reduction facili-
tv close 42 inhabited areas.

Thers zre zlso partirular processing diff-
irulties with two of the waste tvpes in eastern
Mew Bruenswick., These ars the large propertion
of shell and lsck of pratein in shellfish waste,
and the high cancentrstion of sait in bloater
waste,

A typical “low diecram far Fish meal oro-
Juctian is shown in Figuee 9. The numbars shew
production figurss for a pelagic fish such as
barring, byt the asneral steps also apply fo the
production of mzal from groundfish. Meazl pro-
ductian involves four basic steps, with several
intarmediate activities to recover scolids fram
the press liaguor and  stickwater. in =ome
plants, however, stickwater is  discarded
resulting in  significant waste loadings in
raceiving wakters. Stickwater discharge and
odours from the drving aperation referced to
pravicusly are She orincipsl sources of environ-
mertal pratlems associsted with finfish redus-
tion plants.

4 simplified diasgram for shellfish -eal
productian is shown in Figure 39. The principal
difference betwesen finfish and shellfish wasts
processing is that 2ooking shellfish waste is
ootional and the amownt af water removed from
shellfish is substantially smaller.

In recent vears, the market prices for
fizh me=zl end o0il have remained low and fairly
sieady while the cost of producticn Ras risen.
Thus, wherzas the fish meal manufacturer wauld

wave paid aboub $20/mt for rew matetlal ten
years ago, primary fisn processars now fave £a
gay to have their wastes nrocsssad.

The price of Fish rmeal is deterrirned
laTgely by the markst orice for soya meal which
dominates the market for animal Teeds. It is
difficult to oredict futare trends inm prices hut
recently there hawve been signs trat Ehe price of
soya will rise, Trerefors there are some
grounds for suggesting thst fish meal manuface
ture will become more oarofitable. This 1is
discussed mare fully in Section 5.

The autlonk iz somewhat brighter for fish
nils. While there have been ample supplies of
other comoeting  ells, fish oils  are  naw
receiving increzssd asttention necause of their
advantages in fnealt™ amd nutrition. Tadicstions
are that this smphasis on "health' will incresse
the parket far fish eils, not only =dible oils
for diresct comsumotion by humans but also ‘feed
gquaiity' nils for animal nutrition, notably for
poultry.,  Ome particulariy imporfent area is in
feed formulatisn for farmed %4rout and saimen.
These fish have an absolute raquirement for good
gquality fish oilg in their diet.

Finfish meal is considered to be most val-
uable as a fead for farm animals hecause of the
nigh srotein content. It is shout 954 dioas-
tihle. Groundfish smeal containg &3-65% orotein,
while herring megal centains 6%9-73%. Meal also
contains phospharous, caloium, mancanesge,
iodine, Yitamin 3¢9, rtiboflevin, and aiacin.
Meal iz not generally vsed as s fertilizer.

Shellfish waste is relatively low in
pratein and high in calecium. Mzal macde from
shelifish is used to feed poultry but is roughly
one-half the prics of regular fish meal. 4= a
fertilizsr, it 1z only of wvalue whers lime is

I

needed {Laughlin et al., 1973},

Blaater waste contains about 15 percent
galt on a wet weight basis. This makes it un-
attractive as a raw material far Tisk meal manu-
facturse and as a2 ferbtilizer. A& substantial
amourt of sa2lt in bloater ar other salt fish
waste could be renoved by 3 simple water wash
{Hottan and Merriti, 1985, Thers could be
logistical problems esallescting and transpeorting
tme waste, and the wash weter would Secore
cantaminated by fat from the waste.

4.2.2 FTish Silage

Fish waste czn 5e converted zreadily to
fish silage, ar liquid fish arotein, 9y acidi-
fying the wmatsrizl snd  allawing naturally
present enzymes ta decomosss it [Windsor end
Barlow, 1981, Formie or sulshuric acid are
ususlly used to  acidify the material. The
process ls simole and prodection caosts are low,
sspecially when silage is made from non-oily
fish, eliminating the need Ffor oil separation.
The finished proaduct is up ta 15% protein but is
heavy and thersfore costlvy %o tranmsport. With
fatty fish, gil seozration, and the araduction
of high guality oii, is a praoblem.
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FISH WASTE: 1000 Rg
oL WATER | SOLIDS
120 Kg 700Ky | 180 Kg

Y

r
3

{ o1L: 108 KgJ

END PRODUCTS

Modified from Windsor and Bariow, 1981

PRESS LIGUOR: 680 Kg PRESS CAKE: 320 Kg
GiL | WATER |SOLIDS CIL |WATER |SOLIDS
110 Kg| 530 Kg | 40 Kg 10 Ky {170 Kol 140 Kg
¥
DECANT :
OR
SCREEN
¥
LIGUIG PHASE SOLID PHASE
Ol |WATER [SOLIDS OIL | WATER | SOLIDS -
110 Kg| 30Kg | 510Ky 0Ky | 20 Kg |10 K
FOLISHENG
CENTRIFUGE
oiL: 108 Ky STICKWATER: 542 Kg
OIL | WATER | SOLIDS
2 Kg| 510 Kg| 30 Kg
?/\
DISCARD CONCENTRATE BY o
EVAPORATION VW
DRY

FISH MEAL: 212 Kg

OIL |WATER | SOLIDS
12 Kg | 20 Kg | 180 Kg
FIGURE 9

TYPICAL FISH MEAL PRODUCTION
FLOW DIAGRAM
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Source: Merritt , pers. comm.

SHELLFISH WASTE: 1000 Kg

!
CiIL IWATER ISOLIDS-
10 Ko | 800 Ko | ‘390 Kg

¥

COOK
(OPTIONAL)

‘DRY

SHELLFISH MEAL: 440 Kg

OlL |WATER l SOLIDS
10 Kg| 40 K91390 Kg

FIGURE 10

SHELLFISH MEAL PRODUCTION
FLOW DIAGRAM




Fish silage has been used satisfacterily
on a eammercial basis, ngtably 1a Oeamark and
®pland, as a liguid feed for hags. Acceptabil-
ity as a feed for sther animals has been law.
5ilage is most likely %o »e succasaful where
lean fish wastz is availabla near —og farms, S0
chat oarocessing -and transpart costs can be kept
to a minimam.

Thre procucticn of silsge from fish waste
ig carried out wunder conditions amenmbla ta
producirg undssirzble free Ffatfy acids, resul-
ting in the loss of whatever quality character-
istics the o0il in the waste had originally. A
fres fakbty aeid zontznt sbove 3% {measured as
nleic acid! makes zny oil orodured suitable anly
as an industrial oil similar to oil from cod.

Fatty €ish producs a superior auality oll
simpe Tost af the free agids are derived from
the flesh phosphalipids. The lzaner the fish,
t%e higher the free Tatty acids. If perexide
values are not toa high {less than 50 mg/kg) and
free fatty acids are 3% ar less, the oil could
srobably be wusad as an  ingredient in animal
femés. Otherwisz it rcould be edded to cod oil
for exoort, ar buyrned for tha energy content
4rich is eclaosa to that af distillate heating
fuels.

Fish silage can also e made by the addi-
tign of lactic acid bacterias. Sincs fish is
rich in arotein and lipids buet low in sugars
ayailable for f=rmentatian by bacteria, carbahy-
Zmate is ngedad to allow fermentation. The
lactis acid produced decreases the oH and thus
renders thz medium unsuitable for the growth of
most other micrasrganisns. Removal of oil is
practically imosssible, but, its presence in
this farm of silage seems to be more acceotabls
in animal -ations than in s=ilage produced using
farmic or sulghuric acid.

Preservatisn of fish waste by lactic acie

farmentation on trawlers has been pooogsed but
there S2s besn lit=le zpplication of the method
at @=2a ar cn shore.

4.2.3 Fish Protein Hvdrolvsate

Fish oroteim hydrolysate is  made b
neating fish waste Zo 45 %o 40°C to kill bacter-
ig and then hydrolysing it by means of added
enzymes (Windsor and 3arlow, 1981}, After 2.3
hours, t9e Lemperature of the mixture s in-
apeaged to 10072 to inactivate the enzymes. The
waterial oroduced has more soluabls fractions
than fish silage.

Spray-dried hydrolvsate, a2 concentrats of
migh splunility, "as bsen produced commercially
in France, since 1948, It was markeksd as a
milk replzcer faor the feeding of calves and
atkmer farm animals. Acecrding Lo recent (umsub-
stantiated; reoorts, progductieon has ceased., If
rzy be oecause there is a large sucplus of milk
ang milk nowdar due o the milk subsidy within
the Zurapesn econamic community.

Thare has hbeen socme intzrest In the ore-

T

duction of ‘ydroiysate  in aliler  couniriles
ireliding  the Unmited 5States and the United
Kinzdom.

4.2.4 Fish Protein Concentrate

Fish protein concenmtoate (FPTD iz any
stanle fish preparstion intendsd oz "wman ccon-
sumptisn, im which ihe protein is mgre concen-
trated than in the origiral fish. 3y intsrna-
tional agresment, the finished product is
arsatar *han 75% oratein,

The Twead and Agriculturs Organization af
the United Matisns {FA0) defimes thres typas of
Fats

Type A: a wirtually odaurless and tasteless
powder having a maximom total fat con-
tent of 0.75 percent.

Typz B: a powder having no specific limits as
to odour anmd flavour, Sut definitsly
having a fishy flavour and & maximum
fat content of 7 percent.

Tvpe normal fish meal produced under satis-
factsry hvgenic conditions.,

There are other orotein zeneentrates which
are made by thydrolysina fish protein usinc
enzymes or other chemicsls and then cancentra-
ting the oroduct. Am axampls of hydralvsed
protein is fish sauce, pooualar i soms Asian
cauntriss.

Fish mea! is a oheap F7C but it is net
nermally intendsd for human consumption. It is
usually produced under conditioms that are not
sufficiently hyoizaic and may include some ran-
cid fat. Some fish 7eal for human censumrpiion
nas been graduced 5y the Norweglam Fish meal
industry.

The manufacture of FPC involves removal af
7n0at of the watar and some ar all af the fat
cram the waste. The waste is ground and chemi-
cal solvenmts {ethanol, etc.; are used to extract
the water, fat end ather compcnents, Distilla-
tign or centrifuging is used Lo rcecover the
enlvent snd oreduce the dry solid, Although 7PC
Types A and B have been mede st pilot scale
facilities in a number of coumtries, it has rot
teen produged in commercially significant quan-
titiss. The process is taog complex ard The
product not sufficizntly econcmicgl 4o make ara-
duction of TPD atiractive.

4.2.% Surimi

Surimi ia a protein recaveresd after mirced
Figh “lesh is washed 1n fresh watsr and pressed
to rzmove most of the soluble protein. The fish
used may be fresh or frozen. The hy-oroduch
containg about 30% of the original flesh aznd is
used in the manufacture of kamanboko and similar
progucks which are =ssentially protein qgeis.
The proteinm gels ars then reformed armd sdditives
included =o oroduce other materials such  as
artifiszial crab and scallops, and Filzh sausags




