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l'kw %glen~'s fishing id&try in 1945 landed 566,80.2,000 pounds of fishecy 

prodqts =%t the major ports of the area, therebybreaki~g ~Up~ev*ogs records 

for production, th! U. s. Fish ;tnd Wildlife Service <eported tgday. 

The: landings in 1945 represent a -gain of 23 percent uver those. of the pm- 

C~Ugywr, ad surpassed the previous pq& pm&&ion Op 194X by #out 30 ., 
million pounds, 

&thcSugh the New En&zid fishing fleet opeyated wider great diffS.a&tie’s 

ear&y in the war, owing to the loss of many traw&em to the mUit& semices, 

mo;st of f&we boats ham been ‘replaced by new or@s a& mqy of the ,requLs$tiotied 

boats have been returned, 0fficieJ.s of the Fish: and Wildlife $+&vice s&d, 

Fish c-t by New &gland vessels,- chiefly had&k, rosefish; cod, 

fluw&qs, tikerel, whiting, and a few other species - , suppb the-bulk of tha 
country~s- fresh fish markets. Most of Vie catch is m&e in the Q&f of Maine, 

qn 6eorges +d other b&nks 'south and east of &pe Cod, and on‘the more distant 

Nova'Scotbn banks. 'b 
For the third s@xe,ssive year', Olducqter took *he lead among New @n&l& 

por>s,,hquUSng 21;4,097,000. pounds. Boston, in sekndplace, received l87,594,OOO 

pounds- Q&d and forth places wire he/d by New Bedford ~dProvincetmm, Mass., 

with 100,55!j1 000 and 42,610,000 pox&s respectiveb, Portland landj,ngs amunfed 

to 2l,946,ooo'poun$s. 

Gloiacester, New Bedford, andProf$ncetom all handled mre fish thsln ever 

beforce $n their history; Portlad XamLings were ebout of merage size; while 

. 



Boston was still far below its pre-war level, although showing some recovery from 

the low level of the war period. 

Gloucester, center of the New &gland fisheries from the earliest days of the 

industry until about 1907, has now regained its former prominence chiefly as the 

result of the recent growth of the rosefish industry. Rosefish, along with 

haddock, is at present the mainstay of the New England fisheries. Much of the 

trawling for ro sef ish is tine on grounds widely scat tercd throu&out the Gulf of 

Maine. Gloucester enjoys a slight geographic advantage in being nearer these 

grounds than Boston. d&o, the small and medium sized boats employed in fishing 

for rosefish find somewhat better docking facilities at Gloucester. 

phenomenal growth as fishing ports has been made in recent years by both 

New Bedford on the southern Massachusetts coast and Provincetown at the tip of 

Cape Cod. 

New Bedford landings jumped from about 50 million pounds in 1941 to over 100 

million in 1945. New Bedford’ s growth as a port came about chiefly through the 

development of a fishery for yellowtail flounders off the southern New England 

coast. %is port now receives about h&l.f the.New &gland flounder catch, as well 

as large quantities of haddock and sea scallops, plus miscellaneous other species. 

Provincetown, which formerly handled little but the catches of mackerel snd 

whiting made in the local trap fisheries, through wartime boom in landings has 

become one of the top ranking ports of the area, with a fleet of about 45 small 

and medium sized trawlers or draggers, The chief species landed at Provincetowr, 

are whiting, flounders, cod, and mackerel. Loaated on the extreme tip of Cape 

Cod, this port has the advantage of a situation near god fishing grounds, SO that 

catches can be brought to port promptly. Provincetown draggers fish in the ad- 

jacent Cape Cod Bay in winter) and in summer work the exposed ocean coast or 

“backsidef’ of the Cape, en area noted for its ,dangcrous sho’sJ.s and lack of 

shelter for mariners. 
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