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Commentary by BORG on Seahorse Trust Facebook Postings May 2016
The propaganda war being waged on boating interests by the Seahorse Trust has sunk to new
depths. In their desperation to “prove” that boat anchoring is destroying seagrass, seahorses, the
seabed, the cliffs (see 4th item below), and indeed human life on this planet (5th item), they are
resorting to making stuff up, repeating old cock-and-bull stories, calling heavy mooring ground
tackle “anchor chains” and continually pretending or implying that the seabed scars which we all
know are formed under fixed chain moorings are caused by anchoring. We show below five items
posted by Mr Garrick Maidment on the Seahorse Trust Facebook page on 12th and 16th May 2016,
and explain the deceptions which are being attempted. Most outrageous of all is to show a set of
boats over mooring scars and imply that it is an example of “the problem”. In fact, although they
had tried to conceal the fact by careful cropping of the picture, it showed boats properly,
responsibly and legally on their moorings within St Mary’s Harbour, Isles of Scilly. Our comments
are in blue alongside the posts, pages 4 and 5 show our evidence, and p6 the story from last year.
After such a farago of fabrication, deception and contempt for the truth, surely no-one can take
claims by the Seahorse Trust seriously.
The grisly evidence may be viewed in its original state at
https://www.facebook.com/groups/106564446031865/ .
Facebook on left, oldest postings first

- our comments in blue

Neil Garrick-Maidment 12 May at 03:10
We did a survey dive at Studland (South Beach) yesterday and I was
staggered at the state of the place; not only was there large quantities
of seagrass pulled out of the seabed (with roots on still so it had been
pulled up not just shed), there was also gouges in the seabed where the
seagrass had gone from the anchors ripping it up and the edges of the
seagrass was more fragmented than I had ever seen it. BUt the worst
thing was a local Mooring contractor putting yet more moorings into
the site.
Crown Estates (They own the seabed) told us quite clearly that they
have NEVER given permission for any mooring to be put in their
seabed and that all the moorings were illegal.
Come on Prince Charles and Prince Willaim stop talking about
protecting wildlife overseas when your own organsition allows the
destruction of legally protected seagrass (and loss of seahorses) here
in the UK; conservation starts at home!!! (please can everyone lobby
them to do something about it.(or give me a direct e-mail so I can
write to them; I have sent letters to Prince Charles in the past and was
just fobbed off)
Back in 2010 the Marine Management Organisation decided in their
infinite wisdom to have a temporary moritorium on the moorings until
the issuse could be sorted out, since then lots of new moorinhs have
been put onto the site and MMO have done nothing about it and yet
when we tell them about new moorings being put in they do nothing
about it. There has not been one new mooring removed to date,
despite the seagrass being protected because of the prescence of the
seahorses which are fully protected (on paper only) under the Wildlife
and Countryside Act at the same level as Great crested Newts, water
vole and a host of other species.
Please contact MMO and let them know your feelings their e-mail is
conservation@marinemanagement.org.uk

Nick Warner tells us this is all untrue.
There would be few yachts anchoring at
this time of year, and none would anchor
in the recent easterly winds anyway.
“Jon, Mike
I have just been down to the beach to
chat with Alex about these outrageous
postings on FB by NGM. Thanks Jon for
sending a copy of the postings..I am not
accepted on his FB site so only hear from
others.
There are no new moorings, no Eelgrass
on the beach although there maybe a
few uprooted plants swirling around on
the seabed as a result of recent
Easterlies.
We have no knowledge of the local
moorings contractor (Stevensons of
Poole) being in the Bay.
Cheers
Nick”
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Here we go, conflating mooring
scars with anchoring. The
mooring scars are clear. The
smaller holes are probably
natural, see p.4 of this
document. The “ground
truthing” is nonsense, it is not
conceivable that every small
patch within a circle is
established as due to
anchoring, and even if there
were a hole in the sand, it
could mean an anchor dropped
on an existing bare patch
(sailors prefer to anchor on
clear bottom without
vegetation).

Conflating anchoring and mooring
again. The video shows the chain
leading up to a mooring buoy, he
describes it as a mooring, but calls
the chain an anchor chain.
Incidentally, some nice healthy
looking eelgrass is shown away from
the chain.
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This is a repeat of the picture and
story in the SHT Newsletter of
February last year, 2015. There
had been strong easterly storms
which had affected the beach.
He blamed it on the lack of
eelgrass (but eelgrass always dies
back quite a bit in the winter
anyway). It is in any event
questionable just how much an
eelgrass bed can buffer the
action of serious gale-driven
breaking waves. The waves are
likely to win - which is why
eelgrass has to be good at
regenerating itself after damage,
or else perish. Natural selection
at work!
Despite it being a story fabricated
last year, it is presented here as
recent news. Our original
response, published in March
2015, is reproduced on p6.

This really should win a Joseph
Goebbels Award. The “problem” is a
number of boats properly, responsibly
and legally on their moorings within
St Mary’s Harbour. All is revealed
about this deceitful piece of
propaganda on page 5.
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Top picture: from Seahorse Trust Facebook page May 2016. The large bare areas are scars from
the mooring chains of the fixed moorings. Smaller random bare patches are quite common in
seagrass beds, see image below from where boats do not anchor or moor.

This picture shows the northern extremity of
Studland Bay, from the same 2009 Google
Earth picture as the above and at the same
scale. No boats anchor here, it’s too shallow
and a dead end. Note the natural patchiness
of the eelgrass in this anchor-free zone, it is
similar to the patchiness in the upper picture,
mooring scars excepted.
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Propaganda exposed! The picture to the right was
posted on their Facebook page by the Seahorse Trust
who were squawking in outrage at the damage to the
seabed caused by boats: “Neil Garrick-Maidment:
Unless we all do something about the damage we
are causing to our planet (the whole planet) then
we as a species will be gone. Nature will carry on
long after us and we will just be a distant memory a
bit like the dinosaurs and all those that came
before them.”
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The picture is in fact of St Mary’s Harbour, Isles of
Scilly, as shown in our reproduction of a wider area of
the same Google Earth image, below. The circles are
caused by the chains of the perfectly legal moorings, a
well known effect. So the Seahorse Trust object even
to people mooring boats in harbours? Do they expect a
working harbour to have a pristine seabed? The image
is dated 2005, and away from the harbour the Google
imagery shows vast areas of unblemished marine
vegetation.

This Seahorse Trust post,
above, was posted 16th May
2016, with the heading “same
problem”. The fact that this
“problem” was in the middle of
a busy harbour was concealed
by careful cropping.
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Below, BORG article of March 2015
Excerpt from Seahorse Trust News

Reverse the decision and make Studland Bay an MCZ
03-02-2015
After pressure from a very small handful of yacht owners DEFRA
has capitulated and dropped Studland Bay from becoming a Marine Conservation Zone in this tranche of the process. This could
not come at a worst time when the seahorses have dropped from
40 animals in 2008 to 1 in 2014 and the seagrass is fragmenting to
a point where the sand on the beach is disappearing and the cliffs
are starting to crumble.
Seagrass is natures defense against this type of erosion and as the
seagrass deteriorates it will mean the council and government will
have to spend tens of millions of pounds to build ugly sea defenses, ruining this area of beauty and why? because a small handful
of yacht owners might have to pay to moor up to environmentally
friendly moorings rather than drop their anchors into the seagrass
and rip it apart. These sea defences would not be needed if the seagrass which is natures natural defence system is protected and allowed to do its job for free.
These few yacht vocal owners, unlike the vast majority of responsible yahct owners do not care about the environment and base
their arguements on spurious claims which have no basis in science and yet The Seahorse Trust and Southampton Universities
National Oceanography Centre have studied this site for years and
through peer reviewed research have proven that the site is degrading and the seahorses have disappeared
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BORG Commentary

BORG represents the interests of thousands
of boaters.
This is smear by association at its worst. The
sand was washed away by the winter storms
of 2014, which also damaged the cliffs as
happened all over the country. To pretend
this is due to the seagrass “fragmenting” is
fanciful nonsense. The storms could also
have wiped out the seahorses in their overwintering habitats, hence only one in 2014.
Seagrass itself is vulnerable to wave action.
That is why the species concerned, eelgrass,
is only found in generally sheltered areas like
Studland Bay and not on exposed coasts.
Yes, it can dampen lesser wave action by its
presence, but to pretend it can stop large
high energy waves is ridiculous.

- This is gratuitously offensive. Refuting
untrue and damaging claims by agendadriven activists does not mean we do not
care about the environment. Our position is
carefully argued with scores of citations from
the relevant scientific literature, by a PhD
scientist who follows scientific protocols. This
cannot be said of the Seahorse Trust, as their
hysterical article opposite shows.
Garrick-Maidment bases his claims of
“fragmentation” on two publications: one (ref.
1) failed to establish that the feature under
study was caused by anchoring at all, and the
other (ref. 2) was withdrawn from publication
by Natural England following a challenge by
BORG - it was found to show biased
reporting and computational errors. Surveys
commissioned by Natural England show
seagrass properties typical of the area, and
aerial photography records show steadily
expanding seagrass beds (refs 3 and 4).

Nothing to do with the storms, then?

Where has all the sand gone. This picture was taken this winter only a
few weeks ago by Kim Maidment and it shows the black line on the
gabions where the sand used to be but it is now gione and bits of the
surrounding cliff are dropping as they did last winter and why, because
the seagrass is fragmenting and there is nothing to diffuse wave action
to stop this from happening.

Please sign the petition below to get DEFRA to reverse the decision
and to ask them not to put shaky economic arguments in front of their
legally binding obligation to protect the seahorses and the seagrass.
http://www.thepetitionsite.com/208/992/778/reverse-the-decisionon-the-studland-bay-mcz/#sign

It is almost comical how the obvious reason
for the loss of sand is ignored, instead they
offer a cock-and-bull story about seagrass, to
fit their pre-determined agenda. In the same
way, while a reasonable person, or indeed a
proper scientist, would say there are several
reasons why seahorse numbers could
fluctuate (including disease, predation, storm
damage etc.), and then assess which are
most likely, the Seahorse Trust ignores all
these and obsessively insists, with a fine
disregard of the evidence, that it is all
because of anchoring boats.
How do they know this? Do they have
mystical powers? (Ref’s next -page)
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