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Mr. Cliff JudkIns, Chairman

Alaska Board of Game

And

Mr. VinceWebster, Chairman

Alaska Board of fisheries

%BoardsSupport section

Alaska Department of Fishand Game

POBox 115526

Juneau, AK 99811-5526

DearChairmanJudkinsandChairman Webster

RECEIVE;:;

l;()'} 1 22010

BO;..R D ~

I am writ ingyou to request that you plan for andhold a joint board meeting, and accept written
proposals and public comment when you meet to appoint a new Commissionerof the Department of

Fishandgame.

TheJoint boards do not meet frequently enoughto accommodate manyof the issuesthat Alaska is still

growing into. Recently a Very popular issue was before the Board of Game anddue to the legality of the

joint board's responsibilities; the Board of game was unable to act upon the Proposal. This is In

reference to Proposal #30 requesting a NON· Subsistence area be formed within a portion of the unit 13

home rangeOf the Nelchina caribou herd. Unit 13 has beena hot bed of angst, resentment, and

confusion amongall of Alaska's resident hunters for many years. The continuingcourt battlesand

subsequent court decisions haveonly help compound upon ~he Issuesbefore the public and the board.

Many of these Decisionshave led us to the ad-hoc path we are now on, with again it poorly plannedand

adopted harvest regulation, that onceagain leavesall Alaskan hunters questioning, not only the legality

but the sustainability of t heregulation. Removal of this confusIon isnecessary to all hunters sothat they

may in the future plan accordingly and wisely.

If I mayout line some of the issues that will again be before the boardof game this March regarding
nelchina Mooseand Caribou harvest.

1. Thefolks from the Copper basin and A,htna regionsall testified that Caribou hasbecomemore of
a Necessity since the ability to locate a moosehas been more difficult. Many wished and asked
for more moose rather than caribou huntingopportunity

2. Many hunters from around the state have requestedequal access to a populationof caribou

that are nearby and have a harv@stablesurplusthatexc@edsmost herdsin nelghbortng units.

3. The subsistence regulationshave prevented both Board of game and the board of fish; from

making decisionsthat would benefit not only the rural residents that reside in these units. but

the residents that reside in non-subsistence areasandare denied access to the herd's

population.
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4. Theboard of gameadopted and passed another regulation for a Community harvest plan that is

likely to bechallenged in court at a considerable expense to the state and its Residents. Aswell

allocated 300 animals of the ANS established at 600-1000 animals even though most area

residentsand local ACs testified that a lower ANSwould be acceptable for that region,

5. The board of gameadopted and passed a regulation mat equates to an un-regulated

registration hunt of the nelchina caribou herd. This isa Tier I subsistenceregistration hunt, and

that after establishing an ANS of 600-1000 animals,(ofwhich 300are set aside for CHP) the

board did not put a cap on permits that would beavailable. On top of it all the Board is forcing

all registrants and thelr famllv members} to hunt moose within the boundaryof unit 13. This

method of exclusionary language has been thought to deter resident hunters from applying for

or exceptingtags for the nelchlna caribou. When in fact it has also increased the hunt1ng

pressure on a recoveringmoosepopulation, and equated to additionalcompetition for a
resource the loca l copper basin residentsseem to actualty prefer.

6. And finally the board adoptedand passed regulation for a draw style hunt that was initially

requested bya large portion of eligiblestate residents, as the determination of a fair and

equitable method of allocationof a state resource. Thelanguage of UP/TO 3000 Permitsmay be

Issued, wasadopted and passed into regulat jon, In November, thePermit applicat ion

supplement wasprintedand published on the state Fishand gameweb site. Ihe issuable
permit numbersare listedas," TBD "at a later date bythe department; asthe Department has

no ideahow many draWing tags may be issued, until the unlimited available number of

registration Tier I and Community harvestpermitsare counted and issued afore hand.

To further compound the situation the board of game left the Department hanging in the wind, to be

brutalized if it all falls apart yet again in the spring. Huntersare applying for an Unknown, 0-3000tags

may be issued} refunds may haveto occur, and in fact if tags are Issued, a hunt may not happenshould

the unlimited numberof Tier I permit holdersand CHP meet the harvest quota prior to Draw permits
season opener. Again the Department will receive the black eye for the boards not takingresponsible

action regarding manyof these issues.

I feel asa resident of t he State of Alaska, the time has cometo correct mayof the issues before us.

Alaska's subsistence regulations areout datedand over lapped with Federal subsistenceregulat ion that

was not in place, during the Inception of legislation of Alaska's laws. Yet the federal opportunit iesmay

not beconsidered when adopting regulation by the boards. I also feel that the establishment of non

subsistenceareas/zoneswould solve manyof the user ccnr llcts regarding usergroups.

TheJoint Boardsshould meet on a much more frequent basis, so that issuesof these nature can be
brought up and discussed, andthe Joint boards should requestthe Alaska l egislator to review and

amend AlaskaStatute's to work with the current dynamicsof Alaska's population centers. Ailiska has

seen muchgrowth andexpansion of resourceavailability since the 60's and 70's when the ads we are

currently operating under took effect.

On this subject I would also share that asa member of the public that attendsmanyAdvisory committee

meetings aroundthe state, it isalsodear to me the dissatisfaction within the At'sof the joint boards
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accesslbillty t o the ACs, aswe ll that t he responsibilit ies of the joint board, to the ACs and members of

the publi c are in fact NOT being met. Many feel the board s are avoiding issues, and are resistant to the

joint meeting pro cess: so that the se issues may be ignored. As a member of the publi c, I feel that the

joint boards should meet at least once per cycle, and given that at least every tw o years both boards are

meet ing at the same t ime. in th e same city two days at least should be set aside for pub lic comment and

review. In the least a short period of time should be allocated for AC act ion and memb.er review.

The Issue of subsistence, regulat ion and allocation has come before both board s with great expense and

difficulty over the last few cycles. Yet a resolution to the problem has yet to appear. I respectfully

requ@stthat asa meetingmustoccur in thenearfuture, the Boards agree to meet , Accept pro posals,

Public comment, and take a good hard look atwhat isneeded to repair a faltering and expens ive system

of management and allocati on. Alaska's hunters and Fishers are commonly the most underrepresented

gro up within this process, yet deal wi th all of the decisions fo rced upon them. I am but one person

speaking for many wh en I ask, to be awarded an equal opportu nit y asa state resident to share our

boun tles provided to us.

I am personally .....illing,at my own expense to travel and work with any group to assist In developing an

acceptable resolution to som@of theunit 13problems. lhaveseveral curre ntideas for Non-subsistence

area that are located well within the boundaries o f unit 13, and allow for much of the traditional

subsistence and federa l subsistence hunts to cont inue . As the areas I would propose, are not only the

harder to access but also predominantly hunted by residents th at reside in non-subsistence areas. I

wou ld be grate ful would th e boards meet me along the way.

Ii::. You for your con,ideration

espectfully

Vince Holton

Po box 10121

Fairbanks, Alaska 99710

907-978-8218

eleGoverno r Sean Parnell

AII AC

-.
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Attn: BoordofFish COMMENTS
BoardsSupport Section, Alaska Department of Fish and Game

PO Box t25526
Juneau, AK 99811-5526

Fax 907-465-6094

Regarding the 2010/2011 Proposed Changes in the Cook Inlet Finfish Regulations

PROPOSALS 2. & 3 - I SUPPORT for the following reasons:

It makes openings in the Lower Cook Inlet harvest area consistent
with each other. Currently Kamishak District opens on June 1 and
that works well for that district.

Opening the Eastern and Outer Districts on June 1 will encourage
fishermen to return to traditionalIy fished areas that have not been
surveyed or fished in years, if there is adequate return. It would allow
fishermen to timely harvest early run fish (males) and allow the
fishermen to receive top dollar for those early caught fish.

PROPOSALS 4, 5, 7, & 8 - I OPPOSE for the folIowing reasons;

We don't need any conflict ofdifferent gear types in our area or the
increased pressure on a delicately balanced return of fish. In some
areas kings and cohos are entirely alIocated to sportfishing and
gillnetters would not be able to release live fish that are solely

. allocated to sportfishing. Allowing gilInetting in Lower Cook Inlet
wiII adversely affect both commercial and sport fishing throughout
the entire area.

If the Board approves any or all of Proposals 4, 5, 7,or 8, I request
that the Board concurrently approve an amendment that allows
commercial seining in Upper Cook Inlet.

Page 1of2

BOF Comments 201012011 Support 2 & 3, Oppose 4, 5, 7, 8, 12
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Attn. BoardofFishCOMMENTS . .
Boards support~n, AlaskaDepartment ofFish and Gams:

PO l\Qx 115526
Juneau,S·998n-ii5"6 .>,'.

Rt.-guding tie 2010/20U Proposed~~ in theCook~tFui~hRegulations

PROPOSAL 12 - I OPPOSE for the following reasons:

If this is allowed it is verylikely that there would be many years that
commercial fisherman would not be allowed to fish, dependingon
fish returns and ClANs budgetshortfalls. It is grosslyunfair to
commercial fisherman to be locked out ofthe entire fishery, with
absolutely no input or controlover theprojects, budgetsor
expenditures ofClAA. Fishermen are being asked tQrelinquish their
entire incomes for an organization that has shownlimitedsuccess
and multiple failures.

I am a Lower Cook Inlet Seine Permit Holder:

Signed,

Printed Name & Address:

Page a of a
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Kena i/Soldotna Fish & GameAdvisory Committee

October 26. 2010 6:30PM

Roll call: Crawford, Shadura II, Brandt, Corr, Bemecker, Payne, Buey, Eggemeyer, Carmichael, Ermold,

Foust, Joseph, Maher. Excused: Tappan, VanDevere, parch, Darby and Dykema.

Department: Selinge r

Gary Fandrel, Cook Inlet Aquaculture Association, proposa112 on cost recovery program and have

sunset clause removed. Questions asked by Chair Crawford and committee. Fandrei answered questions

regarding funding, who benefit s from program, facility and run returns. Explanation by Shadura on the

process and background of the Aquaculture from start to curre nt. Carmichae l moved to support

proposal 12, Ermold seconded. 9/2/1

Board of Game: Spraker

port by Cha ir Crawford on Board of Game. I'd-

Board of Game Proposals

Spraker gave an update on subsistence, October emergency meeting, open drawing taken off the table.

Registration, last one was over 53,000, management has been consistent, won't work no control on

harvest. Reinstated community harvest, 25 people or more can apply to harvest, up to 300 caribou

harvested, registration for residents only, one caribou per family, open drawing established for residents

only.

Selinger, on harvest surveys. Report on Department proposals.

Public comments: Joe Bazan, restrictions taken off motori zed vehicles in 15C. Comments and questions

from Board. Spraker gave history of regulation and background. ~fVi:D

BreakB :OS-8:1SPM NOV 122010.

Ermold gave brief explanation and background on proposals that he has proposed. BOARDS
ANCf.IoAA.GE

Ermold moved for the AC to submit a proposal t hat closes ISA to nonresident and to spiked forked

moose, along with an active predator management program, with a 2 year sunset clause, seconded by

Corr . Comments; Spraker something needs to be done to lSA to increase population in this area,

Selinger concurs, spikes are not an issue. 13/0/0, unanimous consent .

Ermold moved for the AC to submit a proposal to reopen Mystery Creek (DMS22) October 10 to

November 10, hunt with permit drawing to spiked forked SO inchesor more, seconded by Corr. Spraker

and Selinger noted that there are regulations already in place for a Mystery Creek (DMS22). Ermo ld

withdraws proposal. Discussion on adding predator control in I SA and including other opportunity for

hunts per recommendation from Spraker. Committee discussed including predator control



management and other opportunity in th e proposal approved for 15A. The fo llowing is t he amended

proposal. Ermold moved to accept t he foll owing proposal in lieu of accepted proposal, Corr seconded.

AC proposal - Close unit 15A to nonresident moose hunting and to spiked forked moose for residents,

sunsetting in 2 years. Mod el 168 in a predator contro l management program for black bear and an aerial

wo lf management. Encourage the Department to reop en for increased harvest opportunity in the

foll owing OM's 522, 531, 533, 535, 537 and 539 w ith 2 permits being issued in the following 531, 533,

535, 537, and 539 and up to 25 permits in 522. A 10 in bull drawi ng with permits in 7 and 15 wit h 5 in

each area. To act ively pursue a habitat enhancement program.

Unanimous consent.

Eggemeyer moved for the AC to submit th e follow ing proposal, Corr seconded;

Com puter generated lottery for problem bears, brown and black, th at ADF&G deems necessary to

harvest with t hese st ipulat ions:

l ocal area residents

ADF&G hunter safety bear class

No ADF&G violatio ns

Insurance liabilit y waiver for State and ADF&G

Accepta ble means of harvest per ADF&G biologist/tech; rifl e, bow or muzzleloader

l ocal hun ter under supervision of ADF&G authority may harvest and retain skull, hyde, claws

meat afte r local ADF&G bio logists releases t he animal from stud y.

11{1{1

Crawfo rd moved for th e ACto submit th e fo llowing proposal, f aust seconded;

The harvest for wolf hunt ing in Unit 7 and 15 to a bag limit of 5.

Unanimous consent.

Shadura II handed out information on Kasilof Management Service Area. Chair Crawford asked who will

be attending t his meeting. Crawford made a mot ion for Brenecker to represent the AC at this meetin g,

Ermold seconded , unanimous consent. Also info rmat ion regarding restrictions on use of wh eeled and

tracked vehicles and on king salmo n bycatch in the Gulf. ACneeds to be involved in t he king salmon

Bycatch issue.

Payne, send an invitati on Refuge Manager to com e and part icipate in ACmeet ing.

Next meet ing November 9, 2010
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SEWARD FISH AND GAME ADVISORY COMMITTEE

OCTOBER 14 MEETING-MINUTES

The Seward AC met on Thursday, October 14 at City Hall. Jim McC raken, Bob White, Mark
Clements, we Casey, Robin Colman, Ezra Campbell, Arnie hatch and Dianne Dubuc were in
attendance.

Regional game biologist Jeff Selinger spoke about game issues on the Kenai Penin sula and bear
issues in the Seward area.

Robin Colman spoke about the Kid ' s Fishing Day that was established by the Seward AC.

The AC commented on various proposals to be taken up at the upcoming LeI BOF meting in
November.

PROP 2-Would remove language designating June I as the opening date for the outer
District-2 votes to support, 0 opposed and 6 abstained
The author of the proposal, Tom Buchanan, was at OUT meeting to speak to his proposaL Mr.
Buchanan' s position is that the fishery should be managed as the run comes in and not when the
fish are in the creeks. The discussion centered on the lack of fly time in the Outer District.
Apparently the biologists start their Arial surveys in Kachemak Bay then do Kamishack, Windy,
Rocky, and Port Dick. When they get to resurrection Bay in the afternoon, the day breeze has
kicked up and they are unable to see any fish, Lack of fly time is related to lack of funding. The
lack of funding is impeding management. There is virtually no fly time north of Gore Pt. There
are 14 seiners operating north of Gore, One AC member felt the fishery should be managed by
fish ticket s but this would result in a lag time for openings. Another AC member who is a LCI
seiner stated that in this scenario it would be possible to wipe out entire runs as fish from
di fferent systems all swim together. The AC members that abstained did so for two reasons. One
was because they felt they were not well versed on the subject to render a position . The ~PJ"~.D._

was out of politeness to the author ~YCU

PROP 3 is essentially the same as PROP 2 and we took no action. NOV 12 2010

PROPS 4, 5, 7, & 8 would seek expand the drift fishery to the Outer District and bOARDS
" " ,--: ' Q "" GEResurrection Bay. Unanimously opposed to all three proposals. . . 1""... .

The discussion revo lved around historical perspective. A drift fishery did exist in Resurrection
Bay prior to Limi ted Entry.
This could be a mixed stock fishery, say with coho. The general consensus of the Seward AC is
that survival rates of released fish are much higher for seine fish. Drifters cannot releas e fish as
easily. One LeI seiner said he would support the idea if seiners were allowed to fish further
north in Cook Inlet. The Seward AC believes the status quo should be left alone.

PROP lOseeks to amend the closcd water boundary line in Resurrection Bay. 0 support, 7
opposed, 1 abstained
The cons did not want an imaginary line down the bay. Thej itneys used to prosecute this fishery
often have rudimentary electronics .
The pros believe that this line is in place to protect chums. It should be solidified in regulation.
Stop management by EO and codify it.

PROP 12 would repeal the sunset clause adopted by the BOF by an emergency petition out
of cycle in 2009. We amended this proposal to reinstate the Bear Lake Management Plan.

(/ \ "~ L



The amendment passed unanimously with 8 in favor. PROP 12 had no support and we
voted unanimously to oppose 8-0.
The run return estimates being put forth by C lAA have been questionab le. The proposal states
that 425,000 reds would return to Resurrection Bay in 2010. In fact, only 21,732 returned. 201 1
will be the first year for return of the saltwater released fish. Reds are hard to grow. ClAA has
had 30 years of problems trying to grow reds. There was discussion that it was an unwise
decision by Mr. Fandrei to send two employees from CIAA that were not qualified to answer
many of our questions. Mr. Fandrei should have made an appearance at our meeting to defend
his proposal. All or nothing is not good. An aquaculture association cannot be the sole benefactor
offish being grown from the enhancement tax paid by fishermen. ClAA should not exist to
support itsel f

PROP 13 seeks to modify the Trail Lakes Management Plan and restrict non-commercial
users in an attempt to satisfy brood stock object ives for coho and sockeye. Unanimously
opposed 8-0,
ClAA wants all the fish caught from all user groups, not just cost recovery. CIAA does not own
the fish. We object to the word "shall" and feel it is too definitive; a single artificial lure sports
fishery exi sts north of the saltwater regulatory markers. Thi s fishery has been deemed a non
entity by the local Enforcement Officer, Officer Cloward. CIAAhas no concept that there wild
runs moving through this area and all of the fish are not C lAA fish .

PROP 14 would allow a personal use fishery in Kachemak Bay only after ClAA has met its
cost recovery goals. Unanimously opposed 8-0.
Once again, CIAA wou ld like to see no user groups have access to any fish. ClAA does not own
the fish and should not be allowed to dictate allocation .

PROP 51 seek to create a management plan for rockfish, lower the daily bag limit, and
require ha rvest recording in Cook Inlet. T he Seward AC amended thi s propo sal as follows:
require that a rockfish management plan be drafted prior to the next LeI cycle in 2013.
T he amendment passed 8-0. Proposal Sl was un animously opposed 8-0.
We were all in agreement that this is too ambitious of a proposal. Create the management plan
first, and then implement other needed management tools.

The Seward AC voted to have Dianne Dubuc represent the AC at the LC I meeting.

The AC voted to have the nest meeting on December 2 at 1900 at City Halt .

The meeting was adjourned at 2140.



Seldovia Fish & Game Advisory Com mit t ee

R.efS
SEAN PARNELL, GOVERNOR

Keith Gain, Chair
PO Box 132
Seldovia, AK 99663
Home: 907·234·7635
Email: k.r.a.m.gain@acsalaska.net

Seldovia Fish & Ga me Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes of Novembe r 9, 2010

Members Present: Robert Purpura, Dave Chartier, Tim Dillon, Walt Sonen, Paul Chissus, and
Michael Ophei m.
Members Absent or Excused: Keith Gain, Matt Gallien, Herman Moonin, and Warren Brown

Public Present: Jerry Murray, Walter Mcinnes, Tim Dillon, Mary Klinger, Layla Jandt-Pederson
* Note Jerry Murray, Mary Klinger and Layla Jandt-Pederson in the public present for this meeting
where seated as alternate AC memb ers.

The meeting began at the Multi -purpose Community Room at 7:00 pm

AGENDA: Lower Cook Inlet Proposals

PROPOSAL-50

Public Testimony: Jerry Murray and Walter McInnes want to add language to 5 AAC 58.022 (a)
having witnessed blatant waste in areas posted for snagging. To prevent the waste ofundesi rab le
fish they should be counted toward the bag limit allowed.

Comments: Robert Purpura agrees with the Proposal but believes there are laws that already exis t
addressing this. Whi le I am attending meeting next week , I will ask legal counsel.

PORPOSAL-I

Motion:
Second:
Action:

Jerry Murray to Support
Dave Charier

Support 9-0
NOV 1220m

SOAFlOS
ANCHORAGe

Public Testimony: Dave Chartier found a discrepancy in the means of measuring the boundaries
of his fish sites. He would like ACC to address the prob lems that may exist with new technology in
the future and that some lines have changed due to the difference in the measurement methods.

Motion: Walt Sonen
Second: Paul Chissus
Action: Support 9-0

PORPOSAL-4

Public Testimony: Dave Chartier was concerned that expanding the area for the drift fleet into
lower Cook Inle t and outer district would result in fewer fish for the lower Cook Inlet seine fleet. It
would also impact the lower Cook Inlet set net fishery. Robert Purpura was sure that this proposal



along with proposal 2, 3, 5, 7 & 8 where all drafted before last season's drift harvest because they
where able to land more fish at a higher price since 1992 where as we in lower Cook Inlet had our
worst season in recent memory. Walt Sonen stated that trollers at one time could fish out the
Aleutian Chain but do to changes over time they are restricted to as far as Yakutat so it is difficult to
look at historical rights as a givens.

Motio n:
Second:
Action:

Jerry Murray
Paul Chissus

Support()'9

Motio n to Adjourn: Tim Dillon
Second: Dave Chartier

Meeting adjourned at 8: IS pm.
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Oct.30, 2010

Board Support Section
Dept. of Fish and Game
P.O. Box 11526
Juneau, AK 99811-5526

Dear Board Mem bers,

Thank you for the chance to comment on a number of proposa ls, concerning the fishing regulations
on the Anchor River and Deep Creek, befo re you make your final decisions.

Proposal #25 states that the management act ions on Deep Creek will be the same act ions taken on
the Anchor River, so that both rivers will be man aged in tandem, using just data obtained fro m
monitoring the Anchor River.

I oppose this proposal because they are actually very different rivers. The mouths of these
rivers are 20 miles apart, and the river bottoms are not similar. It's irresponsible to use data
obtained from one river to manage another river.

Proposals #31, #32, #33, #34 and #35 are asking for either an additional ban on the use of bait
during the King Salmon season and the last eleven days of August, or a total ban on the use of bait
year round on the Anchor River and Deep Creek.

I oppose these proposals because they are based on the false premise that using bait
significantly increases the mortality on Steelhead during the King and Silver Salmon seasons.
I have fished these rivers for over 3 decades, and rarely do I ever catch Steel head while
fishing for salmon. When I do hook a Steelhead using bait, I carefully release the fish in the
water, and have never gill hooked a Steel head. I strongly believe that more Steelhead are
killed in August by people misidentifying them as silvers, or by excessive catching and
releasing in the fall, than by any other means.

I believe the three people that wrote these proposals are trying to force their way of fishing
onto the rest of us. Many of us bait fishermen really enjoy the satisfaction of fishing with the
"perfect" bait that we have prepared ourselves. The ban on bait is already in place starting on
September -tst, which accounts for approximately 40% of our fishing season. Let's leave the
regulation alone.

Proposal #3 6 is requiring the mandatory use of circle hooks on the Anchor River to reduce the
amount of lining or snagging that is going on.

I oppose this proposal because circle hooks eliminate the need to set the hook when a fish
bites your hook. The proper hook setting technique is a very Important part of salmon fishing,
and one of the most enjoyable parts of the fishing experience. Setting the hook when using
circle hooks will pull the hook out of the mouth. Many fish will go unhooked because the fish
will let go of the circle hook before it can hook them. It makes no sense to try and regulate
illegal snagging or the shady art of " lining" by the mandatory use of circle hooks.



Proposals #41 and #42 are wanting to limit guides on the Anchor River and Deep Creek to 2 clients
per day, and eliminate any fishing by the guide while clients are present.

I oppose this proposal because it would be devastating to fishing guides on these rivers, and
In particular to my own guiding business. I am one of the only full time seasonal "walk and
wade" guide services in the area, and I've seen the number of guides decrease in the last few
years. Limiting guides to only 2 people is just not fair, and would prevent families of 4 or 5
from fishing with guides. Alaska's sport fishing guide industry should provide access to
fishery resources for those who might not be able to access them on their own. By limiting
guides to 2 people per day, this would significantly reduce the impact that the guide industry
has in providing economic benefits to Alaskans by creating jobs and bringing tourism dollars
into our communities.

This proposal implies that the Anchor river and Deep Creek are becoming too crowded with
qufded activity, but has no data to back ifs claim. Rarely do I ever meet other guides on these
rivers. There will always be those who dislike guides on these rivers, no matter how few the
number of guides or clients are. The fresh water log data that gUides turn in to Fish and Game
throughout the season, should shed some light on just how much guide pressure there really
is, compared to the total numbers of river fishermen.

Fishing guides should be able to demonstrate and model proper fishing techniques, fly
casting methods, etc. To be an effective guide, you must be allowed to fish on occasion.

Fishing guides provide a valuable service, by teaching people how fish properly and
successfully, while modeling good fishing practices and appropriate fishing etiquette.
Severely limiting their overall effectiveness and ability to stay in business with this proposal is
a bad idea.

Thanks for Y"E:ation.

Ga~Uber :,)
Owner/Lead Guide
Silverfin Guide Service
P.O. Box 1657
Homer, AK 99603

The following local residents agree with the above wrirten comments, by providing their signature and
other pertinent information:

Si nature Printed Name Address
c OJ

Occu ation Business



Sionature Printed Name Address Occueaticn'auslness
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Si u Printed Name Address Occunation/Business
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Dave Cha r tier
PO Box 153
Seldov ia. AK.99663

)

Alaska Board ofFi sh & Game

I am petJtIoning th e Sta te Board ofFish unde r SAAC96.625 ( f) joint Boa rd policies. I as k the Board
to consider an amendment to ARTICLE2 FISH IN GDISTRICTS, SUB DISTRICTS, AN DSECTIO NS. SAAC
21 .200 (d) Southern District (2) Seldovia Bay Subdistrict.

The present bou ndary Is: all waters south of a line fro m Point Naskow hak at N 59 27.200'
longitude, W 15 1 44 .5 70' latitude. to Se ldo via Point at N 59 28 .22 '!atltude, W 151 42 .37'.

Our amendment asks the Board to amend Artlcle2. SAAC 21.200 (cl)(2) th e weste rn most
boundary at point Naskowhak to read (59 27.37'N) latitu de, 151 44.63'w) longitu de, (see map B&C).

It was brou ght to ou r attention that one army set ne t sites, ADL 225421 tractA. (see map A)
located off poin t Naskowhak, Lower Cook Inlet. Southern district. Seldovia Subdistrict was outs ide
the fish and game boundary line as it is presently worded and would have to be moved before my
lease can be re issued. This revelation was totally unforeseeable and bli ndsided everyone . After
some research it was found that the wording of this regulation along with the means of measuring
map poin ts had chan ged over the years. However th e area historically fished and presently being
fished remained the same , This request Is not an expansion to th e fishery; the site In qu esti on has
been fished for over four decades starting with two previou s fishe rme n (Mike Balough and Tony
Martin). After my family purchased Mike's permit we fished this site for 26 years and have leased it
from the Sta te of Alaska. Divis ion of Natural Resources (DNR) for the past 16 years in it's cur rent
pos ition.

Without regu latory action this bioiogically allowable resou rce that we have depe nded on since
1984 will be unava ilable to us come th e 2011 sal mon season. Over the years my family made
Investment decisions based on a certa in retu rn from site s th at were long established by previous
fishe rmen and acq uired by us. Without corrective action th e DNRwill be unable to honor ou r long
standing lease agreement. No action would for ce us to re locate thi s site in an already congested area
causi ng stri fe, confus ion, un needed discourse and loss of Income .

The technology to pin point an exact location of this site In relationship to the bounda ry Hoe did
not exist when I entered into the fishery, Pacing off the beach and st retchi ng 600 'lines were the
methods use d then nota han dheld GPSwhich did not even exist th en. During July 2010 the Dept. Of
Natural Resources and the Dept OfF ish and Game took GPS coordinates from an exposed rock on the
outer most end of point Naskowhak (see map B). From this point (59 27 .37'N Latitude, 151 44.63' W.
Long), lines could be easily drawn to point Naskowhak bluff and to Seldovia Point. prov iding an
equable solutio n for all parties. This is a very small slice of historically fished wate r th at has been
long recognized as ope n to commercial set net fishing. A regulatory cha nge to th e wording as
requested to the west ern most boundary line by the Board of Fish is the best way to resolve th e issue
at ha nd, thus allowing th e sta tus quo to prevail .

David Chartier



November 8, 2010

To the Board of Fisheries,

This letter is to express my opinions regard ing Proposal 1 in th is yea rs Lower Cook
Inlet Finfish board meetin g. Unfortunately due to other commitments, I am unable to
attend.

My personal history with the set net site in questi on goes back to when I was an
infant along for a skiff ride with my parents, Alexandra and David Char tier. Since then I
have gone from playing in the skiff with flounders to deckhand and event ually permit
holder , being part of the operati on every summer. In 200 4 1purchased my moth ers permit.
Since then, David an d I have continued to wor k as a family and as fishing partners.
Although I wasn't born when Mike Balough fished the site, I knew him well after he sold it
and his Cook Inlet set net permit to my father. The history of the site goes back further to
the days of Tony Martin, when he fished the area. This net and our othe r five have become a
par t of me over the last 26 years. Living and fishing from Seldovia, a town where jobs are
hard to come by makes every net count. The outcome of Proposal 1 plays directly on my
future, economically and the lifestyle of fish ing I enjoy.

Late last fall, David Chartier was notified that one of his set net sites was outside the
boundary line of the Seldovia Bay Sub district. He was allowed to fish the net in its
historical positi on during the 2010 salmon season; the conflict was to be resolved in the
20 10 November board meetings. There has never been any issues regar ding this net, not
until recent GPSte chnology was there a discrepancy. This site has been fished in the same
location for 30 plus years, furth ermore leased through DNR since 1994. Before GPS,
fishermen used regulation books or fish and game markers to keep nets inside the
boundarie s. Point Naskowhak has never had a fish and game marker. The regulation book
has also been changed three times leaving room for error and misinterpretation. The net in
question is attached to continuous dry lan d at mean low tide. The lead also goes dry on a
minus tide thus creating a legal site. Using the book, Point Naskowhak is vague. Is the
boundary on the edge of the land, or does it include the reef that cont inues out?

This past summer Raymond Keough with DNR was able to make it across the bay to
see the site first hand and gather GPS coord inates. The coord inates he too k are located on a
distinguishe d rock on the outer end of the reef. The historical site of the net in conflict is
just inside Raymond's pur posed coordinates. The new points will work well with Proposal
1.allowing David's net to be fishe d as it has been for decades. I agree with the new
coordinates and would like them to become par t of the new boundary line.

I would like to see the northern boundary of the Seldovia Sub district rewritten with
the new coordinates collected by DNR. Historically the site has been fished in this location
for 30 plus years. DNRwill be unable to keep their end of the site's lease agree ment if the
boundary is not adjusted. With this sites long standing history and no other user groups
being affected, I think this is a reasonable request.
Thank you for your time.

Bryan Chartie r
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