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INDEX OF COMMENTS FOR PROPOSAL 44

This index of advisory committee and public comments shows either SUPPORT or OPPOSITION for
proposal 44 at the 2013 Chignik Finfish, 2013 Lower Cook Inlet Finfish and 2014 Kodiak Finfish meetings.
The center column indicates a comment was made but without a clear indication of support or
opposition. The reference number (ACxx or PCxx) refers to the Advisory Committee comment number or
Public Comment number. The full comment as submitted can be found in the Advisory Committee tab or
Public Comment tab of the board book (Record Copy 1). The notation of "S/A" indicates support as

amended.
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Chignik Fish and Game Advisory Committee
Excerpt of Draft Meeting Minutes pertaining to Kodiak BOF
November 14, 2013

Location: Chignik Lagoon Subsistence Building

Minutes
I Call to Order at 1:45 pm

11. Roll Calk:

Comimittee Members Present Absent

Don Bumpus, Chignik Lagoon, Vice Chair Noah Shanign, Ivanof Bay
Redney Anderson, Chignik Lagoon, Alt. Ben Allen, Chignik Bay

(Gary Anderson, Chignik Lagoon Don Lind, Chignik Lake

Jacob Shangin, Ivanof Bay, Chair Harry Kalmukoff, Chignik Lake
Stephan Shangin, lvanof Bay Alvin Boskofsky, Chignik Lake
Patrick Koshruk, Perryville : Marvin Yagie, Perryville

Bons Kobruk Jr., Perryville Alfredo Abeuid, Chignik Lagoen

Seven of thirteen members are present, quorum is established,

Others in Attendance:

Susie Jenkins- Brito, ADFG

Charlie Rugsell, ADF&G

Mark Stichert, ADF&G

James Jackson, ADF&G

Gayla Woods, BBNA

Frank Woods, BBNA

Courtney Gomez, BBNA

Chuck McCallum, Lake and Pen. Borough
George Anderson, Chignik Lagoon

Aaron Anderson, Chignik Lagoon

Alvin Pedersen, Chipmk Lagoon

Emie Carlson

III. Approve Agenda: Patrick Kosbruk moves for Approval of the Agenda, Gary 2*®
Agenda Approved by unamimous consent

IV. Approval of Minutes: Patrick Kosbruk moves to approve the September 10 and October 3
minutes. Minutes approved by unanimous consent.

V. Introductions:  All present briefly introduced themselves.
VL. BOF Proposed Regulatory Changes

PROPOSAL 43 - Action Taken: Oppose (-7
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DESCRIPTION: Create state-waters groundfish management plans for trawl vessels less than 58
feet in the Cook Inlet, Kodiak and Chignik management areas. (This propesal will be considered
at the Chignik, Lower Cook lnlet, and Kodiak Finfish mectings.)
Motion to adopt: Rodney Anderson; Second: Don Bumpus
DISCUSSION:
Several members expressed concern against any kind of drag fishery citing how fragile our Tanner
crab are and are completely opposed to dragging inside three miles.
A major problem with the idea of having 100% ohservers is that the State doesn’t have an
ohserver program and it would be a major hurdle to implement one.
QUESTION CALLED: Patrick Koshruk

- ACTION: Motion Failed 0 -7

PROPOSAL 44 - Action Taken: Oppose 0-7
DESCRIPTION: Creale state-waters walleye pollock management plans for Cook Inlet, Kodiak
and Chignik management areas. (Thig proposal will be considered at the Chignik, Lower Cook
Inlet, and Kodiak Finfish meetings.) _

Motion to adopt: Don Bumpus; Second: Rodney Anderson

DISCUSSION:

QUESTION CALLED: Gary Andersen

ACTION: Motion Failed 0 7

PROPOSAL 45 - Action Taken: Support with Amendment 7-0
DESCRIPTION: Require 100 percent observer coverage on groundfish trawl vessels in state
waters of the Cook Inlet, Kodiak and Chignik management areas. (This proposal will be
considered at the Chignik, Lower Cook Inlet, and Kodiak Finfish meetings.)

Motion to adopt; Don; Second: Gary

AMENDMENT: Closc all Chignik Area State-waters (within 3 miles) fo all pelagic and non-
pelagic traw].

DISCUSSION:

It's not clear who would be responsible for observers, the State or the Feds.

Can the State tell feds to have 100% observer coverage inside 3 miles?

If the Feds say no then the State needs to develop its own program and that would be difficult.
The State can keep boats from fishing inside three if they don’t have 1(00% observers.

If they were fishing mid-water then fine but we don’t know they are and we don’t know the inipact
on kings and the hitting bottom.

Cod are mid-water also and flatfish can be mid water sometimes and we just don’t know the

_ impact.

The eastern District is very shallow inside 3 and your net is going to hit botton.

By definition Pelagic trawling 1s mid-water, Aaron A, commented at the meeting, that just because
they are considered mid-water doesn’t mean that they stay mid-water. The bigger fish are close to
the bottom during certain times of the day. The draggers then target themmn. What they won’( tell
you though is that they end up scraping the bottom on a regular basis doing so. Because they do
this, they try to stay on mud bottom otherwise they tear up their nets, Our erab are on mud
bottom.

Crab move tremendous distances, why aren’t the crab coming back the way they should? And
what is happening to our halibut fishery?
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AMENDMENT: Motion: Rodney Anderson; Second: Don Bumpus

Amendment made to close all Chignik Area State waters (within 3 miles) to all pelagic tfaw],
QUESTION CALLED: Gary

ACTION: Motion Passes as Amended 7~ (

% Stephan Shangin excused from meeting, remaining proposals discussed by subcommittec
appointed by the Chair approved unanimously prior to Stephan’s departure, subcommittee
consists of remaining six AC members.

Kodiak Finfish Proposals

PROPOSAL 92 - Action Taken: Support with Amendment 6-0
DESCRIPTION: Change management standard that harvest of sockeye salmon in Cape Igvak
Section not exceed 5% at any time or before August 26,

Motion to adopt: Don Bumpus; Second: Rodney Anderson

AMENDMENT: Change the August 26 date to July 25.

DISCUSSION: The amendment is to address the only reason that the department opposed the
proposal — the department needs to be able to manage the local pinks and chums between July 25
and August 26. Motion to amend: Rodney Anderson; Second: Don Bumpus

QUESTION CALLED: Gary Anderson

ACTION: Motion Passed as amended 6 - )

PROPOSAL 93 - Action Taken: Support 60
DESCRIPTION: Amend plan to apply allocation of 15% of total Chignik sockeye salmon catch
only before July €,

Motion to adopt: Don Bumpus; Second: Gary Andetson

DISCUSSION:

Don- How many reds are taken from Cape Igvak section post July 8th?

Dept- Harvest varies from year to year. '

Aaron- Is this proposal passes, what would happen post july 8th?
Dept- After 25th, they will be managed on local stocks.

George- What is the % of the cape igvak section contribution of the overall Kodiak salmon
harvest?
Dept- Table 9 of the AMR breakdown by fishery. The information is there,

QUESTION CALLED:
ACTION: Motion Passed 60

PROFOSAL 94 - Action Taken: Support 6-(
DESCRIPTION: Require check-in and check-out in Cape Igvak Section and delivery of salmon
before leaving section,
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Motion to adopt: Rodney Anderson; Second: Don Bumpus

DISCUSSION: Rodney: We as fisherman can get blurred viston when it comes to reporting. T am
looking for a way to clarify the reporting. ‘
QUESTION CALLED: Don Bumpus

ACTION: Motion Passes 6—0

Full Minutes (pertaining fo Chignilk and Statewide BOF)
Available upon Request
Meeting Minutes formatted by

Susie Jenkins- Brito, ADF &G Boards Support .-

At the Request of the ddvisory Committee
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AGENDA

SAND POINT FISH & GAME ADVISORY
BOARD MEETING

Date: September 27 ,2013
Time: 6:00 pm
LOCATION: City Chambers
1. 2013 Board of Fish Proposals
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- Kodiak Fish & Game Advisory Committee
December 17™ & 18th, 2013---KNWR Visitors Center
Julie Kavanaugh; Chairman

{Minutes represent a parapheased summary of the KAC, department staff and pobiic contments and are not a verbatim
transeript of the meeting, Tapes of the mectiag are ivaitable for public review hy contacting the committee secrctary)

Call to order: 6;00pm by vice chair Julie Kavanaugh.

Roll call: Members present: Dick Roher(for Paul Chervenak-Big game
Guide/Qutfitter), Oliver Holm{Small Boat crab/Herring & salmon Seiner), Theresa
Peterson(for Pete Hannah-Salmon Gill-net South End), Secretary Don Fox{Alternate-
retired commercial fisherman), Kip Thomet{Salmon Gill-net West Side), Jason
Bunch(Alternate-Coast Guard & Big Game Guide), Ron Kavanaugh(Small Boat
Crab/Herring & Salmon Seiner), Patrick O Donnel{for Curt Waters-Trawl Seat), Rolan
Ruoss(Transporter), Andy Finke(Kodisk Subsistence), Duncan Fields(Port
Lions/Oujzinke-Subsistence), Rick Berns(0ld Harbor/Ahkiok Subsistence), Vice-Chair
-Julie Kavanaugh(Interested Citizen).

Unexcused absences: Larsen Bay/Karluk Subsistence.

Execused absences: Tuck Bonney{Processor),L.ou Dochtermann(Large Boat Crab).
Quorum; Achieved with 13 member present(8 needed),

User groups present:Subsistence, sport fishermen, charter and lodge operators, trawl
fishermen, jig fishermen, commercial salmon fishermen,big game guides, processor,

Department Staff: James Jackson, Jeff Wadle, Geoff Spalanger and Birch Foster.
BOF member; Sue Jeffrey.

Department of Public Safety: Trooper Todd Mountain,

Aundience: 35,

Approve agenda: Proposal #97 would be taken up after staff reports so Trooper
Mountain could return to work. Amended agenda approved unanimously.

Approve minutes of our previous meeting of September 30™ 2013; Minutes approved
unanimously.

Correspondence: A letter from Rick Blanc with comments on several salmon proposals.

Chair Announcements: None.

Old Business: None.

New Busmess,

1) Department presentalion on the wrap-up of the 2013 salmon season and forecast for
2014 by James Jackson and on herring by Geoff Spalanger.

2) Salmon proposals:
3) Adjourn: 11:20 pm will take up sport and ground {ish at 6pm on the 18" of

December. .
" December 187 2013
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Kodiak Fish & Game Advisory Committee
December 17™ & 18th, 2013---KNWR Visitors Center

Julie Kavanangh: Chairman

Roll call: Called to order at 6:00pm by vice chair Julie Kavanaugh.
Members present: Same as the 17% except for Any Finke was absent and Tuck Bonney was
present. :
Quorum: Achieved with 13 members present(§ needed).
User groups present: Same as on the 17,
Staff: Wayne Donaldson, Mark Stichert, Don Tracy and Tyler PoHum.
BOF member: Sue Jeffrey.
Audience: 30.
Agenda: Approved unanimously.
Chair announcements: None,
Correspondence: None.
0Old business: Theresa Peterson was selected to chair the committee work group to develop
alternate language for proposal #91 to be submitted as 2 RC at the Kodiak BOF meeting.
New business:

1} Sport fish proposals:

2) Ground fish proposals

3) KAC member for the BOF: Julie Kavanaugh was selected to represent the committee at
BOF meeting, Don Fox and Julie Kavanaugh were selected to sit in on BOF committees

in case there was more than one committee.

4) Date of next KAC meeting: Late February(around the 24@) was selected to hold
committee elections and address Cycle A state wide game and King and Tanner crab
propasals

5) ADJOURN: 1¢:20 pm.

Salmon proposals;

- Page 2 of 9
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Kodiak Fish & Game Advisory Committee
December 17™ & 18th, 2013---KNWR Visitors Center

Julie Kavanaugh: Chairman

Department staff provided the commitiec with staff comments and information packets to aide in
our discussions.

BOF-Proposal # 88: Change staggered fishing periods in Olga Bay, Moser Bay, Alitak Bay and
Cape Alitak.

OPPOSE-support 0- Oppose 13.

Staff comments: Would increase time nets were out of the water probably increasing

- escapements when larger escapements not needed. The department wishes to avoid terminal
fisheries.

Committee commenis: Agree with staff commenis. The KAC supports the plan that is in place
now. All groups get a chance to fish without gear in front of them. Wouldn't want to constrain
the departments ability to manage the fishery.

BOF-Proposal #89: Change management dates for Cape Alitak Seciion based on late Upper
Station returns.

OPPOSE-support (0-oppose 13.

Staff comments: Opposed.

Committee comments: In reply to member Fields question about the magnitude of the pink
salmon run the department stated that the current structure allows them to protect the weak runs.
In odd years the smaller run shows up earlier then in the even year cycle where it’s somewhat
later, The committee agreed with and supporis the departments current management strategy.

BOF-Proposal #90: Establish management options for the Humpy/Deadman Section after July
15" for the protection of other salmon runs in the Alitak District.

OPPOSE-support 1-oppose 12.

Staff comments: Opposed.

Committee comments: In reply (o a question as to what wouid happen if the lines were
withdrawn to avoid caiches of mixed stocks the department feit it would be difficult to control
the pink salmon escapements and they wanted to avoid putting too many pink salmon up the
river and having to catch the fish in a terminal fishery. KAC members agreed with and supported
the staffs position.

Minority opinion: Ms. Peterson felt that a more refined approach in boundary lines could
provide additional sockeye escapement to struggling systems.

BOF-Proposal #91: Amend the management plan to direct the department to manage for early
run Upper Station sockeye and to achieve biological cscapement goals(BEG) for early run Upper
Station and Frazer sockeye salmon.

(Proposal # 91-continued)

SUPPORT (as amended)-support 13-appose 0.

Staff comments: The intent of the BOF for salmon management plans is to harvest the fish in
traditional harvest areas. Non-traditional harvests are terminal fisheries which the department
wishes to avoid.

Committee comments: Committee members agree with and support staff comments. KAC
members all agreed that escapements into the early sockeye run should be increased but felt

Page3 of 9
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Kodiak Fish & Game Advisory Committee
December 17" & 18th, 2013---KNWR Visitors Center

Julie Kavanaugh: Chairman
more time would be needed to work out a solution. A amendment was offered and adopted
unanimously to form a committee group comprised of both gear types to come up with substitute
language by the time of the Kodiak BOF meeting to be submitted by the KAC as aRC,
Amendment: The Kodiak Advisory Committee supports in principle management measures that
would allow for the possibility of increased escapement in Upper Station to be worked out by the
two user groups prior to the BOF meeting and that would also allow for Upper Station
rehabilitation projects.

The Kodiak Advisory Committee would like to preface all comments on proposals #92-93
and 94 with the following statement: The KAC requests that the Alaska Board of Fisheries
encourage the Alaska Department of Fish & Game to _Pnormze funding for penetic stock
identification of sockeye salmon caught in the June 1%-July 25" time frame in the Cape Igvak
Section of the Kodiak Management District,

BOF-Proposal # 92-Change management standard that harvest of sockeye salmon not exceed
15% at any time on or before August 26™,

Oppose- support (l-oppose 13.

Staff comments: Adoption of the proposal would make it extremely difficulf to achieve the 15%
sockeye allocation. The department traditionally goes over the 15% prior to the overlap period
between the early and late runs. The difference is made up later. The Chignik fleet continues to
fish during the overlap period so their catch numbers go up. After July 26 the department
manages for local pink and chum stocks.

Committee eomments: We agree with and support staff comments, The sockeye caught during
the Tgvak fishery contain mixed stocks that are all not bound for Chignik. Without genetic stock
assessinent these mixed stocks cannot be separated. This proposal is a round about way to
lower the Kodiak fleets 15% share of this traditional fishery.

B()F-Proposnl #93- Amend plan to apply allocation of 15% of total Chignik sockeye catch only
befare July 15%,

Oppose- support {- oppose 13.

Committee comments: This proposal would cut the time in half the Kodiak fleet is allowed to
harvest their allocation in this traditional fishery.

We would like to reference our comments from the previous proposal #92.

BOF -_Proposal #94- Require check in and check out in cape Igvak Section and delivery of
salmon before leaving section.

Opposed-support -opposel3.

Staff comments: Department is opposed we have no reason to believe catches are being
mis-represented by the Kodiak fleet. In season harvest data and fish tickets are the best
information.

Committee comments: Agree with and support staff comments. Boats fishing in the Cape lgvak
fishery are required to delivery daily on the grounds for reasons of fish quality, Later in the
season when effort is down not all canneries can afford to keep a tender in the area this

Page 4 of 9
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Kodlak Fish & Game Advisory Committee
December 177 & 18th, 2013---KNWR Visitors Center
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requiremnent would place an undue burden on Kodiak fisherman who only deliver to a single
processor,

BOF-Proposal #95- The proposal would require the department ta open the Central Section of
the North West District on June 23“‘_ for one, set gill net only, | 14hr fishing period.

Support(as amended)-support 7 —appose 6

(amendment passed 10-3- main motion passed 7-6)

Staff comments: Opposed because of harvest of Karfuk bound early run sockeye.

Committee comments: KAC members agreed with the maker of the proposal Mr. Berns that
since hy the 28" of June the majority (§8%) of the Karluk early rim sockeye are past the weir and
the majority of the rest are in the lagoon at Karluk that few early run sockeye would be caught in
a late June early July set-net only fishery. They would be targeting Spirdon(Telarod Cove) bound
KRAA enhanced stocks. It was felt that this was a matier of equity as this is the only KRAA
enhancement project that set-netters are able to participate in. Gill-net fisherman pay an
enhancement tax to the KRAA on all the fish they catch but all the other projects are in seine
only areas. The terminal fishery at Telarod Cove is a seine only area. When the fishery in the
Central Section is closed due to low Karluk escapements the opportunity to harvest the enhanced
stocks is lost when in the years Karluk stocks are strong both gear types have the opportunity to
fish plus the seine fleet has the terminal fishery also. This fishery would only be open if Karluk
has met minimum escapement goals.

Amendment: This proposal would require the department to open the Central Section of the
Naorth West Kodiak district on or before July 3 for one (1) set gillnet only opening for an 81hr
fishing period if or when the lower Karluk escapement goal is met.

Minority apinion: Some of the Telarod fish are taken for cost recovery in 2013 approximately
100,000 were, The association would probably be taking more in the future for cost recovery.
The amended date of on or before the 3™ of July is pushing close to the July 6™ date for the
traditional opening that allows the fleet to begin harvesting pink and chum salmon.

BOF Proposal#96- After August 15™, allow gillnet gear in inner bay sections of the Northwest
Kodiak district during open fishing periods if Central and North cape sections are closed for
more than 48hrs.

Oppose-support 3-oppose 9-abstained 1,

Staff comments: Neutral the proposal is allocative.

Committee comments: Most committee members felt there would be gear conflicts and that the
ability to harvest pinks in the inner bays would not be available to everyone. The set-net fishery
{Proposal #96-continued)is a skiff fishery and with out a larger vessel travel to and from the
open areas would not be available to all fishermen. KAC members did not want to revive the old
seiner vrs gillnetter allocation battles of the past and want to leave the status quo in place.
Minority opinion: Mr, ficlds felt that this was a matter of equity and that to have the outside
fishery shut down to protect late run Karluk sockeye stocks then have the inner bays only open to
the seine fleet to harvest pink salmon was unfair. He felt there was a need to address this now or
in the next Kodiak BOF cycle.

BOF-Proposal #97- Delay closure of the North West Kodiak Disirict if a gale warning is
forecast for Shelikof Strait.
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Oppose-Support 1-Oppose 12,
Staff comments: Opposed because of concerns for the departments ability to manage for KMA
salmon cscapements.,
Department of public safety comments: Trooper Mountain attended the meeting to address
what the position of enforcement would be: * as long as a good faith effort was made and you
notified the troopers in a timely manner (not right at closure time) in the event of mechanical
difficulty or extreme weather conditions you would not be cited. The fish caught after the
closure time would be forfeit to the State of Alaska”, v

Committee comments: Agreed with and support staff and public safety comments, The majority
of set-netters at the meeting stated that when it appeared bad weather was forecast that they
pulled their nets earlier than the closure time. KAC members felt that in extreme weather some
of the larger seine vessels in the fleet could keep fishing while smaller vessels would be
anchored up in more sheltered areas thus resuliing in a re-allocation of fish to the bigger seiners.
What’s a gale to some set-netters could be a millpond to others all depending on the wind
direction, Commuittee member Mr. Fox stated that he usually can always pick his nets in most -
weather conditions while still not being able to pick his gear up so he would in all probability
fish til] the end of the weather extension,

Minority opinion: Mr. Fields felt that it was a issue of vessel and fisherman safety becanse of
the nature of the fishery that was being prosecuted in small open vessels.

BOF-Proposal #98- Allow CFEC salmon seine permit holders to operate additional gear under a
dual permit or joint venture. '
Oppose-support 1-oppose 12,

Audience comments: Quitc a few seine fishermen in the audicnee were concemed about the
number of unused permits. There was a fear that with the increased ex-vessel value of seine
catches these permits would enter the fishery (approximately ¥ of the seine permits are not being,
fished). They felt that adoption of this proposal would remove permits from the fishery.
Committee comments: Longer purse seines would reallocate fish from the set-net to the seine
fishery especially in the mixed gear areas. [t would increase the efficiency of the large vessels
vrs the smaller ones unable to fish the larger scines. KAC members also believed the value of
permits would be driven up making it more difficult for new entrants to enter the seine fishery.
Minority opinion: Agreed with and supported the comments from the audience.

ROF Proposal #99- Reinstate dual set-net permits for single permit holders to fish additional
gear.
Oppose-support 1-oppose 10-abstain 1.

Committec comments: Adoption of proposal #99 wounld allow for consolidation of the fishery
making it more expensive and difficult for new entrants into the fishery. KAC member Mr. Fox
stated he knew of at least two instances where a permit holder bought a neighbors site and put
both permits in their names after dual permits were repealed at the last Kodiak BOF meeting the
permits were subsequently put in crew members names. Of the 12 set-net fisheries in the state
Kodiak had the second highest gross per permit. No one should be guarantced a living permit
holders should be active in the fishery. When you have permit stacking it allows someone to
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have an income but not participate actively in the fishery which was the original intent of the
CFEC limited entry program.
Minority opinion: Felt that the large multi-permit fami}y operations needed the ability to fish all
their permits and gear especially in these years of lower ex-vessel per permit earnings for the set-
net fleet.
Abstentions: Had mixed feelings but felt there was some benefits for family operations but
could see the loss of opportuniiy for new entrants into the set-net fishery.

Sport fish proposals

BOF-Proposal #100-Restore sport limit of rockfish to 10 per day outside of Chiniak Bay.
Support(as amended)-support 12-oppose 1.

Staff comments: Departinent has no biological concerns or feel that there could be any
enforcement problems

Committee commenis: The AC spent around 1 2 hours discussing this proposal. Agreed with
and supported department comments. As there were no boundaries set except out side Chiniak
Bay the AC offered an amendment, The boundaries protect the subsistence needs of Kodiak, Port
Lions, Ouizinke. There was also concern for areas on the West Side of Kodiak Island. Uyak and
Uganik Bays were included because of lack of data on the strength of local stocks, With the
increase of charter effort and increase in the number of lodges overharvest by the guided sports
industry plus the concern for the subsistence needs of Larsen Bay caused the AC to include
these areas. The KAC felt there were probably other areas near villages that could or shouid be
included.

Amendment: Restore sport limit of rockfish to 10 per day outside of Chiniak Bay as defined by
a line Cape Chiniak to Duck Cape but not to be less than One(1) nautical mile off of Long Island.
Uyak Bay as identified by a line from Rocky Point to Cape Kuliak. Uganik Bay defined by a line
from Miners Point to Cape Uganik.

Mmunty Opinion: Heard about staff obtaining more data would wait to seg the new data before
increasing the bag limit,

Ground fish proposals

BOF-Prupusal-ﬁ#Sﬁ‘)- Implement a manageinent plan for open-access weathervane scallop
fishery in waters of Alaska.

Support-support 13-oppose 0.

Staff comments: Department proposal.

(,ummlttee comments: After listening to the departments presentation the AC support the plan
as oullined by staff.

BOF Propaosal #43- Create a state waters ground fish management plan for vessels less than 581{t
in the Cook Inlet, Kodiak and Chignik Management Areas.

Oppose-support 1-oppose 10-abstained 1.

Staff comments: Opposed. The department supports closure of state waters included in this
proposal to non-pelagic trawl gear to protect near shore habitat and fishery resources.
Committee Comments: Support staff comments. The AC is always in favor of creating new
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State waters fisheries but not this one.
Minority opinion; Was in favor of a state waters fishery but feel this proposal is the wrong tool
to do it.

BOF Proposal #44- Create state waters walleye Pollock management plans for Cook Inlet,
Kodiak and the Chignik Management Areas,

Support(as amended)-support $-oppose 2-abstained 1.

Staff comments: Opposed to non-pelagic trawls in state waters due to by batch issues. Who
would pay for the observer program??? The department would need additional funding to
implement these new fisheries.

Committec comments: Agree with and support the departments comments. The KAC is against
creating a state waters fishery for trawl vessels at this time. Would like to give some support to
our small boat jig fleet by creating a pollock jig fishery. Mr. Holm offered an amendment to this
effect.

Amendment: To table all aspects of this proposal but would like the BOF to provide access to
pollock within state waters for the jig fleet without MRA,

Minority opinion: Nonc given.

- Abstentions: 777.

BOF_Proposal #45- Require 100% observer coverage on ground fish trawl vessels in state
waters of Cook Inlet, Kodiak and Chignik Management Areas.

Oppose-support 1-oppose 10-abstained 1.

Staff comments: Support the collection of fishery data. BOF would have decide who provided
the coverage, Would result in additional costs to the public to participate, Observers could cost
up to $450 a day if the vessel was required to pay for it.

(Proposal #45-continped) -
Committee comments: Agree with staff comments. Cornmlttee members believed this proposal
would place an unfair burden on the trawl {leet as they have io cross back and forth across lines
from Federal to state areas waters. The observer programi is evolving and the trawl fleet is under
increased scrutiny and pressure to avoid by eatch we feel they're doing their best at this time.
Minority Opinion: Ms. Peterson supported increased observer coverage in high volume
fisheries to provide data to accurately mange catch and by catch in state waters trawl fisheries.
Council is currently discussing a new observer program which could be 100% coverage.

BOF Proposal #101- Close Alitak Bay to trawl and pot gear and subsistence for crab.
Oppose-support 0-oppose 11.

Staff comments: neutral on the allocation issues but opposed to reduced subsistence
opportunity. Additional research and monitoring would be necessary to determine if reduced by
catch from pot and trawl vessels or other environmenta! factors influence crab abundance in
Alitak Bay. Closure would only affect inside 3 miles approximately Y2 of the crab stocks reside
outside 3 miles.

Committce comments: Support staff commments, This bay provides economic opportunity for
pot crab and cod fishermen the trawl flect as well as subsistence for local residents and other
Kodiak Island residents. Crab stocks fluctuate over time there could well be enough recruitment
to open a fishery before the seven year closure of the bay expircd. Many committee members
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were concerned that the non harvest of the Pollock stocks could result in increased predation on
juvenile crab and salmon fry thus further reducing the opportunity for the crab stocks to recover,
BOF Proposal #102- Prohibit non-pelagic trawling in state waters of the Kodiak Management
Area, :
Oppose-support 3-oppose 7-abstained 1.
Staff comments: Neutrai on allocation. Department doesn’t have any specific data on impacts to
crab stocks in this area.
Committee comments: There is a limited amount of trawl effort in this area. No by catch data
available to base a closure on, The crab populations in adjacent areas that have been closed for
25 years haven’t shown any recovery of the crab stocks. Something else beside trawling must be
driving the population declines. Closing this limited trawl area won’t bring back the crab stocks.
Minority opinion: Mr. Fields and Ms. Peterson felt that there wasn’t much economic
dependence on trawling in the area. Concerns over habitat and tanner crab populations warrant a
closure to trawling.

Written by: KAC Secretéry Don Fox
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Seldovia Fish & Game Advisory Committee meeting minutes of November 7, 2013

Meeting began at the Multi-Purpose room at 7:05 pm,

Members Present: Robert Purpura, Buck Brown, Dave Chartier, Matt Gallien, Keith Gain, Alvin
Swick, Walt Sonen, Kelly Brennan, Allison Miller

Members Absent Excused: Bryan Chartier, Michael Opheim, Layla Pedersen, Mary Klinger
Public Present: Jordan Cameron, Keith Swick, John Viksiva, Jeane Merchant

Elections were held with the following results: Warren Brown and Keith Swick as one year
alternates, and Keith Gain, Mary Klinger and Jordan Cameron as three year members.

Jason Herreman provided a report on wildlife populations and harvest records to date.
Sherry Wright provided a report on the Joint Board meeting.

BOG Interior Region proposal discussion

# Action Requested AC Vote to Support or Oppose, any amendments
and committee discussion
130 085.045 (13) Re-authorize the antlerless moose | 8 — 0 Support
season in a portion of Unit 15(C). Department is interested in some targeted
‘ area hunting, due to increased road kill of
moose,
175 Defines which ACs will have jurisdiction on the | Will discuss at another meeting.
antlerless moose reauthorizations.
Carol Kerkvliet provided a report on the stocking program.
BOF Lower Cook Inlet proposal discussion
# | Action Requested AC Vote to Support or Oppose, any amendments and
_ committee discussion
43 | PROPOSAL XX - 5 AAC 28.36X, Cook Inlet Area 0 — 8 Oppose

State-Waters Groundfish Trawl Management Plan; 5 | Can’t support any kind of trawling in state waters.
AAC 28.46X. Kodiak Aren State-Waters Groundfish
Trawl Management Plan; and 5 AAC

28.53X. Chignik Area State-Waters Groundfish
Trawl Management Plan. Create state-waters
groundfish management plans for trawl vessels less than
58 feet in the Cook Inlet, Kodiak, and Chignik
management areas. (This proposal will be considered at
the Chignik, Lower Cook Inlet, and Kodiak Finfish
meetings.)
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44 ' 5 AAC28.36X. Cook Inlet Ares Pollock Management | 1 -7 Oppose
Plan; 5 AAC 2846X. Kodiak Area Pollock Support a Pollock fishery and would like to see a removal of
Management Plan; and 5 AAC 28.53X, Chignik Aren | Pollock in order to regain: shninp and crab populations. Mid-
Pollock Management Plan, Create state-waters walleye | water Poliock fisheries are oflen prosecuted along the bottom.
poliock management plans for Cook Inlet, Kodiak, and Would siili like to sce a plan, Trawling is not something they
Chignik management areas. (This propasal will be could suppart. )
considered af the Chignll, Lower Cook Inlet, and Kodiak
Finfish meetings.}
45 | S AAC 284XX. New Section; 5 AAC 28.5XX, New & — 0 Support
Section; apd 5 AAC 2B,5XX. New Section, Regrire In the federa! trawl season, vessais can still go witlin three
100 percent observer coverage on. groundfish frawl miles and under federal law, they are only required to have %
vessels in state-waters of the Cook Inlet, Kodiak, and coverage. If they go into state waters, we would support 100%
Chignik management areas. (This proposol will be ohserver coverage.
considered at the Chignik, Lowsr Conk Iniet, and Kodialk
Finfish meetings,)
46 | 5 AAC 58.06XX. New Section, Allow party fishing in 0§ Oppose
Cook Inlet saltwater sport fisheries. This used o be iegal, then (Hegal and now a request to make
legal again. This was so abused by deck hands io ensure people
gat their limits, that is why it was made illegal. If it wos spedfic
only to small children there would be some support. All others
et their own,,
48 5 AAC 56.XXX. New Sectiop; 5 AAC 57.XXX, New 7-1 Support
Section: 5 AAC 58.XXX. New Section; 5 AAC If this can lower the mortality rate of peoplie playing with the
59.XXX, New Section; 5 AAC 60.XXX. New Sectiony | figh, it will benefit. Other states have barbiess arzas for catch
5 AAC 51, XXX. New Section; nnd 5 AAC 62.XXX. and release fisheries. If the amount of time it takes to release 2
New Section. Designate all wafers where catch-and- fish is a factor in mortality, it makes sense that 2 barbless haok
release fishing occurs on salmon a3 single, unbaited, is a better method, When an area has been designated as a
harbless-hook waters. (Thiy propasal will be considered | catch and releage areg, there is a mortality refated to the plague
af the Lower and Upper Cool Inlef Finfish meetings.) upon those fish. Areas have already bezn declared a problem,
which is often why they become catch and release,
Qpposing view heard from the biolugist that it doesn’t make that
significant difference and had several yeears of experience,
agrees that the placement of the hook is the main mortality.
Sport fishing hooks arve pretty smalt compared fo the
gommercial hooks.
54 | 5 AAC 56. XXX, New Section; 5 AAC 57.XXX, New | 3-0 Support

Section; 5 AAC 59 XXX, New Section; 5 AAC

60. XXX, New Section; 5 AAC 61L.XXX. New Sectlion;
and 5 AAC 62.XXX. New Section. Prohibit sport
fishing in major spawning areas where spawning fish are
present in Cook Inlet szlmon waters. (Thir praporal will
be considerad at the Lower and Upper Cook Iniet Finfish
meetings.)

Seems like the anly way frein kooking fish and fifleting them
out is to close specific areas of the river. Witnessed video of
people on Witlow Creek using trout gear and hooking the kings
over and aver, dragging them out on the beach and releasing
them. They were having a good old time and figured since they
had frout gear on their pales they were good. This s just wrong
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5 AAC 56,124, Harvest record required: annual
limits for the IKenai Peninsula Area; 5§ AAC 57.124.
Harvest record required; annual limits for the Kenai
River Drainage Area; 5 AAC 58.024, Harvest recard
required; annual Kmits; 5 AAC 59.124. Harvest
record required; annual limits for the Anchorage
Bowl Drainages Area; S AAC 60.124. Harvest record
required; anounal limits for the Knik Arnis Drainages
Aren; 5 AAC 61.124. Harvest record required;
annual limits for the Susitna River Drainage Area;
and § AAC 62,124, Harvest record required; annual
imits for the West Cook Talet Area, Decrease Cook
Inlet king salmon annual Hmit to two king salmon 20
inches or greater it length, of which only one can be
from the Kenai River. (This proposal will be considered
at the Lower and Upper Coolk Inlet Finfish meetings.)

0- 6-2 Oppose
This proposal is unclear if they intend to include the winter
fishery and for that reason oppose, This is a mixed stock
fishery.

50

5 AAC 58,022, Waters; seasons; bag, possession, and
size limits; and specin} provisions for Cook Inlet-
Resurrection Bay Saltwater Area. Decrease the Cook
Intet saltwater king salman bag and possession thmit to
one king salmon and reduce the antual Jimit to two king
salmon. (This proposal will be considered ot the Lower
and Upper Cook Inlet Finfish meetings.}

(3— 6~ 2 Oppose
Same reasons as Proposal 55, twao fish if pretry restrictive.

87

5 AAC 86, XXX, New Section; 3 AAC 57T.XXX. New
Section; 5 AAC 58. XXX, New Section; 5 AAC

59 XXX. New Section; 5 AAC 60.XXX. New
Section; 5 AAC HL.XXX. New Section; and 5 AAC
62 XXX, New Section. Limit amount of sport-caught
fish that may he exported to 100 pounds of fillets. (Thix
proposal will be considered at the Lower and Upper
Cook Inlet Finfish meetings,)

1-7 Onppose

This has come up before at Seldovia AC meetings, They are
concerned with the amount of fish that seems to be shipped out
of the state. The question of what about halibut came up. What
does a person do with the remainder of the fish. If aperson -
catches the fish, they should be able to keep it. Ohservance at
the airport of many peaple that would travel to Alaska annaally
end retura (financing their trip by the amount of fish they
caught). Also people have observed so many people leaving at
the airport with the biggest coolers and almost everyone ai the
airport carrying the same. 1t should be regulated from the how
much vou can catch end, not how much vou can fake out,

63

53 AAC 58.0XX, New Section. Aliow use of sport-
caught pink and chum salmon for bait in the salt waters
of Cook Inlet.

‘71 Support
The fishery doesn’t need any more pressure. It would come out
of their catch of the day,

65

5 AAC 58.0XX, New Section. Allow use of sporl-
caught spiny dogfish shark for bait in the salt waters of
Cook Iniet.

8-0 Support
Would like thin them out any way possibie,

71

5 AAC 58.022. Waters; seasons; bag, possession, and
size limits; and special provisions for Ceok Inlet-
Resurreciion: Bay Saltwater Area and 5 AAC 58.060.
Lower Cook Inlet Winier Sal¢ Wacter King Salmon
Sport Fishery Manngement Plan. Decrease the Lower
Cook Inle? winter saltwater king salmon bag and
possession limit to ane fish, and establish an annual limit
of two king selmon,

0-8 Oppose
There is no justification for this. There are very few fish caughi
during the winter fishery,

73

5 AAC 77,545, I{achemak Bay Personal Use Dip Net
Fishery Mauagement Plan, Require personal use-
caught salmon in the China Poot dip net fishery o be
marked.

7-0-1 Suppor:

This is to align this fishery with the other dipaet fishery
regulations. There will still not be a permit required. In the
spirit of making the regulations consisient it would be good for
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them all to be the same. There have been compliants about a
free for all there. There are siiff loads of fish going cut of there
and no enforcement.

74

5 AAC 58.022, Waters; seasons; bag, possession, and
size limits; and special provisions for Cook Inlet-
Resurrection Bay Saliwater Area. Decrease lingcod
bag and possession limit in Cock Inlet from two to one.

6-2 Support

The charter industry may have a better idea of what is going on
in the fishery as they are out there daily, 20 years ago nobody
was catching ling cod in this area. Seems like their populations
have increased in this area. If the limit is still 36 inches, would
tend to believe there are still lots of little fish on their way.
Having fished ling cods, there are always so many of them.
Consideration that the Homer charter fleet is catering to their
customers and if they are asking to self-police, they may have
good reason. Prefer to be proactive.

76

5 AAC 01.560. Fishing seasons and daily fishing
periods. Clarify open periods for subsistence salmon
fishing in August in Seldovia Bay.

8 — 0 Support
This will elarify which days are open for subsistence fish. This
is housekeeping, :

79

5 AAC 21,350, Closed waters, Close waters to
cominercial fishing within one statute mile of the
terminus of any anadromous fish stream in Cook Inlet as
measured from mean lower low tide, not mean high tide.
(This proposal will be considered at the Lower and
Upper Cook Inlet Finfish meetings.}

(-8 Oppose
This is an anti-commercial fishing proposal.

80

5 AAC 21.350. Closed waters. Amend waters closed to
commercial fishing in Lower Cook Inlet.

Tabled at the meeting for Robert to obtain further information.
Robert spoke to Glenu Hollowell, relayed his information to the
members and we are all in agreement of support for Proposal
80.

This is the fourth time that we discussed this issue. They are
just trying to clarify where these boundaries are. They started
with visible markers, then went to GPS long/lats. Fach time
they changed the way they marked the {ishery, the fishery
moved. The regulatory marker disintegrates and a variety of
things. People assumed things were going to be business as
usual but they weren’t. The committee would like to get more
information on this. Did anyone put boots on the ground to see
where those coordinates actually are? Tabled to get more
information and will poll the committee,

81

5 AAC 21.331. Gillnet specifications and operations;
5 AAC 21.332. Seine specifications and operations;
and 5 AAC 27.410. Fishing seasons for Cook Inlet
Area. Hstablish various management measures o
address decline in returning king salmon to Cool Inlet,
including requiring net gear be certified as avoiding king
salmon interception and closing commercial herring
fisheries. (The finfish aspects of this proposal will be
considered at the Lower and Upper Cook Inlet meetings.
The king and Tanner crab aspects of this proposal will be
considered during the Statewide king and Tanner Crab
meeting,)

(-8 Oppose
There is no such thing as a certifiable set net gear that avoids
king salmon, This is another anti-commercial fishing proposal.
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82 | 5 AAC 21.XXX, Tutka Bay Lageon Salmon Hatchery | 8 — 0 Support
Management Plan. Create a managemerdt plan for Support the hatchery’s cost recovery pricritization. This is
Tutka Bay Lagoon Salmon Hatchery to determine horvest | similar to how they opsrate PWS. Believe the Cook Inlet
priorities within the special harvest area (SHA) and Aquaculture puis a lot of thought into their work.
describe the location of the Tutka Bay Lagoon, Paint
River, and Halibut Cove Lagoor SHAs,
83 | 5 AAC 21,377, Port Graham Salmoen Hatchery & — 0 Support
Management Plan. Modify management plan for Port Same comunents os Propesal §2.
Graham Salmon Hatchery to determine harvest priorities
within the special harvest area (SHA) and describe the
location of the SHA,
84 5 AAC 21.373. Trail Lakes Sabmon Haichery & — G Support
Management Plan. Create a management plan for Trail | Same comments as Proposal 82,
Lakes Salmon Haichery to determine harvest priorities (
within the special harvest area (SHA), describe the
Iocation of the Bear Lake, China Poot and Hazel Lake,
Tutka Bay Lagoon, and Kirchner Lake SHAs; and define
fishing seasons within the SHAs.
5 AAC 18,371, Landing requirements for Cook Inlet | Kelly Brennan had te leave

87

Area. Modify offloading requirements for grounéfish.

7~ Q Support

This gives you some leeway so if a processcr is unable to take
care of everyone within 24 houss, This eliininates the need o
ask for that exemption.

Next meeting will be Thursday, November 12™ at 6 pm at the Multi-purpose room to finalize
LCI proposals (Prop 81), determine if a representative will be attending the BOF LCI meeting in
Anchorage and begin discussion of UCI BOF proposals,

Mecting adjourned at 10:10 pin.
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PHONE NO.

DAVID R MARTIN

FROM :

Alaska Board of Fishegjes Lower Cook Iolet meeting December 8 — 11, 2013

Fﬁﬁﬁ"f? ,O

ﬁmish & Game Advisory Commikiee comments

Action Requested

IAC Support or Oppose and comments

43

IPROPOSAL XX -5 AAC 28.36X. Cook Inlet Area
Siste-Waters Groundfish Trawl Mapagement Plan; S
AAC 28.46X. Kadiak Area Stste-Waters Gronndfish
[Trawi Managentent Plan; and 5 AAC 28.53X. Chignik
Area State-Waters Groundfisb Traw] Management Plax,
Create siate-waters groundfish management plans for rawl
vessels less than 58 feed in the Cock Tnlet, Kodiak, and
(Chignik management areas. (This proposaf witl b2
considered at the Chignik, Lower Cook Inler, and Kodiak
Finfish meetings.} ’

Fasled 10— &

S,wee 7 /s aa’f-y Sor Vhece aveasw® o prose,
ré

Slowd be Ernpewide

l44

8 AAC 28.35X. Cook lulet Area Pollock Management
fan; 5 AAC 28.46X. Kodiak Area Pollack, Management
1an; and 5 AAC 28.53X. Chignik Area Pollock

nagemeni Plan. Create state-waters walleye pollack
anagement plans for Cook Inlet, Kodiak, and Chignik
anagemend areas. {This proposal will be considered at the
higsiik, Lower Caok Infet, and Kodiak Finfish meetings.}

F4s‘jej e -0
Fhere A rg son CCFAS

ca g i k‘f'.-

A.Jﬁ“"f kl;tj5 v‘t-tn;?

5]

tion; and 5 AAC 285XX. New Section. Require 100
cent abserver coverage on graundfish trawl vessels in
te-waters of the Cook Inlet, Kodiak, and Chignik
anagement areas. (This proposal will be considered at the
Chignik, Lower Cook fnlet, and Kodiak Finfish meetings.)

AAC284XX. New Section; 5 AAC 28.5XX. New
{3

16 ~0 xf rreviag 15 allowed

100% o bsenvepy coverag <

ﬂ‘,s _,fej

ﬁf‘ﬁ,er‘ e shs «?’J fre

46

5 AAC 58.0XX. New Section. Allow party fishing in

Cook Inletl saltwater sport fisheries,

Fa—i‘/gd’

e~ e

Thrs

vewld et a bad precide vt yusr because

md’h;){ = ’;'f /s e roased Fo (a@fawe,,&'
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Alaska Boord of Fisheries Lower Couvk Inlet meefing December 8 — 11, 2013

£y 2, Fish & Game Advisory Committee comments
A7 15 AAC 56,120, Genera! provisions for seasons, bag, _’____é;‘:/ Pres Rao

poasession, and yize limits, snd methods spd n:mns for | /ﬁé;}‘ y, C:‘“ <2 a..arfi ,rj,f,(,",‘;- S T e,

the Kenai Pevintula Ales; S AAC 50120 General  |Basdfass frp frs ~6duces feit il and
iprovisions for seasons, bag, passesyiom, and size linits, b o e, LITIRN fj&r'f‘ ﬁf‘{h—- rs Rhe ca - “""’4;3‘56’
pud mefiods and means fpr the Kenai River Drainage iy i £ L AL A
Area; SAAC 59120, General grovisions for seazons, {21?—2) ma-FLEy i3 lé‘::“’“‘ 7‘5”" e ;:’T# . St
D3g, pussession, amd size fimils, and methods end means | 74 <o, sn s oo om dhe forel Cdr  medsl, €5, .&y o /s F
for me?uchomeB;wimWAuqsgcm%& ,i e ;ﬂ/m,h vo SeRoma i JE I oo ol wp ny 4
(General provisions for scanons, bag, possession, and size s e phe Leaien & Ew PP A Fgﬂé—
Himits, and methods and wreans for the Knik Arm He oi'a® /ity e y F .
(Drainages Area; 5 AAC 61110, General provisieas for P {,‘,z;‘, Amabeis G5 Lei “ g P é)/ L e £ F g
geasons, bag, possession, and size limils, and methods \ i

and means for the Susitna River Drainage Avea; apd 5 |9~ 4 ¢ peat &y:—"ﬁvl/}'}f}‘ humders P crperidires Fhe

AAC 62120, General provistons for sessons, bag, L {M_,h S An Q(’ Forsra W A A 4 s

possession, and size limifs, and melheds and means for _ L ares = A },,,r,g,{;ﬁ y‘gz} wi e

the West Cook Inlet Aren. Prohibitusc of berbed baks | Crcpwn & bisshingren 43 S Al P G lusal
fwhile spurt fishing for salmon in Cook Infet fresh waters, 3 { Lo Lol Y pdE Sos e Fon aSa
(This propaval will be considered af the Lower and Upper Appe - Ltma! balnto < 7 4 !
ook Inlct Finfish meetings.) Ir é’;" “E/G{.E{‘?“')’ c?{-@ »‘;/:‘f/:’ 4ﬂ,é Jﬁfz; A"S:’; I GG

hoot . : :
H8 15 AAC 56.XXX. New Section; SAACSZXXN. New ed SO s =T
Stction: 5 AAC SBXXX. New Section: S AACsoXkx. | FAE5EL (22785
; Plew Section; 5 AAC &0 XXX New Section; SAAC ) 1 ! ’
61.XXX. New Section; and 5 AAC 62XXX. New Re P 47 commonts mad zpree wiBl Jeme
ion. Designate alf waters where calch-and-release . :
ishing ocours an salmon as single, unbaited, barbjess-hook
waters. (193 proposal will be considered gt the Lower and
Upper Cook Inlat Fhgish meelings )
Page 2 of 10
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: DAVID R MARTIN

FROM

Alaska Beard of Fisheries Lower Cook Inlel meeting December 8 — 11, 2013
Conoer Tow ,,/ fomwsa /é Fish & Game Advisory Commitlee comments

H"‘

42 B AAC $6.%XXX. New Seciion; 5 AAC S7.XXX, New Ehoged LD O bo
cction; § AAL S8.XXX. New Section; SAAC $9XXX, |~ _,:""K:"’i}; s
few Section; SAAC 60.XXX. New Section; 5 AAC 'Aéiee LR o e T ; ,
1LXXX. New Seetlon; and 5 AAC 63.XXX, New Hh&E hAhaT 0l Logp e A nerldis A5
tetion. Fsteblish criteria to desipnale waters in Cook fnleti Ao 28 = pin s P
single, unhaited, barbless hooks walers. (This prososal -
wil] be considered ot the Lower and Upper Cook frlef
Firgish ineetings.)
58 15 AAC 56.XXX. New Section; & AAC 574X K. New E‘ﬁﬁ ol 5 yel g P ;
Section; § AAC 59.XXX. New Section; 5 AAC S0.XXX. ‘, LLXS K25 kemntad ng chadeg e,
New Section; SAAC 6LXXX. New Section; and SAAC | o) 7 {r BT {3k S O Ry R /e
2.XXX. New Section. Prohibit caich-and-release fishing |, > 20" 2~ %5 ;g“, ;(, it d -
or cabo salmon in all Cook Inlet fresh weters. (This hbsres?s foa _;\?z?/ Fud Clhmpares e omiTon poasFe
sl will be cortsidered ot the Lower and Upper Cook K tvim chTel E polesse bhode [ Fade aie more
mder Finfish meelings. ) Strew Sp PEL T do o E L P f,'f:,-/ gt po ToDE, Fhan P . £on
TG gl by can S on e st AEDhs Puibe FarSes .
St SAAC 58.030. Methods, mesns, and genersl provisions | #2s 252/ THEE Zme
Finfish. Prohibit ratch-and-release fishing for coho ) =
Imon in the Cock Infet-Resurrection Boy Saltwalev Area, | S22 campn o 7F ,@..?p' wﬂ‘ﬁ
!
52 BAAC S6XXX. New Section; § AAC 57.XXX. New lﬂ,fﬁéd/ & ref 2no
elion; § AAC 59.XXX. New Section; 5 AAC 60.XXX. P — ; i
New Sextion; 5 AAC S1.XXX. New Section; and S AAC [S@e Ao e/ ctmm ents guod nids /o Llde b do botw ol
62, XXX, New Seclion. Prohibit catch-aud-release fishing : thr N
for saimon ia all Coek Inbet Fresh waters. (This prozasal “;f CFE"TC?;(“ pEm ble gprat S lory o of ooty ,
Wikt be considered ot the Lower and Ugper Cook Inlef redaces wmsTe, e prpe, fos ofocol. pewn C @R it ng
\Finfish meetings,) s shoset 454 wmon i AL Salmps s S ks,
ey rmmted po bvep cofel & pe fon o Lbrhidle o
53 3 AAC 56.120. General provisions for sensens, bag, : f &y 2C ro b :
posteasion, and size limits, and methods 8nd means for f.%.-"—(—%——c‘ﬁ ot = Llene
¢ Kenai Peninsula Area. Prohibit anglers who are Corn cogmd~ /5 f’”"d Lu? o q,;‘_ﬂ,_.,c, Lo S St e, . TE
leasing a figh from removing the head of a fish out of the 4 Aol & roleadE e ]
ter. (1his proposal will be considered ot the Lower and COTHO g oV haee Cd ; A 2 YE GLE GAy
Upper Cook fnfet Finfish meetings.) S#0065 e bred Lactoss o C VR ppm?s 0Ty Pren ahen f4 2
) bosdd Ji mgr Fakve ent o Aho teaVor Loodil b o bu i isen el
. .
Page 3 of 10
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FROM ¢ DAWID R MARTIN

Alaska Board of Fisheries Lower Cook lnlet meeling December 8 — 13, 2013

. AAC 60,124, Harvest record reguired; annual Hmits

{Area, Decrease Cook Inlet King solmot anmugi Bmit o twe
sing sitmon 20 inches or greater in fength, of which only

or the Kesai Peminsula Aren; SAAC 57.124. Harvist
cord reguired; annaal Nmits for the Kenai River

inage Aren; S AAC SR.024. Harvest record required;

unual limits; 5 AAC 52.174. Harvest record required;
wirusl linity for 1be Aochorage Bow! Prainages Area; §

for the Kmik Arm Draineges Avea; 5 AAC 61,124,
Harvest record reqaired; apnoal firmils for the Susitoa
River Draiusge Ared; and 5 AAC 62.124. Harvest
record required; apaus Emits for the West Cook Inlet

ke cam be from the Kenai River, (Thir groporal wilt he
ponsidered at the Lower owd Upper Cook Inlet Finfish

prrcerings.}

_{? fﬁ/;f’\; Fish & Game Advisory Committec comments
54 BAAC S6.XXX. New Sectian; SAAC 5TXKX, New ? ssed - 10— 0
ection; S AAC S2XXX. New Section; 5 AAC s0.XNX . '
w Section; 3 AAC §1.XXX. New Section; apd SAAC ] . ’
XXX. New Section. Prahibit spart fishing in majer This f‘}"‘k‘g S Jo puch gpese 'i"’;" cowld
wming areas where spawning fish are present in Couk _ a : 4T have Sedsaw
fet suimon waters, (This proposal will be considered ot ANy 4 L‘z , be ‘?Ff" 5‘2‘:"; ﬁj &yi‘,’;}" :iﬂ—ﬂﬂf:v ol 5
he Lewer gnd Upper Cook Infet Finfieh meetings.) pre Froridite f Lirom Jishiny da 5 ’ g Ogly
Salasn wppo allewed Fo bt Havasgeld a0 Fhed gpany v
55 IS AAC 56124, Harvest econd reguived; annua] Hamils

{6 — 0

Forled
_-;nF e cesSgary o ag Litnif Can ke

P"‘E.céumdédf L)’ E\zﬁ . s h ‘aﬂ.‘F:‘-s.éga-?r < a nt

éﬁ‘ c,l'aj;‘ed{ jy o *aS 5=7‘u1‘:e'ma.n:a..9¢_e,;+
df;?"‘ﬂ.?le._s,
Leave i+ T dus /1=,

AAC SRA22. Waters: seatons; bag, possession, and
e fienits; and special provisions for Cosk Falet-
esurrcction Bay Sattwater Area, Docrease the Cook
ket saltwater king salmon hag snd possession fimit kv one
ing salmon and reduce the annueg} ¥mit to two king
Imon. (This propasal will ke considered at the Fower aed
Efnpar Cook et Finglish meetings )

Fetled 107 C
/

se e Fna/ﬁﬁd-

55

pa—
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Ala%a. Board of Fishertes Lower Cook Inlel meeting December 8 - 11, 2013
{ ;ﬁ;ﬂm {ﬁe/{e’\ Fish & Game Advisory Committee commentz

57  BAACSEXIN New Section; 5 AAC S7XXX. New dl / o
Section; 5AAC S8.XXX. New Sectlan; 5AAC so.xxx] faE5E 2.7 it . 5 F1m
ew Sectiom: 5 AAC S0.XXX. New Section; S AAC - oy JTaN Tames, 75 1 e Fo
LXXX. New Scction; 2ad 5 AAC 62.XXX. New This has becd bres . (2 ’ b ‘+5E +
ex;;} Liﬁ;“ﬂ“gﬁ&“ﬁrmm{raﬂi o Fhis ,.a:cu : &fﬂ-_t,‘::ra, :1 Fhe opby pluce ha a.f,lfr s
to 08 paunds o ix proposaf wi - ot 1T chery invgactw
wonsidered at the Lawer and Upper Cook Inlet Finfish ‘;-(d e,rf[ffif . l ?a} {f_g ?"#iﬁzﬁ r‘{:}{ o _{_t: i’h: f}‘ hoa
meetings ) cgree Tt is & Gul glals atfavs forhave freczeng
: Fiidl 0 F £ésf fovve Fhe ShoF s s gd;!es s{:ffycf{g AFEh v arhper e
53 AAC 56.121. Specinl provisiony and lecalized o . -
ditions and exeeplions {o the sensons, bag, possession, f"' s5e 8 -2 Pt has faed ofeo 5@ Vi Y é‘;.dx - A/
ne 9ize limits, 3nd methods and means for the Kenai ) d' . . .
eninsalz Area. Close Anchor River to spaf fishing en wed, for < gro rexson) Tishsnld wo P have
duesdays, bronrl o f:ﬂ't’q/ o Tla —p;g:s)‘ _xﬁ':s,:e ’
S S AALS6.122. Specipl provisioss and Ipealized
gddi:i.ansrauii' exf;pt;r;;a t:;he:emm, ::g, ﬁmiﬂﬂ, f 53 ed s amended f6-0
ize limits, B ani mezsny for the Kenai ¥ - * -
ﬁ'ﬁiﬂﬁ!ﬂArfﬁ: pehyrmpcninghnghmﬂivw,an ﬁme”é&d— ~+o jﬂCéWJﬂ NJ’H;Q"‘I—’ ’1; )QJ*'Q"*‘Z[S“ a5
%, and Stariski Creek 1o sport fishing by two weeks, frrnid s ane $hHY e Mf’g}n}”? mowilelkiie Kiver aigee 7
t ﬂ”l ﬂl!eu, L Jg F‘N‘f'z(?"lc‘.‘(; @5554 10 -~ <
i TEAAC 56135, Special provisions and locelized PPN . '
;5 ditiens aod exceplions W the seasons, bag, possesvion, «{/"v i& 1+0 - e i w ‘}/ @0l o ffe et 5H I'é d
d size limits, and methods and means for the Kenai | 77+ < 5c s b dpeard, W < eeflea
erinsula Area. Modify spont fishing season to allow - S ol y ~ ey . .
ishing during November and December on Lower Cook ‘F: ;N‘;E il ;;ﬁs ?ql:é;;’?ﬂ :'f&- :‘: ve : 1:5: CLMF;’ h;_g: ;‘E ﬁ; er ’L.
Jet streams, s . ! ¢ - ]
wilbeagres arc icyr Coprep e ‘
&1 BSAACS6.127. Special provisions zod incalized - . '
diditions and excepiions to the sessoas, bag, possession, R 8- yes; ‘5—":1@?%‘» ~ o y "
nd size imils, sad wethods and means for the Kenai yes YIS . hauk and hefease an Wi k’ AMG § Caus e
einsula Area. Reduce king salmon bag aod posscssion | 'a Atnli ¥y, afrer awild selwok (6 cauwqlFTap anvyino
it 1o cne (ish on the Ninilichik River, cans 8+Y Lrsh Frmoa ho pebery Legh
pe vofes - fult Bal Friheny, 15 enbhalced 55 patliny
'?133; W 1{?9 C‘uu_q lf,?"g.-cmf I+ ‘"—“’?_{g.* S atman hot
Fohe refeased.
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LA™ Fish & Game Advisary Commitice Hmments

B BAAC 610 Specit provisions wnd localizsd
ios xod exceptians fo the seasons, bag, p

fass ed - 0-8

stee tits, aod mathods aad sreaes for the Went
ok Iabet Aven. Chenge the Chuawater Croek drainage
fosed-wuiins bonndary deseription for sport fshing,

housz heeri®g .

03 BHAACSSANX. New Swtloo. Alkwe vee of spont-compht
pink and chans saleon i baiz i fhe salt waters of Cook

P 2T S |
Fadded s T =1 TP s ple BV , ¥ s k
Y R Yy d;?&‘?'ﬂi& rgqlg,.‘dff(-&ﬂﬁ d-!'JTA.E, -f.n-" 6 ﬁ#}\'ﬂ
it

o4 SAAC SROXK, New Seciion, Allow ue of mpost-rang
ek salman for bt in e axt waters of Cook fnle,

oML e lees ape @ foodd :§:§}?,s‘fwwﬁﬂd?‘ Bkl S iF s G i,
Vo actred ~See ﬂfFij“f"} &3

B2 BAACETARY, Now Secting, Allow 56 of sport-cangit
dop ik, Stk for bait in the seit waters o Coal Tulet,

PasEed T e T - N
vsw%fﬁgfg‘;g va diveded Fosd L2 pw Fep ,
“hey could be wsed £r AT

65 5 AAL SR8, Mutheds, smexos, and genera?
Fiofuh Adlow mse of avchery goar forsport fishing i
et sud waters,

provishons -:&‘:1? &f

Fyas w G g Y vebs weaTEE Fue EF BRI Y
SRR T R e F he e was really we Lk thalaeuld be
ot Wik A arpouts Alie aew GENK dyus ghayld golt be lufredud

SAACSENZY. Walets] sensonsy big, ossessivs, aud

iz lEonide; and specint poowiston for Cork Inki-

Fessrrection Bay Ssltwater Aves and 8 AAT 53835,

Fippar Cook Tulet Sall Waier Exrly-run King Salura
intagument Plap. Relocate e Blad Polnboerker noeth

s the sonttern Anchor River nsarker for sannagement of

Lipper Cook et snltwater carlyrun king salmos spont

whaTy,
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DAVID R MARTIM

FROM

Alaska Board of Fisheries Lower Cook Inlet meeting December 8 — 11, 2G13

]

(a ahal ¢ Y Fish & Game Advisory Commitiee comments
68 AAC 58.022. Waters; seasons; bag, possession, and Bl e #M £
iz¢ Himits; and special provisions for Cook Iniet- . N 0 o et s5e J
esurvection Bay Saltwater Area and 5 AAT 58,055,
pper Cook Intet Salt Water Early-run King Salmon
anagement Plan. Relocate the Bluff Point marker north
o the southern Anchar River marker for management of
ook Inlet king selmon sport fshery,
oo AACT 58.022. Walery; seavons; bag, possession, and size| g 4 P .
irnits; and special provisions far Cook Infet- Faile 1o s ey ]
esurrectinn Bay Saltwater Area and 5 AAC - e e 'E'LC v e M e g wlatTivaigs W
L055.Upper Cook Inlet Salt Water Early-ron King Mas v/ ol . . ad 7.,51 ene are
aimon Mansgement Plan. Modify the Upper Cook inlet fo & KA rwa isseg é 5 Fesd {ve ! L i
'nste;ée;’:;;:l);uonkmgsahwnsensonwendcnJune24 s+ Vo Kevgs qoiwg jufe Decr Cpreefr a4 Tthss
i Fime awphich core pef lotevraw Hrmwgs
i AACSB.GIZ. Waters; scasons; bag, possession, and - / od 70~ ol
ize limits; and special provisions for Cook Inlet- T—‘U , .
esurrection Bay Saltwater Area and 5 AAC 58,060 fo e 1F an s uw *. / Law f]*r inNe S ,,z,f,,, >t
wer Caok lolet Winter Salt Water King Salmon Sport . v - j -
ishery Management Plan, Modify the date king salmen |, 5.4, p 4]L44.9 5, ’T‘}Lff\c w:/}) be &some S,é’a..w.d//df
ply to the armual limit in the Lower Cook Inlet winter . F ') %7
altwater king salmen fishery from April 1 t0 May 1, Krarge presedd /‘4'0" Kachkomak Lay "‘L/FL*"" ~ pn rf ]
besgavse some anrt cot g gt wipilChim s af
7t AAC 58.522. Waters; seasons; bag, possession, and : _ S e erso” had Fo Loav-e
ize linrits; and special provivions Jor Cook Indel- F fod / ed C—Z HON P F i e 1
surrection Bay Saltwater Ares aud 5 AAC 58,060, ] smwew oniy G letf.
wer Caok Inlet Wititer Salt Water King Salman Spert i Fer i 5 . Ja v o
ishery Management Plap. Decrease the Lower Caok TL"'E . g Se i ﬁ;ﬁf re !‘(ﬂdfp w s be ‘:‘u’-—" v
let winter saltwater king salmon bag and possession Himit There J"S Radid Seasens Limit, Fhis pPrepesal ;5 7oe
o one fish, and esiablish an annual fimit of two king pestrictive
almon, ’
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74

w4 pogession jimi# in Cook Infet from two e
Hows:

75

AAC 58.02). Wateys; scasons; bag, possession, and
fimits; snd special provisions for Cook Inlet-
surreciion Bay Saliwalar Avea. Change the lingcod
port fishing season to begin on fune § instead of July 1, as
ttlaws:

76

C 01.56D. Fishing seasons nod deily fishing
s, Ctarify open periods for subsistence salmon -
fishing in August in Sefdovia Bny, as {oilows:

5 AAC 21200, Frshing districts, subdistrie

78

7%

ol
AAL 380, Clused waters. Close waters o
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et Finfith meetings.)
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tablish verious management measures tn address decline
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d closing commercial herring sheriss. (The finfish
aspecis of thiv proposal will be conshifered at the Lower and
Lipper Cook Inier meetings. The king and Tmner crab
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Sratewide king and Tarwer Crab meeting )
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pagernent Plan. Crepte 8 marsagement pian for Tulka
Lagoon Salmon Hatchery o determine harvest
forities within tive special harvest area (SHA} and deseribey
¢ Jocation af the Tutka Bay Lagoon, Paint River, and
aitbnt Cove Lapoon SHAs, ¢

passed - 9 -0) Fhis clorifics The Speciel

#’ar UG"}T /f-—r*eca

B3 5AAC 20372 Port Graham Salmou Hatchery Fass ed gq-9 1‘
nagement Plan. Mcdify mabsgement plam for Port ' o T
4m Salmon Hatchery to determine hmvest pricrities | T 5ef
vithin the special harvest area (SHA} and describe the
veation of the SHA,
4 5 AAC 21,373, Trail Lakes Salmon Hatehery _ ,j
F Management Plan. Creale 2 mavagemem plan for Trail M 4 o Se & ¥ ZF

akes Salmon Harchery tv dotermine harvest priocities
vithin the special harvest ares {SHAY; describe the location
the Bear Lake, China Poot and Haze] Leke, Tutka Bay
agoon, end Kirchner Lake SHAs; and define fiahing '
wititin the SHASs,
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Alaska Board of Fisheries Lower Cook Inlet meeting December 8~ 11, 2013
Homer Fish & Game Advisory Committee comments

The Homer Fish & Game Advisory Committee met on October 8™ far the purpose of discussing BOF
LCl proposals. They also met on November 12 and took up Prop 74.

The meeting was called to order at 6:00 pm

Members Present: Michael Craig, David Bayes, Tom Hagberg, Dave Lyon, Lee Martin, George Matz, Marvin
Pcters, Gary Sinnhuber, Dennis Wade, Jim Meesis, Gus Van Dyke.

Members Not Present: Ty Gates, Joey Allred, Pefe Wedin, Tom Young

Public Present: Beaver Nelson, Malcolm Miine

Agency Staff Present: Jason Herremen (ADF&G), Roger MacCambell (Div. of Parks)

The commitiee approved Dave Lyon to attend the BOF LCL meeting as their representative.

# | Action Requested

AC Support or Oppose and comments

Trawl Management Plan; and 5 AAC

43 | PROPOSAL XX - 5 AAC 28.36X, Cook Inlet Area
State-Waters Groundfish Teawl Management Plon; 5
AAC 28.46X. Kodiak Area State-Waters Groundfish

Support - 0, Opposed — 11

This is taking money fram other fisheries and giving it to a new
fishery. '

28,53X, Chipnik Area State-Waters Groundfish
Trawl Management Plan. Create state-waters
groundfish maragement pians for raw! vesseis fess than
58 feet in the Couk Inlet, Kodiak, and Chignik
management areas, [(1his proposal will be considered af
tha Chignik, Lower Cook Inlei, and Kodiak Finfish
meelings.}

Moved by Lee, seconded by Michaei

44 | 5 AAC 28,36X. Cook Inlet Aren Pollock Management
Plan; 8 AAC 28.46X. Kodiak Area Polioek ’
Management Plan; and 5 AAC 28.53X. Chignik Areo
Pollock Management Plun, Create state-waters walleye
pollock management plans for Cook Inlet, Kodiak, and
Chignik management arens. (THis progasal will be
considered at the Chignik, Lower Cook Iniei, und Kodiak

fishery,

Support - &, Opposed— 11

This is taking money froin other fisheries and giving it to a new

Finfish mestings.)

Moved by Michael, seconded by Themas.

46 | 5 AAC 58.0%XX. New Sectlon. Allow party fishing in
Conk Inlet saltwater sport fisherjes, as follows:

Support -1, Opposed ~ 7, Abstain -2,

This amaunis to creating a loophole that is not fair to fishermen who
piny by the rules.

Moved by Michael, seconded by Thomas
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Alaska Board of Fisheries Lower Cook Inlet meeting December 8 — 11, 2013
Homer Fish & Game Advisory Commitiee comments

47 | 5 AAC 56.120, General provisions [or seasons, bag,
possession, and size Himits, and wrethods and means
for the Kenai Peninsula Area; S AAC 57,120, General
provisions for seasons, bag, possession, and size limits,
and methods und means for the Kenai River Drainage
Atea; 5 AAC 59.120. Genera! provisions for seasons,
bag, passession, and size limifs, and methods and
meuns for the Anchorage Bow! Drainages Area; §
AAC 60.120. General pravisions for seasons, bag,
possession, and size Jimits, and methods and means
far the Knik Arm Dirainages Aren} 5§ AAC 61,110,
General provisions for seasons, bag, possession, and
size }imits, and methods and means for the Susitng
River Drainage Area; and 5 AAC 62.120. General
provisions for seasons, bag, possession, and size limits,
and methads and means for the West Coak Inlet
Area, Prohibit use of barbed hooks while sport fshing
for salmon {0 Cook Infet fresh woters. (This proposal
will be considered ot the Lower and Upper Cook Inlat
Finfish meetings.}

Support -- ), Opposed — 9, Abstain -2,
Poorly written and poor use of data, Need betier scieuce,

Moved by Michael, Secanded by Thomas.

48 | 5 AAC 56, XXX, New Section: 5 AAC 57.XXX, New
Sectiony 5 AAC 5B.XXX. New Section; 5 AAC
50,XXX, New Section; 5 AAC 60.XXX. New Section;
5 AAC 0LXXX. New Section: and 5§ AAC 62 XXX,
New Section. Designate all waters where catch-gnd-
release fishing occurs on salmen as single, unbaited,
barbless-hook waters, (This proposal will be considered
af the Lowar and Upper Cook Inlet Finfish meetings.)

Sapport - 0, Opposed — 10, Abstain - |
Poorly written and questionable interpretation of data,

Moved by Michael and seconded by Thomas.

4% | 5 AAC 56, XXX. New Section; 5 AAC 57.XKX, New
Section; § AAC SBXXX. New Section; 5 AAC
S0.XXX. New Seetion; § AAC G0.XXX. New Section;
2 AAC 61L.XXX. New Section; and § AAC 61L.XXX.
New Section. Establish criteria to designate waters in
Cook Inlet as single, unbaited, barbless hooks waters,
(This praposal will ba considerad at the Lower and
Upper Cook Inlet Finfish meetings.)

Support — 1, Opposed — 9
Support -1, Opposed ~ 9

Moved by Michael ans seconded by Thomas.

50 | 58 AAC 56.XXX, Mew Section; § AAL ST.XXX. New
Section; § AAC S2.XXX, New Section; 5§ AAC
O0.XXX. New Seetion: 5 AAC 6L XXX, New Section;
and 5 AAC §2.XXX. New Section. Prohibit catch-and-
release fishing for coho salmon in afl Cook Inlet fresh
waters. (This proposai will be consfdered ar the Lower

and Upper Cook inlet Finfish meetings,)

Support - 6, Opposed — 1, Abstain — 4
We think the mortality data is not correct, but support the concept.

Moved by Michset and seconded by Thomas.

51 | 5 AAC 38,030, Methods, mesans, and peneral
provisions ~ Finfish, Prohibit catch-and-release fishing
for coho salmon i the Cook Inlet-Resurrection Bay
Saltwater Area, as follows;

Suppart - 8, Opposed - 10, Abstain -1
No one duaes this.

Moved by Michael and seconded by Thomas,

Page 2 of 5
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Alaska Board of Fisheries Lower Cook Inlet meeting December 8 — 11, 2013
Homer Fish & Game Advisory Comumitiee comments

5 AAC 56, XXX. New Section; 5§ AAC 57.XXX. New
Section; 5 AAC 59, XXX, New Section; 5§ AAC
60.XXX, New Sectlon; 5 AAC 61.XXX. New Section;
nod 5 AAC 62.XXX. New Section. Prohibit catch-and-
release tishing for saimon in all Cook Inlet fresh waters.
{This propasal will be considered ai the Lower and
Upper Cook Inlet Finfish meetings.)

Amendment by Michaal and seconded by Thomas

Including steelhead which are in same genus ns our other five species
of salmon. ‘

Suppart - 9, Opposed -2

Amended proposa}

Support - 6, Opposed - 4, Abstain -]

53

5 AAC 56,120, General provistons for seasons, bag,
possession, and size limits, and methods and means
for the Kenai Peninsula Aren. Prohibit angters who are
releasing a fish Irom removing the head of a fish ous of
the water. (This proposal will be corsidered af the
Lower and Upper Coof Inlet Finfish meetings.)

Support - 10, Abstain -}

54

8 AAC 56 XXX, New Section; 5 AAC 57.XXX, New
Section; 5 AAC 59.XXX, New Seciton; 5 AAC

60, XXX, New Section: 5 AAC 61. XXX, New Scciion;
and 5 AAC 62.XXX. New Section, Prohibit sport

fishitg in major spawning areas where spawning fish are |

present In Coek inlet salmon waters. (This proposal wifl
be considered at the Lower and Upper Coak Inlet Finfish
mestings.} ‘

Support -2, Opposed ~ 2. Abstain -7

The proposal is not specific enouph as to what is s major spawning
wrea. Abstain voles wanied more specific details.

Moved by Marvin and seconded by Thomas

5 AAC 56,124, Harvest record required; annual
limits for the Kenal Peninsuln Area; 5 AAC 57.124,
Harvest record required; annnai miis for the Kenai
River Drainage Area; 5 AAC 58024, Harvest record
required: annuol limits; 5 AAC 59.124. Harvest
record required; annual limits for the Aachorage
Bowl Drainages Area; 5 AAC 60,124, Harvest record
required; annual limits for the Knik Arm Drainages
Area; 5§ AAC 61.124. Harvest record required;
annua) limits for the Susitna River Drainage Area;
and 5 AAC 62.124. Harvest record required; annual
fimits for the West Cook Inict Area, Decrease Cook
Inlet king sainon annual limit to two king saimon 20
inches or greater in length, of which only one can be
from the Kenai River, (This proposal will be considered
of the Lower and Upper Cook inter Finfish meetingy.)

Support -0, Opposed — 10, Abstain -]
Teo restrictive and wouid not allow winter king fishery.

Maved by Michael

56

5 AAC 58.022, Waters; seasons; bag, possession, and
size limits; gnd special provisions for Cook Inlet-
Resarrection Bay Sultwater Area. Decrease the Cook
Inlet saltwaier king salmon bap and possession {imit to
one king salmon and reduce the annual limit to two king
salmon. (Thir prapesal will be considered at the Lawor
and Upper Cook Inlet Finfish meetings. )

Support -0, Coposed — 10, Abstaln -1
Toa resirictive end wauld not allow winter king fishery.

Moved by Michae}

58

3 AAC 56.122. Special provisions snd localized
additions and exceptions tq the segsons, bag,
possession, and size Hmits, and methods and means
for the Kenai Peninsuia Area. Close Anchor River to
sport fishing on Wednesdays, as foliows:

Support - 10, Opposed — 0, Abstain <1,

Moved by Marvin and seconded by Michael
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Alaska Board of Fisheries Lower Cook Inlet meeting December 8 ~ 11,2013
Homer Fish & Game Advisory Committee comments

8% | 5 AAC 56.122. Specini provisions and localized Support - 3, Opposed -~ 6, Abstain - 2
addittons and exceptions to the seasons, bag,
possession, and size Hinits, and metheds and means ADF&G can use EQ’s to accamplish the same thing, We favor
for the Kenni Peninsulz Area. Delay reopening Anchor | solution #1,
River, Deep Creek, and Stariski Creek to sport Gishing by
two weeks, as follows: ) Moved by Gary and seconded by Michael
60 : 5 AAC 56.122. Special provisions and Jocalized Suppert - 0, Opposed = 11
additions and excepiions fo the seasors, bag,
possession, and size limits, and metlods and means Moved by Marvin and se¢onded by Michae!
for the Kenai Peninsula Area. Modify sport {ishing
season to fllow fishing during November and December
on Lower Cook Iniet sireams, as follows:
61 1 5 AAC 56.122. Special provisions and loealized Support — i1, Opposed -0
additions and exceptions to the seasons, bag, :
possession, and size imits, and methods and means Moved by Michael and seconded by Marvin
for the Kenai Peninsula Area, Reduce king satmon bag
and posscssion Hmit to one fish on the Ninilichik River,
as follows: :
63 | 3 AAC 58,6XX, New Section. Aliow use of sport- Support ~ 9, Opposed - 0, Abstain -3
caught pink and chum salmon for bait in the sal waters
of Cook Iniet, as follaws; " | Moved by Michae and seconded by Thomas
65 | 5 AAC 38.0XX. New Bection, Allow use of sport- Sapport ~ 10, Abstain -1
caught spiny dogfish shark for bait in the sait waters of
Cook Inlet, as follows: Moved by Michae] and 5econded by David
66 { 5 AAC 58030, Methods, means, and general Suppert - 10, Opposed ~ §
provigions - Finfish, Aliow use of archery gear for : :
sport fishing in Cook Inlet salt waters, as follawa: Muoved by Dave and seconded by Dennis
&7 1 8 AAC BB.022, ‘Waicrs; seasons; bag, possession, and | Correction necded for proposal
size limite; and special provisions for Cook Inlet- Delete: Rclocate the Bluff Point marker north to the southern
Resurrection Bay Saltwater Area and 3 AAC 58,055, | Anchor River marker for management of Upper Cook Inlet saltwater
Upper Cook Inlet Sult Water Early-run King S8alman | earty-run king salmon spott fishery, as follows:
Management Plan, Relocate the Biuff Point marksr : :
north to the southern Anchor River marker for Support - 11, Opposes ~ 0
management of Upper Cook Inlet saltwater early-run
king salmen sport fishery, as follows: Moved by Michael and seconded by Dennis
68 | 5 AAC SH.022, Wadery; seasons; bag, possession, and | Support - 0, Opposed - 10
size fimits; and special provisions for Cook Infet-
Resurrection Bay Saltwater Area and 5 AAC 58.055, | Mot recommended
Upper Cook Inlel Salt Water Early-run King Salmon
Management Plan. Relocate the Bluff Polnt marker Moved by Thomas and seconded by Michsel
north to the southern Anchor River marker for :
management of Cook Intet king salmon sporl fishery, as
follows:
T4 | R AAC 58.022, Walers; sensons; bag, pessession, and | Support -0, Opposed —~ 11

size 1imits; and special provisions for Cook Inlet-
Resurréetion Bay Saltwater Area and 5 AAC 58.060.
Lower Cook Inlet Winter Snlt Water King Salmon
Sport Fishery Management Plan. Modify the date king
saimon apply to the annual iimit in the Lower Cook Inlet
winter saltwater king salmon fishery from April 1 to May
1, as follows:

This would aliow fishing for kings when spawninf kings are in the
vicinity. '
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Alaska Board of Fisheries Lower Cook Inlet meeting December 8 — 11, 2013
Homer Fish & Game Advisory Committec comments

71 | 5 AAC 58.022. Weters: seasuns; bag, possession, and | Support ~ 0, Oppased - 14
size Jimits; and special provisions for Cook Inlet-
Resurreciion Bay Saltwater Areg and 5 AAC 58,060. | There is no correlation between winter kings and kings hat retum o
Lower Cook Inlet Winter Salt Water King Saimon spawn in the ares,
Sport Fighery Management Plan. Decrease the Lower
Cook Inlet winter saltwoter king safmon bag and Moved by Marvin end seconded by Michaz|
possession Himit to one fish, and establish an annual Hniit
of twa king salmon, as follows:
72 | 5 AAC 58.022, Waters; seasons; bag, possession, and | Support 1, Opposed 0, Abstain - 1
size limits; and special provisions for Caok fnlet-
Resurrection Bay Saltwater Acen, Eliminate the third | Moved by Michae] and seconded by Dennis
Saturday in August (late-run coho) from the youth-only
fishery in the Nick Dudiak Fishing Lagoon, as follaws:
73 | 5 AAC 77,545, Kachemak Bay Pérsonni Use Dip Net | Support - 11, Opposition - 0
Fishery Managemeni Pian. Require personal use-
caught saimon in the China Poot dip net fishery lo be Moved by Michaet and seconded by Lee
marked, as follows:
74 | 5 AAC 38422, Waters; seasons; bag, possession, and | Support3 - Oppose 6 - Abstain 1
size Hmits; and special provisions for Cook Inlet-
Resurrection Bay Saliwater Area, Decrease lingcod o Expioitation of Kngcod currentiy considercd iow
bag and possession limit in Cook Inlet from two i0 one, by ADFG
as follows: ' o Habitat and Age distribution considered healthy
o Sald that ADFG would oppose this proposition
hased upon decreased angter access to the
Tesource,
75 | § AAC 58.022. Waters; seasons; bag, possession, and | Support -0, Opposed — 10
size limits; and special provisions for Cook Inlet-
Resurrection Bay Saliwater Area. Change the lingcod | Moved by Michael and seconded by David
sport fishing senson to begin on June 1 instead of July 1,
as follows:
77 18 AAC 21200, Fishing districts, subdistricts, and Support — 11, Opposed - 0
sections. Change ling and descriptions separating the
Port Dick Worth and South sections in the Outer District, : Logical change,
as follows:
Moved by Michael and seconded by Lee
75 | 85 AAC 21.200. Fishing districts, subdistrices, and Support - {1, Opposed — 0
seetions. Remove the “300 yards offshore” reference,
and remove references to regulntory markers and replace | Moved by Dave and seconded by Dennis
with latifude and longitude coordinates for ceriain waters,
as follows: .
B2 | 5 AAC 21XXX. Tuths Bay Lagoon Salmon Hatchery | Amendiment by Thomas o defete #3 reiating to Halibut Cove Lagoon

Management Plan. Create a management plan for
Tutka Bay Lagoon Salmon Hatchery to determine harvest
priorities within the speejal horvest area (SHA} and
describe the focation of the Tutka Bay Lagoon, Paint
River, and Halibut Cove Lagoon SHAS, as follows:

Suppost 10, Opposed - 0.
On amended propogal
Suppoit— 9, Abstain - 1,
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Cooper Landing Fish & Game Advisory Committee meeting minutes of November 8, 2013

Meeting began at 7 pm at the Cooper Landing community building on Bean Creek Road.

Members Present: George Heim, Kyle Kolodziejski, John Pearson, Gerald Neis, William

Shuster

Members Absent Excused: Ed Holsten, Robert Gibson, Mike Adams, Dr James Givens

(resigned)

Members Absent Unexcused: Billy Coulliette, Erick Fish

Elections were held with the following results: Robert Gibson, Bill Shuster and Alex Kime
were elected to serve three year member seats. Mike Adams was moved to serve as an Alternate,

Lower Cook Inlet BOF proposal comments

# | Action Requested AC Vote to Support or Oppose, any amendments and
committee discussion ‘

43 | PROPOSAL XX -5 AAC 28.36X. Cook Infet Area 0-6 Oppose
State-Waters Groundfish Traw]l Management Concem of king by-catch was expressed. Would a traw! fishery
Plan; 5 AAC 28,46X. Kodiak Area State-Waters be sustainable in Cook Inlet? This would be another impact on’
Groundfish Trawl Management Pian; and 5 AAC halibut — we have recently heard discussion of limiting halibut
28.53X, Chignik Arca State-Waters Groundfish harvest to one per person. Whatever comes up out of that net
Trawl Management Plan, Create state-waters coines up dead.
groundfish management plans for trawl vessels less than
58 feet in the Cook Inlet, Kodiak, and Chignik RECEVED
management areas. (This proposal will be considered at . ‘
the Chignik, Lower Cook Inlel, and Kodiak Finfish ; :
meetings.) mv I B m

44 | 5 AAC28.36X. Cook Inlet Area Pollock 0-6 Oppose BOARDS
Management Plan; 5 AAC 28.46X. Kodiak Area Same comments as Proposal 43 ANC
Pollock Management Plan; and 5 AAC 28.53X. "DRAGE
Chignik Area Pollock Management Plan, Create .
state-waters walleye pollock management plans for
Cook Inlet, Kodiak, and Chignik management areas.
(This proposal will be considered at the Chignik, Lower
Cook Inlet, and Kodiak Finfish meetings.)

45 | 5 AAC 28.4XX. New Section; 5 AAC 28.5XX. New | 6-0
Section; and 5 AAC 28,5XX. New Section. Require The committee opposed trawling fishing in Cook Inlet, but if
100 percent observer coverage on groundfish trawl there was such a fishery, it should have 100% observance
vessels in state-waters of the Cook Inlet, Kodizk, and coverage,
Chignik management areas. (7This proposal will be
considered at the Chignik, Lower Cook Inlet, and
Kodiak Finfish meetings.)

46 | 5 AAC 58.0XX. New Section. Allow party fishing in 3-1 Support

Cock Inlet saltwater sport fisheries.

Little kids need help hooking their fish, It is already abused toa
certain extent. Some of the senior citizens also get exhausted
very quickly. Doesn’t believe it is going to impact the overail
fishery. The guided vessels are getting hammered on and the
non-guided vessels are also doing this. The sooner peopie get
their fish, the sooner they can move off the goed spots. One
member stated the only way hie can fish is by proxy and you
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children (a person could bring an {nfant on a bost in order ta get
two more fish), Someone would also have to be watching the
infant rather than fishing,

47

5 AAC 56,120, General provisions for sepsons, bag,
possession, and size timits, ond methods snd means
for the Kenai Peninsulo Arer; 5 AAC 57,120,
General provisions for seasons, bag, possession, and
stze Hmits, and methods and means for the Kenai
River Drainage Aren; 5 AAC 59,120, General
provisions for seasons, bag, possession, and size
{imits, and methads and means for the Anchorage
Bowl Drainages Area; 5 AAC ¢0.120, General
provisions for seasons, beg, possession, 2nd sjze
limits, and methods and means [or the Knik Arin
Droinages Area; 5 AAC 61.110. General provisions
for seasons, bag, possession, and size imits, and
methnds and means for the Susitna River Drainnge
Area; and 5 AAC 62.120. General provisions for
seasons, bag, pussession, and size limits, and methods
and means for the West Cook Lniet Area, Prohibit
us¢ of barbed hooks while sport fishing for salmon in
Cook Inlet fresh waters. (This propoyal will be
cansidered ai the Lowar and Upper Cook Inler Finfish
meetings.}

-6 Oppose _

This is erazy. [Tthe issue is mortality, berbless or pot there is no
difference. Would be teinpted to amend to pettain only to
rainbow trout, which this committee has proposed in the past. If
you are going to catch and release (not many people do that)
they should use barbiess hooks to allow easier telease. This is
too broad in where they are trying to apply this regulation.

48

5 AAC 36.X XX, New Section; § AAC 57, XXX, New
Section; 5 AAC 58.XXX. New Section; 5 AAC
59.XXX, New Section; 5 AAC §0.XXX. New Section;
5 AAC 61.XXX. New Section; and 5 AAC 62.XXX,
New Section, Desipnate all waters where catch-and-
reicase fishing occurs on salnon as single, unbaited,
barbiess-hook waters, (This proposal will be cansidered
at the Lower and Upper Cook Iniet Finfish meetings.)

(-6 Oppose

This is aiso foo broad. Doesn’t believe 95,000 kings were
caught and released in Cook Inlet and dor’t know where those
numbers came from,

44

S AAC 56, XXX, New Section; 5 AAC 37.XXX. New
Section; 5 AAC SB. XXX, New Scetion; 5 AAC

50 XXX, New Section; § AAC 60. XXX, New
Seciion; 5 AAC 61, XXX, New Section; and 5 AAC
62.XXX. New Section. Establish criteria to designate
warers in Cook Inlet as single, unbaited, barbiess hooks
watets. (This praposal wili be considered af the Lower
and Upper Cook Infer Finfish meetings.)

Same coinmients as Proposal 48,

30

5 AAC 56. XXX, New Section; 5 AAC 5T XXX, New
Section; 5 AAC 59. XXX, New Section; 5 AAC
G60.XXX, New Section; 5 AAC 61.XXX, New
Section; and 5 AAC 62.XXX, Wew Section. Prohibit
tatch-and-relense fishing for coho salmon in ali Cook
Iniet fresh waters. (This proposal will be considered a?
the Lover and Upper Caok [nlet Finfish muetings.;

Final vote on amended proposal -6 Opposed
AMENDMENT: applied to the fower portion of the siream oniy
Vote on the amendment— 5.~ ]

The mortalify decresses the further upstream the fish go. The
fish are more vulnerable when they first enter the system. If
this was applied to the lower 10-20 mile portions of ihe streams
it would make more sense. The sockeyve season s worse than
this of people hammering the fish. There nzeds to be some
ahiiity to catch and release for fish that are getting spawned out.
1f people can only catch two fish, as soon as they get their 2™
fish, they move off the arca, allowing others to fish. Would
support fower 2¢ miles on the Kenai {i will vary depending on
the river system). There's more information needed for where
to applv this and would look to the manager’s to determine that,
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The {ssue is too complicated,

51

5 AAC 58.030, Methods, means, sad general
provisions ~ Firlish, Prohibit catch-and-refease fshing
for coho salmon in the Cook Inlet-Resurrection Bay
Saltwater Area,

06 Oppose

Don’t know of & study that establishes mortality of saft water
catch and release fishing. Would tend ta believe it would be a
lower number. There is such a high predator/prey in the salt
water, If you put an exhzusted fish back in the water, they are
more iikety to become food {or another fish. Silver salmon
derby is ancther point - how would they continue doing that? If
they are hatehery fish, they don’t really have a problem,

52

5 AAC 56.XXX. New Section; § AAC 7. XXX, New
Section; 5 AAC 59, XXX, New Section; 5 AAC
60.XXX. New Section; 5 AAC 61.XXX. New
Section; and 5 AAC 62.X XX, New Section. Prohibit
catch-and-reiease fishing for saimon in all Cook 1nlet
fresh waters. (This proposal will be considered af the
Lower and Upper Cook Intet Finfish meetings.)

Same comment as Proposal 50

53

5 AAC 56,120, General provisions for seasons, bap,
possession, and size limits, and methads and means
for the Kenai Peninsnla Area. Prohibit anglers who
are releasing a fish from removing the head of a fish out
of the water. (Thir proposal will bz consigered ol the
Lower and Upper Cook Inlef Finfish meetings.)

b3 QOppose

This committee submitted a similar proposal far rainbaw troat
that was not approved. Practicality doesn't work. Don't want to
see people get ticketed when they are trying to do the right thing
to refease a fish, Discussion ebout the mortality if the head
doesn’t come out of the water. People that regularly fish are
better at releasing and more organized for those picture
opporfunities — the weekend warriors are the cnes that create a
problem, Planning i important,

54

5 AAC 36.XXX. New Section; § AAC 5T.XXX., New
Section; 5 AAC 39, XXX, New Section: 5 AAC
60.XXX, New Section; 5 AACT 61.XXX. New
Section; and 5 AAC 62.XXX. New Section. Prohibit
sport fishing in major spawning areas where spawning
fish are present in Cook Inlet salmon waters. (Thix
proposal will be considered at tha Lower and Upper
Cook Inlet Finfish meetings.}

-6 Oppose
That would be the eatire Russian River and almost all of the
Upper Kenai.

58

85 AAC 56.124. Harvest record required; annual
limits (or the Kenai Peninsula Area; § AAC 57,124,
Harvest record required; annua! limigs {or the Kenai
River Drainage Aren; 5 AAC 58.024. Harvest record
required; annuaj Hmits; 5 AAC 59.124, Harvest
record required; annval limits for the Anchorage
Bow! Drainages Area; 5 AAC 60.124. Harvest
record required: annuai Emits for the Knik Arm
Drainages Area; 3 AAC 61,124, Harvest record
required; annual Himits for the Susitna River
Drainage Area; and 5 AAC 62.124. Harvest record
reguired; annugl Bmits for the West Cook Inlet
Area. Decrepse Cook Inlet king salmoen annual fimit to
two king satmon 20 inches or greater in fength, of which
only one can be from the Kenai River. [This proposal
will be considered ai the Lower and Upper Cook Inlet
Finfish peetings,)

0-6 Gppose

This may actually make sense. Not sure if it would hurt the
guides. Those that may fish a couple of days may be hurt.
Concern that this could cause an increase of catch and release
fishing,.
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5 AAC 58.002. Waters; seasons; bag, possession, and
xize timits; and speciaf provisions for Coak Inlet-
Resurrection Bay Saliwater Ares, Decrense the Cook
Inlet saltwater king salmon bag and posscssion limit to
one king salmon and reduce the annual limit to ¢wo king
salmon, (This praposal will be considered at the Lower
and Upper Cook Infet Finfish meetings,)

0 -- & Oppose
This propesal asks that & king not be removed at all from salt
water, whicit would be impossible to release.

87

5 AAC 56.XXX. New Sectinn; 5 AAC §57.XXX, Mew
Bection; 5 AAC 58, XXX, New Seetion; 5 AAC
S59.XXX. New Section; 5 AAC 60.XXX, New
Section; 5 AAC 61, XXX, New Section; and § AAC
62.XXX. New Section. Limit amount of sport-caught
fish that may be exported to 100 pounds of fillets. (This
proposal will be considered at the Lower and Upper
Caok Inlet Finfish meetings.)

0-6 Opposed
What if you are a family of seven. This is too limiting,

71 | 3 AAC 58.022. Waters; seasons; bag, possession, and
size limits; and special provisions for Cook Inlet- This mekes no sense,
Resurrection Bay Saitwater Area and 5 AAC 58,060,
Lower Cook Iolet Winter Sak Water King Salmon
Sport Fishery Management Plan. Decresse the Lower
Cook Inlet winter saltwater king sakmon bag and
possession limit to one fish, and estabtist an annual
1init of two king salmaon.
75 1 5 AAC 58,022, Waters; seasons; bag, possession, and | 0-1-5 Oppose
size limits; and special provisions for Cook Infet- Would like the opportunity to fish for lingeod while they are
Resurrection Bay Saltwater Area, Chanpe the lingeod | tishing for kings. Ts there a biological reason why it is closed
sport fishing season to begin on June { instead of July 1. | till July 17 Thought that was why it was closed through June,
Donr't support pending halibut harvest bag limit that may be
reduced and lingood will get pounded if that happens,
79 i 5 AAC 21.350, Closed waters, Close waters to 3-0-3 Support
commercial fishing within pae statute mile of the During low tide there wauld enly be 4 couple of water flaws
terminus of any enudromous fish stream in Cook Inlet as | sufficient to allow fish, so they could easily be corked.
measured {rom mean lower low tide, not mean high tide,
(This proposal will be considered af the Lower and
Upper Cook fnlet Finflvh meetings.)
81 | 8 AAC 21331, Gillnet specifications and operationg

5 AAC 21.332. Seine specifications and operations;
and 5 AAC 2744} Fishing seasons lor Cook Iniet
Area, Establish various management meagures to
sddress decline in returning king salmon to Cook Inlet,
mchding requiring net gear be certified ps aveiding
king satmon interception apd ¢losing commercial
herring fisheries. (The finflsh aspects of this propasad
will be considered at the Lower and Upper Cook Infer
meeiings. The king and Tanner crab aspecis of this
proposal will be considerad during the Statewide king
and Tanner Crab meeting.)

This is complicated. There are some reatly good ideas and
generally there is & concem oT the king salman stocks,
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5 AAC 21,373, Trail Lakes Salmon Hatchery
Management Plan, Create a managenient plan for
Trail Lakes Salmon Hatchery to determine harvest
priorities within the special harvest area (SHA);
describe the location of the Bear Lake, China Poot and
Hazel Lake, Tutka Bay Lagoon, and Kirchner Lake
SHAs; and define fishing seasons within the SHAs.

Thig woujd allow a procedure for cost recovery, The committee
would prefer to see sdme acwat languape of a plan so they
would know what they are voting on. It would make sense to
have o plan,

85

& AAC 21.376. Resurrcotion Bay Salmon
Management Pian ond 5 AAC 56,122, Specin}
provisions and lpcalized additions and excepiions io
the seasons, bag, possession, and size limits, and
methods and means for the Kenal Peninsula Area.
Prokibit sport fishing in Reswrrectjon River until the
Bear Loke sockeye salmon hroodstock gea! is met,

This shouid be shared among all user proups, not just sport fish
groups and prohibit unti} the hroodstock zoal is mei, bui peshaps
when it is projected to be met. :

Next meeting the committee will review Upper Cook Infet BOF proposals for comments will be
prepared at a meeting December 14, December 28" or Jannary 4% at 10 am.

Mecting adjourned at 9:30 pm.
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Submitted By Darius Kasprzak
Affiliation Alaska Jig Association
Phone 907.942.7930

Email as_dar .c0

807 Jackson Lane
Kodiak, Alaska 33615

Address

Alaska Board of Fish members,

The Alaska Jig Association (AJA) supports the BOF advisory committee's recommendations and amendment to Proposal 44, This
amendment requests the BOF {o remove the Maximum Retainable Allowance {(MRA) walleye pollock restraints from the State Pacific cod
iig fishery, and thus establish a management plan for a State jig direcied pollock fishery.

The jig fisheries provide entry level opportunity inio Gulf of Alaska (GOA) fisheries, which is an integral component of maintaining working
waterfronts. Jig fisheries sustain a dedicated jig gear only vessel contingent, and in addition contribute to a diversifled fishing portfolio for
other combination gear fishing vessels ported throughout coastal Alaskan communities. Increased jig participation is most likely to benefit
coastal Alaskan residents and the local economies they rely upon. Increased jig deliveries promote local hire, encourage niche processing
activity and foster onshore fleet services that are found throughout coastal communities.

Currently our Kodiak jig fleet has extremely minimal opportunities to harvest pollock. The brief Federal pollock openers that ocour in waters
relatively close to processing infrastructure, are essentially high volume and trawl gear dominated derbys, that leave no time for the far
more selective and slower paced jig vessels to prosecute a viable fishery.

Currently, the only remaining recourse to jig harvest pollock s by attaining a MRA in other targeted jig fisheries such as cod. In 2013 the jig
fleet has had great difficulty harvesting the State jig cod guideline harvest level (GHL) due to a lack of cod available inshore, Most of the jig
harvest occurs after all other sectors have prosecuted the Federal A cod season, and in imes of low cod abundance inshore the fleet has
reduced opportunity.

Vessels have been encountering increased catches of pollock and have had to move away from pollock {as well as the cod associated
with, and often mixed with schooling pollock biomass} as they are not able to retain more than 20% under a MRA, Without the cod to
provide the allowance for the pollock, there is a loss of opportunity.

The GOA jig fleet has been recognized by Federal and State management authorities, and provided for in the context of directed harvest
allocations and set asides for both cod and rockfish. Yet, abundant pollock remains among the last jig gear accessible species fo be
denied in practical terms fo our sector as a target fishery.

Considerations:

1) The beleaguered Kodiak jig fleet is reeling from a double whammy of abnormally low inshore cod biomasses, coinciding with
abnormally low ex-vessel cod prices. Meanwhile, inshore pollock biomasses and ex-vessel prices are up. Establishing a State jig poliock
fishery could provide a substantial measure of emergency relief to the Kodiak jig fleet. Hopefully, such a measure could be accomplished
in 2014, allowing the jig fleet to harvest pollock as scon as possible. .

2) Value of Alaskan waters pollock harvest would mast likely increase by allowing jig sector participation. Jig gear of the type normally
used for cod typically harvests a large, superior grade of pollock. The hand tended fishing technique allows the potential for individual
bleeding of fish, as well as gutting/giling enboard and careful hand icing and layering. These quality improvements may encourage niche
processing and artesian marketing. The debut of exceptionally high quality fig harvested Alaskan walleye poliock on the market may
increase awareness and appreciation of this product, leading to improved overall market conditions for all pollock harvesting sectors.

3) Jig fishers need a structure to provide maximum flexibility to the jig fleet under the current overall MRA allowance, We are not asking for
more of aninitial allocation than is already set aside and accounted for under the current overall MRA allowance.

4) Consider a portion of the overall MRA to be available as a directed pollock GHL jig fishery, and a pertion to remalin as an MRA for the
directed cod and rockfish jig fisheries.

5) Consider a stairstep increase to a following year's jig pollock GHL available, if harvested to within 0% on a given year. Likewise, GHL
could stairstep back down if not harvested within 80% in two consecutive years, GHL would not stairstep down below parameters of initial
allocation.

6) Considering mirroring legal gear requirements of the current GOA Jig fisherles- specifically, a maximum of 5 jig machines limited to a
maximum of 30 hooks each.

Thank you for your consideration, and | kbok forward to meeting with you during Jan,7-10 in Kodiak.
Sincerely,

Darius Kasprzak
President, Alaska Jig Association



Submitted By Mary Furuness
Affiliation NOAA, NMFS Alaska Region

NMFS Alaska Region discussion of fishery impacts from

2013 BOF proposails

Proposal 43: All groundfish GHL set at 25% of Central GOA ABC for non-pelagic trawl vessels <= 58 ft combined for areas:
Prince William Sound outside, Cook Inlet, Kodiak, Chignik, The proposal includes 100% observer coverage.

The proposal would allocate 25% of the CGOA ABC for all groundfish species. kt is not clear what impact this proposal would have on
species that are allocated on a GOA-wide basis without a specific allocation in the Central GOA. These include Atka mackerel,
octopuses, sculpins, sharks, other skates, and squids. We assume that these species would not be allocated.

The proposal refers to closing these trawl fisheries on a bycatch limit, but there is no bycatch limit specified in the proposal.

1.

Proposal 43 would require decreases inthe TACs since the Council and NMFS set TACs less than the ABCs to account for GHLs.
NMFS would need io monitor the GHL catch to menitor the annual catch fimits for federal ABCs and overfishing levels. This
proposal for non-pelagic trawl gear would decrease TACs for species harvested by vessels using hook-and-line gear including IFQ
sablefish and incidental catch of species in the IFQ sablefish targets. Some groundfish species are not open for directed fishing
because the ABCs/TACs are not large enough for the potential effort and may only support incidental catch amounts in other
fisherles. Reducing the TACs by 25% may resultin TACs being exceeded earlier inthe year which may result in NMFS prohibiting
retention of these species with Ibw ABCs/TACs.

1. In 2013, theso species were set equal to the ABC in the Western and Central GOA: pollock, sablefish, deep-water flatfish, rex
sole, Pacific ocean perch, northern rockfish, shoriraker rockfish, rougheye rockfish, dusky rockfish, thornyhead rockfish, other
rockfish, big skate, longnose skate. .

2. In 2013, these species were set equal to ABC Gulf-wide: other skates, sharks, squids, octopus.

Reduces allocations for the Central Rockfish and IFQ sablefish catch share programs..
Reduces sideboard limits for AFA catcher vessels, Crab sideboarded vessels, and Amendment 80 and Central GOA
catcher/processors.

. It may require re-consultation on Steller sea lion (SSL) protection measures to assess the impact of any increase in harvestin SSL

areas closed by Federal regulation that would be allowed under this proposal. The Federal Steller sea lion measures close directed
fishing for pollock and Pacific cod trawl fisheries on November 1. This proposal closes the fisheries on December 31 unless the
TAC or bycatch limitis reached prior to December 31.

. From 2003 through 2013 the main targeted trawl groundfish fisheries in state waters are for pollock and Pacific cod, There is some

catch in shallow-water flatfish and arrowtooth flounder targets in State waters; however, the catch in each of these targets averages
less than 150 mt per year from 2003 through 2013. Except for a seasonal opening on the west side of Kodiak and Afognak Islands,
all other State waters in these areas currently are closed to non-pelagic trawl gear. ’

Proposal 44: Pollock GHL set at 25% of Central GOA ABC for vessels <58 ft using pelagic trawl, non-pelagic trawl, seine, or jig
gear, in combined areas of Cook Inlet, Kodiak, and Chignik. The proposal includes 100% observer coverage.

1. Would require a decrease in the TACs and seasonal apportionments. See the Tables 1 and 2 below.
2. Kk may require re-consultation on Steller sea licn (SSL) protection measures to assess the impact of any increase in harvestin SSL

areas closed by Federal regulation that would be allowed under this proposal. Existing SSL protection measures allocate the
pollock fishery by four seasons to distribute the directed fishery over time. Another SSL protection measure closes pollock directed
fishing on November 1. It appears that this proposal would not establish seasonal allocations and would close the fishery on
December 31 unless the GHL has been reached.

. Chinook salmon bycatch (PSC) Iimits apply in the Western and Central GOA pollock fisheries. The federal limits would not apply to

the state GHL fisheries for pollock, and the proposal does not address whether Chinook salmon PSC limits would be part of the new
GHL fisheries. Chinook salmon PSC may increase unless the state establishes Chinook salmon PSC imits.

. Halibut bycatch (PSC) limits also apply fo all trawl fisheries (including pollock). These federal limits would not apply to the state GHL

fishery for pollock, and the proposal does not address whether halibut PSC limits would be part of the new GHL fisheries. Halibut
PSC may increase urless the State establishes halibut PSC limits.

5. Reduces pollock sideboard limits for AF A catcher vessels.

Tables for Proposal 44 - Pollock GHLs set at 25% of Central GOA ABC

Table 1 -2013 Status Quo Pollock OFLs, ABCs, and TACs GHL =25% of ABC

Species lArea/DistrEct‘I OF L. g ABC i TAC GHL !TAC minus GHL




Shumagin (610) na 28,072 28,072 NIA

Chirikof (620) na 51,443 51,443 12,861 38,582
Pollock?

Kodiak (630) na 27,372 27,372 6,843 20,529

WYK (640) n‘a 3,385 3,385 846 2539
Subtotal WICAVYK 150,817 110,272 110,272 27,568 83,722

SEO (850) 14,366 10,774 10,774 : N/A 10,774
Total 165,183 121,046 121,046 27,568 100,496

WYK — West Yakutat District, W/ICAVYK — Western, Central, and West Yakutat Disfrict

Blue highlighted cells are the revised TACs and GHLs under proposal 44,

Proposal 45: Require 100% observer coverage in all trawl groundfish fisheries inside state waters in the Central GOA. The
primary trawl fisheries in state waters are the parallel fisheries for pollock and Pacific cod.

1.

2.

Trawl catchet/processors are required to have 100% cbserver coverage, so this proposal does not apply to trawd
catcher/processors. _ '

The federal observer program applies o federally-permitted vessels in the federal or parallel fisheries. The current deployment of
observers does not differ whether a vessel is fishing in federal or state waters in that fishery. Under the current deployment, if the
State requires 100% observer coverage in state waters then a vessel could only fish In state waters if they were selected for
observer coverage. . ' '

. f100% observer coverage was required in state waters then either this coverage would need to be incorporated into the current

federal observer program or the State would need to establish its own program fo provide observer for non-federally permitted
vessels and for federally-permitted vessels not selected for observer coverage thatfish in state waters, Each option has benefits
and concerns related to many aspects including erforceability, funding, deployment, and data management. A combined stale and
federal observer program makes sense when reviewing the benefits of a collaborative state, federal, and IPHC electronic fish ticket
program: improved data quality, more timely data for managers, and reduction of duplicative reporting of similar information to
multiple agencies, Separate state and federal observer programs would need to be carefully developed to prevent one program
from negatively influencing the other program.

. Because NMFS provides stock assessment for most groundfish, any new state waters observer program would need to collect data

compatible with data collected by the federal program to be used for both catch accounting and stock assessment.



ALASKA

Alaska Whitefish Kodiak, AK

1 . \ 99615
| Trawlers Association (207) 486-3910

WHITEFISH ' ataskawhitefishirnwlers.org
TRAWLERS

Alaska Board of Fisherics
Chignik Finfish meeting
December 5-6

Proposal 44 - Oppose

The Alaska Whitefish Trawlers Association (AWTA) is located in Kodiak and represents the
majority of independently owned traw! vessels that harvest groundfish in the Central Gulf of
Alaska (CGOA). Qur vessels also harvest groundfish in the Western Gulf of Alaska and Dering
Sea, '

AWTA opposes proposal 44 which seeks to establish a new Central Gu!f of Alaska state-waters
trawl fishery for twenty-five percent (25%) of all Pollock from areas 62, 630, and 640. It would
also establish a new Western Gulf of Alaska state-waters trawl fishery for twenty-five percent
(25%) of all Pollock from area €10.

This proposal is very poorly thought out with no consideration of the impacts on critical habitat
and the implications regarding the measures that have heen taken to protect Stellar Sea Lions., The
federal Pollock fisheries were a central part of the dialogue regarding the protection of Stellar Sea
Lions. There was concern that the removal of Pollock as a food source may cause nutritional
stress on the sea lion population. To minimize the potential for negative impacts, the federal
Pollock fishery is divided into multiple seasons (A, B, C, and I3} in multiple areas (610, 620, 630,
and 640} with only a portion of the available TAC made available to each season and area. Areas
adjacent to rookeries and haul-outs were ¢losed. The creation of a state-waters Pollock fishery
desigoed to permit the harvest of over 43,438,887 pounds of Poilock (based on 2013 TAC) in
these sensitive near-shore areas is a very bad idea. It will trigger a full Section 7 consultation
of the Stellar Sea lion regulations and additional closures will likely be mandated.

The management of Pollock in the Gulf of Alaska is a complex task and the idea that you can take
a significant portion of the Pollock resource and just move it into the hands of state managers
without the appropriate amount of time it will take to design and implement a management
structure for this new fishery is very short sighted. The Pollock resource is a {arge and important
part of the Guif of Alaska groundfish fisheries. It must be managed catefully and not at the whim
of some individual making this proposal.

The historic poliock harvesters have developed fong-term husiness and harvesting plans in
conjunction with processors, their workers and the vendors and service industries that support the
Pollock fishery. Removing access of 25% of the Pollock resource from these historic harvesters
will have a significant economic ripple effect on all those who depend on this fishery.

Gl
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This proposal calls for the use of non-pelagic (bottom) traw] gear as well as pelagic trawl, seine
and jig gear. State waters are currently closed to bottom trawling.

This proposal is couched as providing opportunities for little guys but Pollock fishing is a high
overhead, very narrow margin fishery. It costs several million dollars to procure the necessury
permits and build a vessel capable of participating in this fishery. The new Super 58 vessels
being built are far from being little boats with 800-1000 horsepower, the ability to pack up to
250,000 pounds of Pollock and costing $2.5 - $3 Million Dollars.

This proposal calls for 100% observer coverage in all of these new fisheries inside of state waters.
This would require the state to duplicate the federal observer program and somehow interface it
with that program. The process of designing, developing the regulatory structure, implementing
and managing this new observer requirement would be incredibly complex, expensive and
impossible to do in any reasonable time frame. While you could expect the vessels to pay for on-
going observer coverage, the state would have to pay for all of the costs necessary to develop,
implement and manage this program.

This proposal would not move 25% of the federal Pollock TAC inside of 3 miles because fish
have tails and go where they want. This proposal would grant, to a limited number of iess than’
58’ vessels, access to those fish that might be available inside 3 miles but it would remove aceess
to the 35+ vessels that have historically prosecuted the Pollock fisheries. This is a direct
reallocation of a fully subscribed Pollock fishery.

This proposal was submitted by an under 58" vessel with minimal history in the Gulf of Alaska
and it is aimed at taking away fishing oppottunities of historic participants for their own
advantage. :

This proposal should be ¢limingted!

Sincerely,

bt £ 7

Robert L.. Krueger, President
Alaska Whitefish Trawlers Association
Robert Krueger@alaskawhitefishtrawlers.org,
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Lonlk Iniet Ssaet Eishing and Personal Use Safman

Sport Fishing and Personal Use

Proposal  KRSA Posttlon Camment|s}
46 Qppose Sport bag limits shouid appiy tp Individuals
47 Qppose**
48 Qppose™™
49 Oppose¥*
50 Oppose**
- 51 Oppose**
52 Oppose**
53 Opposet*
54 Cpposg*
5S Dppose*™
56 Oppose**
57 Oppase®

Those proposals marked ** which appear in both the Lower Cook Iniet and the Upper Caok

{rlet proposal booklets fail into a category of praposals that KRSA contends hias one or more of
three vary negative attributes, Thesa negstive attributes are:

1.
2.

3,

Qutside the authority of the Alaska Board of Fisharies to addross.

Not implementahle with current tachnatogy and/or budget.

Sa sweaping in naturs and potentially harmful to sportfishing opportunity and tha
acanomic value provided to the state, region, area by participants in the sport fishery
and so radically and dangerously divergant from the fishery spetific regulatory
dovalopment that iz our custom in Alagka that the proposals shauld fall umanimausty or
perish af mo actlr:m

Frashwater - Sufman

58 Oppose Support adaptive management, opportunity
59 Support ARFG praposal

0 Support® ¥Suppart conditipned on ADFG support

&1, Suppart* *Support conditionmd an ADFG support

62 Suppaort ADFG propagal

Soltwoter ~ Salmon and Lngeod

f3
64
E5
65
67

Supponr® *Supnort conditioned pn ADFG support
Support® YSupport conditioned on ADFG support
Suppoit® *Support conditioned on ADFG support
Oppose Snagging and archery slde-by-side, NOT pretty

Opposak *Supgort #209, #218 in UCH, addrasses same
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68 Cppose* *Support #209, #218 in UG, addrasses same
69 Cppose* *Support #2089, #218 In UG, addrassas same
70 support* *Support cenditioned an ADFG suppart

7l Ophose Deastroys toa muceb fishing appartunity

72 Support ADFG proposai

73 support ADFG proposal

74 Oppose - Not an ADFG propogal te restrict

75 Opposa Lingcod conservation balance

hsistence Fisherios

76

Support

Coak Inlet Commerciai Fisheries

ADFG proposal

Salmon Fishing Qistrices, Subdistricts, ang Sections

77 No Pasition

73 Support ADFG proposal

79 Suppart Cohi salmon congarvation
Salmon Clased Witers

20 Support LClarifies closed waters regs
q1 Qppose Too sweaping in nature

Saimon Hatchery Managemant Plans gnd Special Harvest Areas

82 Suppart Clartfies fishing strakegy

B3 Support Puts in regs whit is heing dong

4 Support Puts in regs what Isbeing done

5 Qppiose Spart should share in equitably in benafit

Cook infet Groundfish Pot Starage and Landing Reguirements

86
87

Support
Sappo

ADFG prapnssl
ALFG proposal

L

Groundfish Trawl and Potlack Maragemeant Plons and Obsérver Coverage

43 Support* *KRSA support for thess thrae proposals s
44 Support* cendiifaned upon suppart from the ADFG on
45 Suppart* theta proposals as written, ADFG comments are

not svailable at the time of this writing,
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fe: Proposals 43-44-45

November 19, 2013
Dear Chafrman Johnstone and Board Members,

Alaska Groundfish Data Bank {AGDB} is a member organization that includes the majority of hath the
sharebased processors located in Kodiak and catcher vessels hame ported in Kodiak that participate in
the Ceritral Gulf of Alaska {CGOA] groundfish trawl fisheries,

This lettar oxpresses our opposition to proposals 43 -45, We ask that the Alaska Board of Fish [BOF)
raject thesa propasals and [nstead work with the Nerth Pacific Fishery Managemeant Councll {Councilj
and the GOA trawl industry stakeholdars to davelop a Gulf of Afaska trawi hycatch managatient
program. Any program develepad within the Councl process will require Input from and enordination
with the BOF to address the interrelationships between state-waters, paraliel and federal fishery
zones, We are asking that you join us in developing a vision far a new flshery managamant structure
that will allow our industry ko affectively manage and reduce bycstch white meeting optimum yield
for groundfish harvests - a management plan that holds each individugl vessel accountable for their
fishing behaviar. We are asking that you allow this process to play out and net disrupt our industry in
the short term by adopting any of these propasals.

Attached for your Information is the Council purpose and need statement/Goals and Objectives
{appendix A} for the new program and the Coundil inftial pragram design motior {appendix B} which will
be used to foeus public input for development of program alternatives and optiors, Both these
documents demonsieate the vision under construgtion for our industry. Alsg-attached for your
infarmation isthe Council’s Bycaich Fleduction Fiver underscoring the industry’s naed for add:é:mna
toals.

Specific comments for each proposal:

Proposal 43 - this prapesal would create state-water management plans for olf groundafish species in the
Cook Inlet, Kodivk and Chignik mranagement areas for non-pelagic trawl vessels 58 foat ond fess.
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¥ The Pacific cod resource, both federal and state, are fully alfocated and subscribed. A separate
state-water Pacific cod non-pelagic fraw! fishery would increase the total amount of Pacific cod
ABC allocated to state-water fisherles. The BOF at their recent Oct 18 - 22 meeking addrassed
the allocations for state cod fisheries, Revisiting the cod allacations between staie and federaf
fisheries now is completaly out of cyale with the prior decision making process ard should bie
rajectad,

¥ It s impassibla to harvest 25% of all groundfish ABC's within three miles. Based on tabie 43-1
{statf cammants) harvest in the CGOA for groundfish taken with non-pefagic gear inside three
miles is less than 8 million pounds over the time perfod 2000-2012 {averaging about 615,000 ibs
per year}. This compares to a potential annual State waters allocation of 133 million pounds
based on 25% of the currant, respective groundfish ABCs.

P itis unclear whather the proposal would open additional areas inside thres mites to allow for
additional harvesting onportunities for groundfish with non-palaglc traws gear, While the trawl
industry in general is supportive of additional accass to these fishing grounds, a thoughtful,
research driven approach via a commissioner’s permit is the apprapriate vehicla - not this
propasal.

¥ The Dapartment of Fish and Game Is opposed to this proposal,

Frapasal 44 ~ this proposal would creote state-waters management plans for Pollock in the Coak infet,
Kodiok, and Chignik managernent areas for vessels 58 feet or less, ‘

¥ Increasing Pollock catch within Stallar Sea Lion critical habitat {zero to three miles) will most
likely require a reconsultation under the Endangered Spedes Act (ESAL If a jeopardy
determination is found, additional restrictions far federal fishing activity may result. During tha
2010 reconsulftation, the CGOA regulatory area barely escaped incraased fishing restrictions
simifar to what oceurred in the Aleutian [slands. '

¥ This proposal redistributes access to the Pollock rasource across users. The CGOA Pollack fleet
consists of approximately 40 vessals, typically 4 of which are <58 feet in length. Note that these
four <58 vassels all currantly participata fully in the Federal GOA pollock fisheries. Allocating
pallock between federal and state participants, farge and small vessels, will not only impact
individual harvesting vasset businesses but also their business partners -- processing companies,
secondary fishery businasses and coasta) communitles, Reailocations of this typa (patentially
avery 3 years at the BOF finfish megting} would breed instability and uncertainty in GOA traw!
fisheres, reducing investment for afficiency improvements and gear maodifications. .

¥ Izis difficult to understand how state guotas would ba created. Tha proposal suggests 25% of
the CGOA guota would be set aside for a new state Pallock fishery. Would there bie some
portian sat aside for Cook Intet, Chignik and Ko diak management areas? If so how would the
Board decide? tn the federal fishery, pollock is allocated seasonally across four quarters to
mitigate impacts to Stellar Sea Lions. Would some type of seasonal structure be needed for the
staie fishery? Dividing the polfock quota between faderal and state fisheries, then again by
tfederal managoment areas and stats management argas and finally into seasonal aflocations for
bath jurisdictional Rsheries could result fn boti federal and state fishery aflacations too small {o
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manage. The potentfal is to go fram the present elght allocation boxes in the CGOA fedoral
fishery systern to a passible 20 allocation boxes in a combined CGOA federal and state system,

¥ |fthe BOF develops new state water pollock fisherias it wifl fragment the pollock industry and
frustrate our ability to meet bycatch management oblectives. Somea examples of the challenges
include:

a. Fish do not understand the 3 mile fine. This is axbibited in the tabizs in the staff
document where inside and outsida Pollack catch has ranged from a low of 8% to a
high of 49% annually. When poliack catch per unft effart (CRUE) is high, bycatch is
typically low. The fieet needs the ability to target areas of high pollock abundance
with the associated low Chinook zalmon bycatch to control and reduce bygatch.

b. The Bering Sea Polfock industry tises roffing seasonal hotspot closures to reduce
salman bycatch, The GOA industry hopes to develop a similar pian once a new
cooperative fishery management struckture is in place as in the Bering Sea fishery.
The key for = rofling hatspat program is remiaving the race far both target and
bycateh allocations aloihg with the ability to move the fleet Fluidly across the flshing

- grounds, 0o 200 miles. ‘

¢. Cooperative managerment programs allow industry to davelop contractual
mechanisms to police the individual cooperative members. These co-op contracts
are structured to benafit the entire group of co-ap menthers as a whole versus
individual mamhers. State fisheries participants would be outside this self-policing
mechanism, -

d. Co-op contracts could address gear davelopment and excluder use, fleet bycateh
performance standards, incentives / penalties that eddress individual vessel fishing
behaviors, and sirategic fishing strategies.

¥ There would be significant costs incurred to the state of Alaska if this proposal is approved. The
100% observer coverage requirement would raquire the establishment of a state groundfish
observer propram. This would be duplicative to the federal groundfish observer program for the
trans-boundary poilock stock. As the staff comments notes, this would require a substantial
investmant in time and resources for the state of Alaska. Maintaining a campatibie state-water
observer program wauld be Aecassary to provide the essential infarmation needed for both
catch accounting and stock assessments, Additionally, the federal program colfects genetic
tissue sampfes from Chinook salmon bycatch taken within the federal trawl Pollock fisheries. A
companion genetic colfection program would he nacessary to understand stock of origin far
bycaught Chinook if state pollock fisharies are created. Presently, tho NMFS observer program
is collecting all samples within the federal Pollock fisheries and NMFS Auke Bay laboratory Is
doing the genatic workup of these samples. The fnal cost element is the necessary personsial to
manage thase naw state Polinck fisheries.

Propasal 45—~this proposal would require 100% observer covarage for traw! vessels targeting groundfish
inside stute waters of the Cook Iniet, Kadick and Chignik manogement oreos.

The partial coverage purtion of the rewly restructured North Pacific Groundfish and Halibut abserver
program estimates total removats for the commerclal fishing industry whera the observed vessel data is
extrapolated to the unobserved portion of the fleets. Estimates are stratified by target fishery, gear
type and federal regulatary arga. This new restructured program replaced the old Observer Fragram in
2012, impraving the catch estimates and reducing the hias by requiring random trip or vassat selgction,
Board of sk Commants - Propasaly 43 - 45 Pape 3



Previously, far the partial ohserved vessels (the majority of the Kodiak trawl fleat), the aparator chose
when to take an observer on a trip,

It is unclear whethzr the proposal would create a state water observer program or whether the BOF
would require federal abservers to be on board vassel while fishing inside three mifes. If a state system
is created it would be a substantial inancial investmant by the State. Itis unclear whether the State
data would be incorparaied within federal catch accounting systam for bycatch and catch estimation
processes or whether a separate state system would be nacassary. This new data would over sample
catch within thres miles affecting the randam data cofiection procasses that ara in place within the new
federal program designed to estimate catch and bycatch for trawt fisheries in ganeral. if the BOF
requires vessals to carry federal obseryers within three miles then additional costs will be incurrad not
only by those vessels fishing fnside three miles but also by NMFS.  Cost estimates per fishing day for the
vessels ara underestimated in tha staff analysis. Typical casts are 5500 to $£00 par fishing day and can
be as high as 51,000 per fishing day. Observer daily costs can also include travel costs, excasslve
baggage costs and cost for ohserver stand-down days due to weather, price negotiations, etc. Tha
agency neurs costs due to ohservar training, briefing and debriefing, management of ohserver data and
staff in general to support the overall observer prograrm.

Additianal observer coverage inside stata waters will only affect the Chinook salmon byeatch data within
the federal program since the vast majority of non-pelagic trawi harvests accurs outside three miles.
Mid-water pelagic gear catches de minimis amounts of both crab and halibut so requiring 100%
ohserver coverage will not affect tha estimates for these PSC species in the overall federal catch
accounting system, Tha vast majority of trawl harvests inside three miles consist of pollock taken with
pejagic traw| gear. Thus additfanal caverage would only affect Chinook salmon PSC gstimates. 100%
coverage within 3 rniles in the polflock target would remove the random nature of the present system,
introducing a jarge bias into the estimates. Also, with the eurrent race structure of the Fedaral pollock
fisheries in the CGDA and large number of participants, the fisheries typically fast only 3-10 days per
seasan - with the operators racing for catch before the fishary closes, there s no time or incentiva to
game the chserver system sa abserved trips are representative of actual catches.

The Council vision for a new GOA Trawl Management Program, inciudes 3 mandatory 100% faderal
observer covarage raguirement, as it doas inalf ather North Pacific trawl catch share programs, The
100% observer coverage requirament is nacessary bacause each individual vessel will be held
atcountable for its bycatch performanca versus the presant system which holds the entire fleet to a
fleet wide bycateh limit and where the behaviar of ane vessel operator can potentially shut down the
entire fishery. :

The Council has passed a sarles of actions to reduce bycatceh in the GOA traw! fisheries. {See appendix CJ.
Recent actions include a Tanner crab closure area near Marmot 3ay, requiring modified sweeps for
flatfish harvests, Halibut Prohibited Species Catch {#SC) raductions, and new Chinaok salmon PSC caps
far bath tha pollock and nanepollock fisheries. Industry beliaves that a new fishery management
structure that ereafes additional tools ts nacessary to successfully addrass thase bycatch reduction
actfons, '

GOA Trawl Industry is making hycatch improvements:
The trawl industry continues to be proactive to undarstand the impact of our bycatch, mitigate tha
impact of our bycateh and develop tools to redure byeateh,
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The fleet is presantly modifying their gear to add elevation devices to thair sweeps in anticipation of a
new regulation that requires the use of sweep modifications for flatfish harvests. These swaep
modifications are intended to reduce gear impacts on bottom habitat and reduce crab bycatch
mortalities. .

All the Gulf of Alaska trawl groundfish processors and fishing vessels joived the Sea Share program in
2011, This year (2013) Sea Share has donated more than 34,000 pounds of finished product, both
- hallbut and salmon bycateh, to food hanks across Alaska from GOA trawt bycatch.

The Councit and NMFS are callecting genetic information from the Chinook salmon byeatch in the
poilock fishery to understand stock of origin and impacts to Alaska salmon runs, [ndusiry has expanded
genetic data collection to the CGOA shoreside catcher vessel rockfish fishery. Sample collections from
the Rockfish Program landings include:

1. Tissue samplas from all landed Chinook saimon for DNA and stock of origin analysis.

2. Biological data (weight, length, sex} from all landed salmon.

3. Scan all landed Chinook saimon for the presence or ahsence of adipose fin clips and Coded

Wire Tags {CWT). This will allow far an estimation of Chinook bycatch that originate from

haichar(es,

4. Coltect CWT's {snouts) from all salmon with positive CWT signal, -

Cooperative research partners for this Initiate include NMFS groundfish observer program, NMFS Auke
Bay Ganetics laboratory, and the inshore CV rockfish cooperatives, all located in Kodiak,

The North Pacific Fisheries Research Foundation was awardad an Exempted Fisheries Permit to test
Chinook salmon excludar devices for mid-water Pollock nets on “typical” Central Gulf of Alaska pollack
trawlers. Two trials oscurred in 2013 with two additional trials scheduled in 2014,

AGDB members respectfully request that the Board reject proposals 43, 44, and 45 and instead jotn with
tha NPFMC and the GOA trawl industry in developing a new vision for a néw fishery management
structure for our industry. We appreciate the opportunity to commant and fook forward to engaging
with the Board at the upcoming Chignik, Lower Cook Inlet and Kodiak finfish meetings.

Sincarely,

Julie Bonney
Executive Directar
Alaska Groundfish Data Bank
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Appendix A: North Pacific Fishery Management Council purpose and need statement/Goals and
Objectives: GOA Trawl Bycatch Management

Purpose and Need Statement:

Management of Central Gulf of Alaska (GOA) groundfish trawl fisheries has grown increasingly
complicated in recent yeats due to the implementation of measures to protect Steller Sea lions and
reduced Pacific halibut and Chinook salmon Prohibited Specms Catch (P3C) limits under variable annual
total allowable eatch (TAC’s) limits for target groundfish spscies. These changes complicate effective
management of target and non-target resources, and can have significant adverse social and economic
impacts on harvesters, processors, and fishery-dependent GOA coastal communities,

The current management tools in the GOA Groundfish Fishery Management Plan (FMP) do not provide

the Central GOA traw! fleet with the ability to effectively address these challenges, especially with regard
- to the fleet’s ability to best recluce and utilize PSC. As sucly, the Council had determined that

consideration of a new management regime for the Central GOA trawl fisheries is warranted.

The purpose of the proposed action. is to create a new mansgement structure which allocates allowable
harvest to individuals, cooperatives, or other entities, which will eliminate the derby-style race for fish. It
18 expected to improve stock conservation by creating vessel-level and/or cooperative-level incentives to
elimmate wasieful fishing practices, provide mechanisnis to control and reduce bycatch, and creato

~ acconntability measures whoen utilizing PSC, target, and secondary species. It will also have the added
benefit of reducing [he incentive to fish during unsafe conditions and inproving operational efficiencies.

The Council recognizes that Central GOA harvesters, processors, and communities all have a stake in the
groundfish traw] fisheries. The new program ghall be designed to provide tools for the effective
managemment and reduction of PSC and bycatch, and promote increased vtilization of both target and
secondary species harvested in the GOA, The program is also expected to increage the flexibility and
economie efficiency of the Central GOA groundfish traw] fisheries and support the continued direct and
indirect participation of the coastal communities that are dependent upon, those fisheries, These
management measures shall apply to those species, or groups of species, harvested by trawl gear in the
Central GOA, as well ag to PSC, This program will not modify the overall management of other sectors
in the GOA, or the Central GOA rockfish program, which alteady operates undet a catch ghare program,

Goaly and Qbjectives.

L. Bulance the requirements of the National Standurds in the Magnuson Stevens Act

2. Increase the ability of the groundfish trawl sector to avoid PSC species and utilize available
amounts of PSC more efficiently by allowing groundfish trawt vessel to fish more slowly,
strategically, and cooperatively, both amongst the vessels themaelves and with shore-based
processors

Reduce bycatch and regulatory disearde by groundfish trawl vessels -

4. Authorize fair and equitable access privileges that take into consideration the value of assets and
investments in the fishery and dependency on the fishery for harvesters, processors, and
cotrrmunities -

5. Balance tuterests of all seetors and provide equitable distributions of benefits and similar
opportumities for increased value

6. Promote community stability and minimize adverse esconomic impacts by limiting consolidation,
providing employment and eniry opportunities, and increasing the economic viability of the
groundfish harvesters, processors, and suppou, industriey
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10.
11
12.
13
14.

Improve the ahility of the groundiish traw! sscter to achieve Optimom Yield, including increased
product retention, wtilization, lndings, and valao by allowing vessels to choose the time and
Jocation of fishing to optimize returns and generate higher yieldy

Incresse stability relative to the volume and timing of provndfish teawl landings, allowing
processors to batfer plan operational needs as well as identify and exploit new projects and
markeis

Incresse safety by allowing trawl vessels to prosecute groundfish fichecies at stower speeds and in
beiter condittans :
Includemeasures for mmproved menitoring and reporting

Inclnde the traw] sectar’s ability to adapt te applicable Federal law (i.¢., Bndangered Species Aot)
Inekido methods fo measure the success and impacts of all program elements

Minimize adverse impacts cn sectors and areas not included in the program.

Promote 2ctive participation by owners of harvast vessels and fishing privileges
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Appendix B: North Pacifle Fishery Management Couneil GOA Trawl Bycatch Munagement
Program

C-5(a) GOA. Trawl Bycatch Management
Council Motton 10/5/13

The Cauneil requests tha the staff provide n discussion paper toviewing the program struciure described
betow using the decision fiamework providad in the June 2013 *roadmap’ document and the Council’s
putpose and need statement. The paper should evaluate whether and how the clements of this design
address the objectives jn the Council’s purpose and need statement The intent is & receive feedback -
characterizing: 1) how the fishery would operate under the new design; 2) how well it may mect the
Council’s stated ohjectives; and 3) whicl: second-tier decisions are necessavy to transferm the progiam
structure into alternative(s) for analysis. The paper should also include infermation on bveateh reduction
vegulis from other trawl catch share programs i the North Pacific and otlher regions.

GOA Traw! Byeatch Management Program
1. Bycatch Management

The primary objective of this action iz to imprave incentives for PSC reduction and PSC management,
achieved in several ways theough this program design,

2, Reduced PSC: The Council intends to adopt a program to: (1) minimize Chinook salmen
trycatch, and (2) achieve more efficient use of halibut PSC, allowing some efficiency gains to
provide additional target fishery opportunity while feaving sowie halibut PSC savings io the water
for conservation and contribution to exploitable biomass.

b. Duration of shares: A portion of turget species share allocations (maximum 25%6) will be

* evaluated for relontion based on achievement of performance targets relative to byeatch and other
Council objectives after a set pariod of tine (310 years). The time period and the eriteria vsed to
evaluate patormance will be established in regulation.
¢. Cooperative managenient: A system of cooperative management is best suited to managing
and reduscivg bycateh (such 26, hotspot program, gear maodifictions, excluder use, incantive plan
agreentents) while maximizing the value of available targst specivs. Cooperatives are intended to
facihitaie a flaxible, reaponsive, and oonrdinated effout among vessels and processos to avoid
bycaicl theougl infenmation shasing and formal participation in a byeateh avoidance program.
d. Gear modifiention. Option: gesr modifications for erab protection.

2. Observer Coverape

All trawl catclier vessels in fhe GOA will be in the 100% observer coverage category.

3. Areas
Western Gulf, Ceniral Guif, West Yakutai

4, Sector allocation of {arget species and PSC
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Allocations for the traw! CP and CV sectors for WG and CG Pacific cod (Am 83), CGOA rockfish
program (Am 88), and GOA pollock (Am 23) are maintained. Am 80 target sideboards and GOA flattish
eligibility are maintained. Allocats hatibut and Chinook salinon PSC caps between CP and CV gectors.
5. Allocated species. ‘
Target rpecies are pollock and Pacific cod. PSC speciog include halibut and Chinook salmon.

6. Program siroctyre for trawl catcher vessel fishery

Voluntary cooperative structure-

a.

d.

Allocate target species (pollock, Pacific cod) at the eooperative level, based on aggregate calch
historics associated with member vessels’ LLDs.

Apportion halibut PSC and Chinook salron PSC liifs to each cooperative on a pro rafa bagis
relative to target fisheries of GOA trawl vessels in the cooperative [such as, pollock Chincok
salmon PSC cap divided based on potlock fandings; non-pollock Chinook salmon cap divided
based on non-polieck landings (excluding rockfish); halibut PSC apportioned in proportion to the
couperative’s allocation of target specics, ]

Participants can choose to citfier join a cooperative or operate i a limited acces¢ pool [sector-
level, nop-transferable target allocations and PSC]. Harvesters would need to be in a cooperative
with a processor by a specified date prior to flie seasen to access a transferable allocation of target
apecies and PSC,

Initial {2 yeats) cooperative formation would be based on the majotity of a license holders’
listoricat landings (aggregate trawl groundfish deliveries, excluding Centeal GOA rockfish
harvested wnder a rockfish cooperative quota allocation) to a processor,

Bach cooperative would be required to have a private cooperative conttact, The contract would
require pignatures of all harvesters in the cooperative and the processor (option: and comnmnity
in which the processor is located). The contract would include clear provisions for how the parties
may dissolve their contract after the first two years. If'a harvester wants to leave that cooperative
and join another cooperative, they could do so if they meet the requirements of the contract,

Additional contract elements (such as bycatch management, active participation, mechonisms to
[acilitate entry, community provisions) may be required to ensure the program is consfstent with
Council objectives.

Option; Bach processor controls a portion of PSC within the cooperative and negotiates terms of
access through private agreement. The processor would activate the incremental PSC tluough NMFS,
making it accessible to the cooperative. PSC made available by these ngreements cannat be used by
processor-ownad vessels,

7. Fishery dependent community stability

i,

Congolidation limits
‘e Vessel eaps and limits on the petcentage of the total allocation that a person can hold
(accessible only through a cooperativg).
» Processor caps in each area (WG and CQ).
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b Theget species quota would be regionalized (WG or WY/CG designation) based on historicsl
delivery patterns, :

Option: Target species CG quata that haa historically been landed in Kodiak would have 1 post of

landing requirement to be delivered o Kodiak; CG quota not historically Ianded i Kodiak would be

regionalized (WG or WY/CG).

e. Require individuals ar entities to teet fishery participation criteria in order to bs eligible to
purchsse an eligible Heense with associated history. '

8. TransTerability

3. (Anoually) Full transferability for annual use within the cooperative, Cooperatives can engage in
infer-ccoperative agreaments on an anrial bagis, :

b, (Long-term) The LLP is transferablo, with the nssociated history of the target species (which,
when entered into a ccoperative, brings with it a pro tats share of PSC). Target species histary is
severnble end transferable to another eligible license,

9, Gewr conversions
Upon fiurther development, the Counci! could include gear conversion provisions that allow Pacific cod

trawl allocations to be fished with fixed gear, although any harvest would contiue to be deducted from
the vessels’ annual traw! quota account and would riot affect the fixed gear Pacific cod sector allocations.
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Boards Support Section |
P.0. Box 11826 RC 034
Junean, Ak. 99811.9526

From: ‘Mlka Bhupo
1035 W. Northwm Lights Blvd.
Anchotage, Ak.99503

RE; Proposals 43 and 44

As a single-plant proocsyor of ground fish aud salmiln in Sewand, Polar Seafoods has

a niche bukiness over several years, In rfient years the grovndfish fishery has
been especially difficult 1o pursus dus the harvest ofPallock under a derby seyle fishery
spreading fhorn Pringe Wiillam Sound to Chignik. Hbats targeting Follock will
fraquently come to Princs William Sound and harvell the satire quote of Pollock with a
aingle trip that goes to Kodiak and commitutes nothifle or, littls, to the economy of

Seward. By compasisan, in 1997 -1999, Palar Seafdhds in Sewurd processed 1012
million pounds of Pollock per year, when the nearbyieatars were apent to fishing end tha
season lagted uptil March or April, Clearly, state wilsrs fisherlea ara necesaary for local
sconomied 0 benedit from the harvest of the resouregs at thelr front door,

Comnyents;

Proposal 43 oppose

I agree that stats waters fisheries should be sstablishild; however, I also beti¢ve that the
lagalization of wew! gear in sate waters fisberies wifire it is not legal gear, now would be
smuter productive 1 efforts w malntain stability in e fishery, improve product quality,
and minimize gear conflict.

Proposal 44 suppost

except for the 10034 observer requirement.J'a like to see the observer
requ apply to the processing plast/ fishing veee! on the raadom basis, | alzo do
not support vessel limit under 125 fioet as this woulll eliminste many of the boats
avellable w participate In the state waters fishery wolld be climinated by a 5B foot limit.

Thmksforynurwnsidmﬁo?,*
Mlkzﬂhupa. Oremar 21,
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Submitted By Bob Krueger
Affiliation Alaska Whitefish Trawlers Association

Alaska Whitefish Trawlers Association
PO Box 991
Kodiak, AK 99615

Proposal43 Oppose
Proposal44 Oppose
Proposal 45 Oppose

The Alaska Whitefish Trawlers Association (AWTA) is located in Kodiak and represents the majority of independently owned trawl vessels
that harvest groundfish in the Central Gulf of Alaska (CGOA). Our member vessels also harvest groundfish in the Western Gulf of Alaska
(WGOA) and Bering Sea {BS).

Proposals 43 & 44

We oppose these proposals that would create a new state waters non-pelagic {bottom) trawl fishery for all species of groundfish (Proposal
43} or for Pollock (Proposal 44) in the Central and Western Gulf of Alaska.

* There is no mechanism for the management of Prohibited Species Caps (PSC) inside state waters. Halibut, Tanner Crab and
Chincok salmon resources would be compromised by this new increased effort inside state waters. A large and complex system for
the monitoring, assessing, reporting and management of PSC inside state waters would have to be developed. The development of
this program would demand a significant amount of time, work by ADFG personnel and meney.

s There is no observer program for fisheries inside state waters. This proposal calls for 100% observer coverage inside state waters
with the cost being paid by the vessels. While the cost for the onboard cbservers could be paid for by the vessels, the entire state-
run management structure required to manage a new observer program would have to be funded by the state at significant cost

» The movement of 25% of the massive stocks of Pollock, Rockfish, shallow-water flatfish and deep-water flatfish from Federal to
State waters and designating it for harvest only by vessels under 58’ in length is a direct re-allocation from one user group to another.

s There are only two (2) under 58’ vessels that are home-ported in Kodiak and fish primarily in Central Gulf of Alaska. These
proposals would take access to 25% of all groundfish {proposal 43} or Pollock {Proposal 44) in the Central Gulf away from the 35+
trawl vessels and grant access to these two vessels.

e ltisimpossible for two under 58’ vessels to harvest the TAC's-cf all groundfish Central Guif of Alaska. [ is likely that enormous
amounts of groundfish would not be harvested every year with the resulting lack of revenues for historic trawl vessels, their
processors and the community infrastructure that supports these fisheries.

e Thereis a large group of less than 58’ trawt vessels that fish in the Western Gulf of Alaska and a many of these vessels have Central
Gulf of Alaska endorsements. Since it is impossible for 2 vessels to harvest the TAC's inthe CGOA, itis likely that these WGOA
vessels would move into the CGOA and target groundfish. Again, this is a direct reallocation from ene user group to another, this
fime from the historic Kodlak fleet to the under 58’ Sand Point and King Cove fleets

* CGOA trawl vessels and their associated processors have worked together fo develop business plans for the harvest and
processing of groundfish. Any reallocation to other user groups will disrupt these long-established relationships.

s CGOA trawl vessels have built relationships with support business and vendors and any reallocation will have a significant impact on
these other businesses...

* The city and borough of Kodiak have invested heavily in infrastructure (harbors, shipyard, efc.} and they depend on the revenues that
flow from the trawl fleet. Any reduction of groundfish to the trawl fleet will have a significant impact on Kediak.

» Allfederal participants have made substantial investments in gear and technology to harvest groundfish while minimizing bycatch,
Any reallocation that limits access to the resource will lead to excessive stranded capital for these fleets.

s ‘Temporal and Spatial measures have been taken to protect Stellar Sea Lions. All groundfish harvests are split into different seasons
with specific PSC caps established for each season within each fishery. Areas around rookeries and haul-outs have been closed.
Having more harvest come out of the sensitive near-shore state waters will likely result in a Section 7 consultation of the SSL
profection measures,

* The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council is moving forward with the development of a new management structure for trawl
fisheries in the Gulf of Alaska. The interaction between federal and state-waters is an impoertant component of the management
structure. Any changes in the federal/state-water relationship need to be conducted within that process.

 This proposal was submitted by an under 58’ vessel that is a new entrant into Gulf of Alaska trawl fisheries with very little

history. This propesalls almed af dis-anfranchising vesssls with long-term histories of participation in, and dependence



on, Gulf of Alaska trawl fisheries for the specific gain of themselves and a very small group of ne

Proposal 45

We oppose this propose that would require 100% observer coverage for trawl vessels targeting groundfish inside state waters.

o The North Pacific Groundfish and Halibut Cbserver program has been in place since the beginning of 2013, It has extended
observer coverage to not only the trawl fleet but also to other sectors that impact our important fisheries resources. Thisis a very
complex program developed over a number of years and it is unrealistic fo create a new state designed, implemented and managed
observer program inside state waters within any reasonable time frame.

¢ The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has already begun the process of developing a new trawl management program in
the Gulf of Alaska. One of the requirements in this new program will he 100% observer coverage.

¢ The GOA trawl industry has been the subject of numerous Prohibited Species Cap (PSC) reductions over the past few years. There
has been a reduction in the Halibut PSC cap as well as the establishment of reduced caps for Chinock salman in both our Pollock
and non-Pollock fisheries trawl fisheries. There has also been action taken to require new modified trawl sweeps for all vessels
targeting flatfish as well as an area closure inthe Marmot Bay area,

The established trawl industry in the Gulf of Alaska is comprised of harvesting vessels, processors, vendors and communities that support
this industry, Working together, the frawl industry delivers large volumes of groundfish that provide fish for the processors, employment
opportunities doe processor workers, and economic benefits o local vendors as well as our coastal communities. The trawl industryis a
major economic engine which provides tremendous economic and social benefit to the State of Alaska and those who live here,

AWTA asks that the Board reject proposals 43, 44, and 45. We also ask that the Board work alongside the North Pacific Fisheries
Management Council and the GOA frawl industry as the new fishery management structure is developed.

Best Regards,

Robert L. Krueger, President
Alaska Whitefish Trawlers Association

Robert.Krueger@alaskawhitefishirawlers.org
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Dear Chairman Johnstone and Board Members,

My name js Matthew Graham I’'m the son of a fisherman [ do not support proposais 43, 44, 45, 101, or
102. 'm speaking specifically towards proposat 44. My dad Robert (Buck} Graham has been in the
fishing Industry since 1983. He started his career in Oregon as a deckhand and waorked his way up to
Captain. When the industry started to decline in 1999 he chose to fish the Bering Sea, where he started
out at the bottom again and had to work his way back up to the top. Six years ago he came to Kodiak to
be fulitime captain of the F/V Peggy Jo. During the last fifteen years there have been good fishing years

" and bad years which affects the livelihood of nat just my family but ali the vessel’s crew and their
famities as well. This year the Pollock quota which is 60 percent of our annugl income, was finally
bumped up to a number that would allow trawlers to catch a higher percent of fish thus aliowing them
to become better providers for their families who rely on the fisheries to survive. if proposal 44 is to
pass, the end result witl take 25% of the Pollock gquota away from historical trawlers and reallocating the
resource to others. This reduces the amount of money that Peggy o is ahle to take home to their
famities. | personally rely on my father’s income to help pay for my college tuition. Without his
assistance it would not be possible for me to get the education  need in order to succeed in life. That
being said, 'm not the only one who relies on this Industry. My soon to be newborn sister will come to
rely on the fishing industry to provide food, clothes, and a roof over her head for the next 18+ years. The
‘crew of the Peggy Jo who are very good friends and almast like family to mine, rely on the industry to
provide for not just themselves, but also for their families. The fishing industry isn’t just a way for our
families to make money. [t's a way of life for us, without it, we would have nothing.

in the end, why would a 58’ boat have more fishing rights than a 98’ boat that has been fishing in Kodiak
since 19667 Due to the changing industry the Peggy Jo has had to switch from catching king crab to
becoming a trawler because of that change, why should the captain and crew be punished by having
some of their guota taken away from them when they were just doing what the industry reguired them
to do in order for them to maintain a living,

Also, a large part of this proposal that doesn’t make sense is the three mile line. How is a fish going to
know which side of the line It's on? Pollock and salmon are going to be moving back and forth across this
invisible line because they are fish, not cognitive beings that are aware of a man made invisible line,
Allowing trawiers to fish both sides of the line will help keep them out of the salmon and on to the
Poilock which will help both sides of the industry,

Sincerely,

" Matthew R. Graham
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Alaska Board of Fish
Please consider this submission of substitute language for proposal 44 ~ 5 AAC 28.36X

Establish State water GHL Poliock fishery in areas (H) Cook Infet, (K} Kodiak and {L) Chignik.
Areas (H}, {K) and (L} would have a comhined GHL equal to twenty-five percent (25} % of the
combined ABC of areas 620 and 630 of the Guif of Alaska. State waters of areas (H), (K} and |L)
would be open exclusively to GHL fishery, State water GHL Pollock fishery within areas (H), {K}
and (L) would open January, 20™ of each year and close when GHL harvested or by other
regulations or December 31% of same year,

Legal gear For State water GHL Poltock fishery shall be limited to pelagic trawl and jig. Jig
allocation shall not exceed 3% of total State Water Poliock GHL, initial jig allocation wouild be
1% of GHL, increasing the following year of reaching initial allocation ro 2% to a maximum of
3%.

Use of pelagic traw! limited to only areas currently open by state reguiation. All vessels using
pelagic traw! gear would be required to have 100% observer coverage, with one abserver
onboard for all trips, As written in regutation 5SAAC 39,163. All cost associated with the
nbserver are determined to be an attendant fishing-related cost and must therefore be borne
by the vessel owner or operater onboard whose vessel the observer serves. Develop observer
program with consideration of sectinn 16.05.251. (13); {A), (B}, (C) and (D).

A vessel participating in State water GHL Pollock cannot be registered for ahy other fishery at
the same time.

Establish PSC limits far king Salmon that are sustainable in coordination with NMFS, Ensure that
State water GHL Pollock fishery is managed for sustainable abundance of both Pollock and King
saimon.

Develop Staté water GHL Pollack management Plan, with initial first year of fishery to coincide
with restructured Federal Gulf of Alaska Pollock fishery.

Matt Hegge
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Paralle] walleye pollock harvest from Federal areas 620 and 630.

Area 630 Area 620 ___ Shelikof Styait
Paralle] | 630 ABC | % of Parallel | 620 ABC | % of | Paraliel ABC % of

Year Harvest | (pounds) | ABC Harvest {pounds) | ABC | Harvest | {pounds) | ABC
1993 23,050,344] 190027447] 12% 5,170,498 80991221 6% na
1994 56,010214] 123458.867] 45%] 10,748281] 52624342 20% wa
1995 3,805,505] 359573951 1% 5,190,899 33,75277720 15% n/a
1996 4,6608,521] 30,159237] 15% 96442601 28307334 34% wa
1997 9.559.601] 54,123485] 18% 28420,143] 688MA57] 41% na
1998 15,625,558] 86.674.738) 18%] 54.876594] 110330339 50% s
1999 19,107,724) 67285,082]  28%! 21285620 85,627,543, 25% na
2000 2635,867) 34015459 1.845,188; 29480214 46208415
2001 6,709,139] 58,753,193 11,203,959 31437919 45,591,596
2002 12984.190; 21,715533] 60%; 17,765509] 50805528] 35% n/a
2003 9.428,666] 22793593 41% 7168991 43397996, 17% n/a
2004 TL1I6A433F 30952902] 36%] 20547.516] 58400453 3% na
2005 200912321 41266,126] 49% 3,698,705 75847837 5% n/a
2006 10,189.678] 40670878 47% 9009300 672233537 13%) n‘a
2007 12,663.479] 32,738646] 3% 6310058 46252983] 4% n/a
2008 10,674,100 300710531  35%; 12022027, 42286866 28% na
2009 11,134,753] 243787171 46% 7685635 31080770  25% n/u
2010 6,481,020] 42147975  15%] 17202210 61938873; 28% na
2011 2206,050{ 44610539 5% 0481626 82375724 12% n/a
2012 9.195721: 580873971  16%( 18.638634;100989353] 18% na
Average] 14279,603] 542844231 26%; 14.714.806| 62284876 24%

*Average does not inchide data from 2000 & 2001.
Note: Harvest exchides discard at sea.

Matt Hegge






