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BLA

RECEIVED

Giesel : «M“ 15 29&9
o Box WWP-45 RMAARTIE
Whale Pass o AR UG
Ketchikan, AK 99950

Attn

BOF Comments Boards Support Section

Alaska Department of Fish and Game

po Box 115566

Junean AK

99811-5526

re proposition 155

1 strongly oppose passage of proposition 155 - specifically “Issue: to open commercial
Dungeness crab fishing in the Whale Pass closure area.”

I am a surmmer resident and cannot speak, reasonably, to many of the concerns of full-
time residents with this proposition.

Rather, my concern is with the undoubted impact of saturation trapping of Dungeness
Crabs in the fall on the ability of this small bay to support suramer fishing by we part-
time residents and by the year round fishing by the subsistence population of Whale Pass.
I see no way that heavy fishing in the fall can fail to catastrophically impact the crab
population, resulting in gravely reduced caich during the rest of the year.

As noted by my friends at Whale Pass, the commercial crabbers (all of whom are from
other cornmunities) have the entire area to the cast of Whale Pass available to them,
including Whale Passage and vast areas of protected bays and inlets which do not support
subsistence communities, the members of which fish from small skiffs incapable of long
journeys in safety. Fairness would seem to dictate leaving Whale Bay and other areas like
it to the residents who depend on the fishery cither for their sustenance or for the
occasional good meal in the suramer.

I can also sympathize with my neighbor’s other concerns regarding safety. There can be
no doubt that a bay full of pot buoys would make float plane landing and takeoff difficult,
if not dangerous. Float planes are a major lifeline for the Whale Pass community. They
are the only source of mail and an important source of emergency medical evacuation (the
only source.during winter when road passes are made impassable or dangerous by snow).
I can only imagine the real possibility of loss of human life should crabbing impede an
evacuation or cause a plane to crash. I can also speak, from experience, to the effect of
concentrated buoys and lines on small boat navigation. The commercial crabbers saturate
the mouth of Whale Bay in the summer. Navigation is difficult, even under summer
conditions. I can imagine that it would be hazardous and life-threatening under winter
conditions or at night.

A few extra dollars in the hands of commercial crabbers are not worth a human life or the
sustenance of people who are heavily dependent on the fishery.

Finally, I agree with my friends regarding the lack of enforcement in the area. In two full
summers, [ have never seen an enforcement officer and only heard of their presence
twice. The commercial crabber's complaints about others who do not obey regulations
and their seeming plea to be allowed to devastate the resource because others (lodges and

o



charter boats) are, supposedly, “catching more than their share” (I've seen no evidence of
this and I live right next to the two biggest lodges in the area) are absurd. If reasoning like
this were the basis of management decisions rampant over fishing and the destruction of
the resource would be the inescapable result.

sincerely

James T Giesel

(T —X

Ha.



RC-5

DELIBERATION MATERIALS

COMMITTEES B and D
prepared by

SPORT FISH DIVISION
ALASKA DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME

for the
ALASKA BOARD OF FISHERIES

SOUTHEAST AND YAKUTAT CRAB, SHRIMP, MISCELLANEOUS SHELLFISH

Petersburg, Alaska
January 21-27, 2009

- ——————— —— __————————— ——— ____———— |
The following materials were prepared by the Alaska Department of Fish and Game,

Sport Fish Division, for use by Committee members and public participants.



The Alaska Department of Fish and Game administers all programs and activities free
from discrimination based on race, color, national origin, age, sex, religion, marital
status, pregnancy, parenthood, or disability. The department administers all programs
and activities in compliance with Title VI of the Civil Rights Act of 1964, Section 504 of
the Rehabilitation Act of 1973, Title 1I of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990,
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99802-5526; U.S. Fish and Wildlife Scrvice, 4040 N. Fairfield Drive, Suite 300,
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il



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Committee B- Sport Shellfish.......cciicineiicrccnincsinecccsiinscsssinsesssnasssesssannes "0

Closures

PROPOSAL 133: 5 AAC 47.020. General provisions for seasons and bag, possession,
annual, and size limits for the salt waters of the Southecast Alaska

ATCA. ettt ettt e ea e e st e s ba s aseass e e st et e e s eebaa et brsaes 6
PROPOSAL 134: 5 AAC 47.036. and 75.035. Prohibitions and Sport fishing gear for
SHElL fiSh ..o e 9

Possession Limit

PROPOSAL 137: 5 AAC 47.020. General provisions for seasons and bag, possession,
annual, and size limits for the salt waters of the Southeast Alaska
ATBA ittt s s e 12

PROPOSAL 160: 5 AAC 47.020(11). General provisions for seasons and bag,
possession, annual, and size limits for the salt waters of the
Southeast Alaska ATCa ......ccciiiecceiiei e e eeaenes s 15

Committee D-Dungeness Crab......ccciecisccscssnisseniscssnsnes vresssnansnesanas 17

Closed Waters

PROPOSAL 154: 5 AAC 47.035. Methods, means, and general provisions - Shellfish.

.......................................................................................................... 17

Ecotourism
PROPOSAL 161: 5AAC 75.085(2). Guided sport ecotourism requirements ............. 18
PROPOSAL 162: 5AAC 47.090. George Inlet superexclusive guided sport ecotourism
Dungeness crab fishery. ... e 19
PROPOSALI163; 5AAC 47.090. George Inlet superexclusive guided sport ecotourism
Dungeness crab fiShETY. ..o e s re e s 21

111



Table 133-1.

Table 133-2.

Table 137-1.

Table 137-2.

Table 137-3.

Table 137-4.

Table 160-1.

Table 160-2.

Table 162-1.

Table 162-2.
Table 163-1.

Table 163-2.

List of Tables

Estimated number of Dungeness crab harvested in the sport, personal use,

and comumercial fisheries of Southeast Alaska, 1998-2007. ......ooevvveeveeens 6
Estimated number of Tanner crab harvested in sport, personal use, and
commercial fisheries of Southeast Alaska, 1998-2007....ccovccveoereeeeeeiieinns 7

Southeast Alaska regulated finfish species and corresponding regional bag,
and possession limits for marine sport fisheries under SAAC 47.020...... 12

Southeast Alaska regulated shellfish species and corresponding regional
bag, and possession limits for marine sport fisheries under SAAC 47.020

................................................................................................................... 13
Statewide Harvest Survey estimates of Southeast Alaska sport fishing
effort, harvests, and proportions for regulated and unregulated species of
shellfish and finfish, 1997-2000. ......cccoviimccmercceer e 13
Unregulated shellfish and finfish harvests estimated for Southeast Alaska
sport fisheries by Statewide Harvest surveys, 1997-2006. ...........cccccuee... 14
Estimated number of Dungeness crab harvested in the sport, personal use,
and commercial fisheries of Southeast Alaska, 1998-2007. .......ccevmneen. 15
Estimated number of Tanner crab harvested in sport, personal use, and
commercial fisheries of Southeast Alaska, 1998-2007 ....cooovviveeeeeceeaenne 16
George Inlet Lodge Dungeness crab tour collection activities from 2003-
2008 ettt ettt e et b s s ap e s e et et seabensesran 19
George Inlet Lodge Dungeness crab ecotourism frip summary, 2008 ....... 19
George Inlet Lodge Dungeness crab tour collection activities from 2003-
2008ttt ettt et et sae et et e e et s er e besrenad 21
George Inlet Lodge Dungeness crab ecotourism trip summary, 2008 ....... 21

iv



Figure 133-1.
Figure 134-1.

Figure 134-2.
Figure 134-3.
Figure 134-4.

Figure 134-5.
Figure 154-1.

Figure 161-1.
Figure 162-1.

Figure 163-1.

List of Figures

Areas closed to sport fishing for shrimp in Southeast Alaska. . verenee B
Days fished by resident and non resident in Area D (Sitka Area) 1996 —
2007 e e na e e et ea et e rensenn 9
Dungeness crab harvested by resident and non resident in Sitka Area 1996
2007 et b st e e e a e s e n e 9
Clams harvested (gallons) by resident and non resident in Sitka Area 1996
2007 et e s e e bbb e nrene e 10
‘Tanner crab harvested by resident and non resident in Sitka Area 1996 —
2007 e et e er e ae e pae s e saa e neeabanneas 10
Sitka Management ATCa. .........cccceeieeciireceiesieeeee e ceeeeversese s e neesrsesnns 11
Map of Southeast Alaska showing areas that are closed to commercial
Dungeness crab fIshing......coccovviirenincvciniirrsrcnrer e 17
Location of George Inlet Lodge and the boundary of the George Inlet
Superexclusive Guided Sport Ecotourism fishery .....cooceorevvinicicecnnenne. 18
Location of George Inlet Lodge and the boundary of the George Inlet
Superexclusive Guided Sport Ecotourism fishery......cocoeveeeiinienccrninenne, 20
Location of George Inlet Lodge and the boundary of the George Inlet
Superexclusive Guided Sport Ecotourism fishery .......ccoecvvvveveerveereeens 22



Committee B- Sport Shellfish

PROPOSAL 133: 5 AAC 47.020. GENERAL PROVISIONS FOR SEASONS AND
BAG, POSSESSION, ANNUAL, AND SIZE LIMITS FOR THE SALT WATERS
OF THE SOUTHEAST ALASKA AREA.

Table 133-1. Estimated number of Dungeness crab harvested in the sport, personal
use, and commercial fisheries of Southeast Alaska, 1998-2007.

Personal use  Total sport and

a Sport harvest harvest personal use Commercial harvest”
Year (nonresidents)  (residents) harvest (# of crab)
1998 5,289 26,248 31,537 1,132,885°
1999 22382 38,274 60,656 . 1,611,136°
2000 16,410 46,355 62,765 1,254,573
2001 18,770 35,435 54,205 2,099,643
2002 12,103 21,717 33,820 3,512,242
2003 19,484 38,191 57,675 2,184,724
2004 48,426 40,199 88,625 2,239,558
2005 27,561 45,757 73,318 2,039,101
2006 31,571 48,135 79,706 2,228,852
2007 26,545 65,030 91,575 2,657,986
10-yr. average (1998-2007) 22,854 40,534 63,388 2,277,085
Percent of sport + pu harvest 36% 64% 100%
S-yr. average (2003-2007) 30,717 47,462 78,180 2,270,044
Percent of sport + pu harvest 39% 61% 100%

Source: Sport and personal use data are derived from Statewide Harvest Survey estimates. Number of
crab harvested in the commercial fishery is derived from fish tickets and average weight of crab sampled
in the department’s port-sampling program.

* Commercial fishery runs from March-February. Sport and personal use fishery data is based on the
calendar year.

" The Southeast Alaska (Registration Area A) Dungeness crab fishery does not include the Yakutat area
(Registration Area D. The Area I Dungeness crab fishery was closed by the BOF following the 1999
geason.

“Does not include 121,478 pounds (approximately 60,000 crab) caught in the Yakutat area.
Does not include 65,386 pounds (approximately 30,000 crab) caught in the Yakutat area.



Table 133-2. Estimated number of Tanner crab harvested in sport, personal use, and
commercial fisheries of Southeast Alaska, 1998-2007.

Year Sport and Personal use Commercial harvests
harvesis
1998 3,384 810,564
1999 5,348 630,090
2000 4,549 494,028
2001 3,896 368,384
2002 1,087 314,825
2003 4235 336439
2004 2935 323370
2005 2,299 352,928
2006 1,138 366,851
2007 2,120 239,050
10-year average (1998-2007) 3,099 423,703
5-year average (2003-2007) 2,545 323,728
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Figure 133-1. Areas closed to sport fishing for shrimp in Southeast Alaska.
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Figure 134-5. Sitka Management Area.
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PROPOSAL 137: 5 AAC 47.020. GENERAL PROVISIONS FOR SEASONS AND
BAG, POSSESSION, ANNUAL, AND SIZE LIMITS FOR THE SALT WATERS

OF THE SOUTHEAST ALASKA AREA.

Table 137-1. Southeast Alaska regulated finfish species and corresponding regional

bag, and possession limits for marine sport fisheries under SAAC 47.020.

Finfish with existing bag and possession limits: Bag limit Possession limit
king salmon ? 2
other salmon 16 inches or greater: 6 12
other salmon less than 16 inches (in combination): 10 10
rainbow trout 2 2
cutthroat trout 2 2
Dolly Varden 10 10
steelhead 1 2
halibut 2° 4
lingcod & ?
pelagic rockfishes: numerous species 5 10
nonpelagic rockfishes: numerous specics 5% 10%°
sharks 1 1

* Bag and possession limits for King salmon, non-pelagic rockfish, and lingcod

are modified annually by emergency order to meet allocations.

b Bag and possession limits for halibut taken by guided anglers are modified under

federal management via National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS).

¢ Bag and possession limits for Yelloweye rockfish are limited to no more than

2 yelloweye rockfish per day and 4 in possession.

12



Table 137-2. Southeast Alaska regulated shellfish species and corresponding regional
bag, and possession limits for marine sport fisheries under SAAC 47.020.

Shellfish with existing bag and possession Bag Possession

limnits: limit  limit
abalone 5 5
Dungeness and Tanner crab, in
combination: 5 5
king crab no open season
geoducks 110 Open season
razor clams 10 10
rock scallops 5 5
weathervane scallops 10 10
shrimp 10 pounds or quarts

Table 137-3. Statewide Harvest Survey estimates of Southeast Alaska sport fishing
effort, harvests, and proportions for regulated and unregulated species of shellfish and

finfish, 1997-2006.

Total SEAK Shellfish Harvests Finfish Harvests Proportion Unregnlated
Year  Effort (days)  regulated umregulated regulated  unregulated Shellfish Finfish
1997 346,197 68,071 11,218 466,561 19,523 0.14 0.04
1998 295,208 56,253 9,582 453,249 14,699 0.15 0.03
1999 435,379 95,891 11,016 668,827 14,996 0.10 0.02
2000 434,944 87,390 8,405 535,443 16,256 0.09 0.03
2001 408,928 82,617 8,676 654,825 11,531 0.10 0.02
2002 367,606 46,898 18,593 577,494 7,497 0.28 0.01
2003 369,289 95,818 8,319 649,636 12,126 0.08 0.02
2004 443,028 115,448 15,786 748,213 17,921 0.12 0.02
2005 465,584 123,456 18,833 864,838 21,661 0.13 0.02
2006 411,748 102,222 18,383 570,473 23,668 0.15 0.04
10yravg 397,791 87,466 12,881 618,956 15,988 0.13 0.03

13



Table 137-4. Unregulated shellfish and finfish harvests estimated for Southeast
Alaska sport fisheries by Statewide Harvest surveys, 1997-2006.

Unregulated Shellfish Unregnlated Finfish
Year hard shell clams other shellfish  fotal pacific cod other fish smelt total
1997 8,768 2,450 11,218 9,318 5,727 4478 19,523
1998 6,597 2,985 9,582 5,355 6,061 3,283 14,699
1999 0,447 1,569 11,016 7,956 3,915 3,125 14,996
2000 6,405 2,000 8,405 9,713 5,096 1,447 16,256
2001 8,011 665 8,676 6,732 2,384 2415 11,531
2002 12,865 5,728 18,593 4,410 2,207 880 7497
2003 6,400 1,919 8,319 2,786 5,324 4,016 12,126
2004 5212 10,574 15,786 6,063 7,716 3,542 17,921
2003 7,059 11,774 18,833 13,019 5,232 3,410 21,661
2006 6,129 12,254 18,383 9,165 13,737 766 23,668
10 yr avg 7,689 5,192 12,881 7,512 5,740 2,736 15,988
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PROPOSAL 160: 5 AAC 47.020(11). GENERAL PROVISIONS FOR SEASONS
AND BAG, POSSESSION, ANNUAL, AND SIZE LIMITS FOR THE SALT
WATERS OF THE SOUTHEAST ALASKA AREA.

Table 160-1. Estimated number of Dungeness crab harvested in the sport, personal
use, and commercial fisheries of Southeast Alaska, 1998-2007.

Personal use  Total sport and

. b
Year" Sport harvest harvest personal use Comla&egcflilr;ja)rvest
(nonresidents)  (residents) harvest
1998 5,289 26,248 31,537 1,132,885°
1999 22,382 38,274 60,656 1,611,136"
2000 16,410 46,355 62,765 1,254,573
2001 18,770 35,435 54,205 2,099,643
2002 12,103 21,717 33,820 3,512,242
2003 19,484 38,191 57,675 2,184,724
2004 48,426 40,199 88,625 2,239,558
2005 27,561 45,757 73,318 2,039,101
2006 31,571 48,135 79,706 2,228,852
2007 26,545 65,030 91,575 2,657,986
10-yr. average (1998-2007) 22,854 40,534 63,388 2,277,085
Percent of sport -+ pu harvest 36% 64% 100%
3-yr. average (2003-2007) 30,717 47462 78,180 2,270,044
Percent of sport + pu harvest 39% 61% 100%

Source: Sport and personal use data are derived from Statewide Harvest Survey estimates. Number of
crab harvested in the commercial fishery is derived from fish tickets and average weight of crab sampled
in the department’s port-sampling program.

* Commercial fishery runs from March-February. Sport and personal use fishery data is based on the
calendar year.

® The Southeast Alaska (Registration Area A) Dungeness crab fishery does not include the Yakutat area
{Registration Area D. The Area D Dungeness crab fishery was closed by the BOF following the 1999
$easoil.

“Does not include 121,478 pounds (approximately 60,000 crab) caught in the Yakutat area.
“Does not include 65,386 pounds (approximately 30,000 crab) caught in the Yakutat area.
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Table 160-2. Estimated number of Tanner crab harvested in sport, personal use, and
commercial fisheries of Southeast Alaska, 1998-2007.

Year Sport and Personal use Commercial harvests
harvests
1998 3,384 810,564
1999 5,348 630,090
2000 4,549 494,028
2001 3,896 368,884
2002 1,087 314,825
2003 4235 336439
2004 2,935 323,370
2005 2,299 352,928
2006 1,138 366,851
2007 2,120 239,050
1)-year average (1998-2007) 3,099 423,703
5-year average (2003-2007) 2,545 323,728

16



Committee D-DUNGENESS CRAB

PROPOSAL 154: 5 AAC 47.035. METHODS, MEANS, AND GENERAL
PROVISIONS - SHELLFISH.
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Figure 154-1. Map of Southeast Alaska showing areas that are closed to commercial
Dungeness crab fishing,
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PROPOSAL 161: SAAC 75.085(2) GUIDED SPORT ECOTOURISM
REQUIREMENTS.

Revillagigedo
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m N, | 7

Figure 161-1. Location of George Inlet Lodge and the boundary of the George Inlet
Superexclusive Guided Sport Ecotourism fishery.
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PROPOSAL 162: 5AAC 47.090 GEORGE INLET SUPEREXCLUSIVE GUIDED
SPORT ECOTOURISM DUNGENESS CRAB FISHERY.

Table 162-1. George Tunlet Lodge Dungeness crab tour collection activities from 2003-
2008,

Permit / operation average lift crab caught orab ;etamed
Regulation Year days tripsper  potlifis  total caich per pot or
day demonstration
2003 135 n/a 1,171 13,540 12 nfa
: 2004 125 n/a 525 n/a nfa 700
Special Use
Permit® 2005 138 n/a 583 n/a n/a 985
2006 143 na 777 n/a n/a 576
2007 145 n/a 890 6,341 7 085
QGuided Sport
Ecotourism” 2008 150 4 1,176 5,764 5 597°
Mean 139 4 854 8,548 8 812

*formation collected via summary reporis of collection acitivites.
b . -
Information collected via ADF&G logbook.

“The department did not collect this information via the 2008 loghook. Current regulations allow the temporary retention of one legal size male
Dungeness crab per irip to be used for demonstration. This value is equal to the tofal number of trips.

Table 162-2. George Inlet .odge Dungeness crab ecotourism trip summary, 2008.

23?1(1]31;1}:‘;5 Maximumn operating potential under current regulations
Vessel Inlet Explorer 313 450  trips per season”
Vessel Inlet Scout 284 450 trips per season
Vessel Inlet Pioneer 0 450 trips per season
Total # of trips 597 1,350 irips per season”
Total days of operation 150
Average # trips per day 4 9  trips per day’

"Based on a season of 150 days.

hCalculation based on (each vessel)(3 trips per day){ for 150 days) = 450 trips per season.

“Calculation based on (three vessels)(3 trips or pot lifts per day)(150 operating days) = 1,350 trips per season.
9Catculation based on (each vessel)(# trips or pot lifts per day) = & trips per day.
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Figure 162-1. Location of George Inlet Lodge and the boundary of the George Inlet
Superexclusive Guided Sport Ecotourism fishery.
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PROPOSAL163: SAAC 47.090. GEORGE INLET SUPEREXCLUSIVE GUIDED
SPORT ECOTOURISM DUNGENESS CRAB FISHERY.

Table 163-1. George Inlet Lodge Dungeness crab tour collection activities from 2003-
2008.

Permit / v operation average lift 1 catch crab caughi crab ;etamed
Regulation ear days trips per pot lifts  tofal catc per pot or
day demeonstration
2003 135 n/a 1,171 13,540 12 n/a
. 2004 125 n/a 525 a n/a 700
Special Use
Permif® 2005 138 na 583 n/a na 983
2006 143 n/a T n/a n/a 576
2007 145 n/a 890 6,341 7 985
Guided Sport
Ecotourism” 2008 150 4 1,176 5,764 5 597°
Mean 139 4 854 8,548 8 812

Information eollected via sumimary reports of collection acitivites.
¥ rnformation collected via ADF&G Iogbaok.

“The department did rot collect this information via the 2008 loghook. Curent regulations allow the iemporary retention of one legal size male
Dangeness crab per trip to be used for demenstration. This value is equal to the fotal number of trips.

Table 163-2. George Inlet Lodge Dungeness crab ecotourism trip summary, 2008.

2008 Trip Maximum operating potential under current regulations®
UmMmary

Vessel Inlet Explorer 313 450  trips per scason”

Vessel Inlet Scout 284 450  trips per season

Vessel Inlet Pioneer 0 450 1rips per season

Total # of trips 597 1,350 trips per season®

Total days of operation 150

Average # trips per day 4 9 trips per day’

"Based on a season of 150 days.

bCa]c:ulation based on {(each vessel)(3 trips per day)( for 150 days) = 450 trips per season.

“Calculation based on (three vessels)(3 trips or pot lifts per day)(150 operating days) = 1,350 trips per season.
dCah:ulatiorn based on (each vessel)(# trips or pot lifis per day) = 9 trips per day.
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Figure 163-1. Location of George Inlet Lodge and the boundary of the George Inlet
Superexclustve Guided Sport Ecotourism fishery.
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INTRODUCTION

This worksheet provides background information on the subsistence uses of king and
Tanner crabs in the waters of districts 12, 13 and 14. These waters currently have
shellfish customary and traditional use (C&T) findings which exclude king and Tanner
crabs (5 AAC 02.108(a)(3)). Under the Alaska subsistence law (AS 16.05.258(a)), the
Board of Fisheries is required to identify the fish stocks or portions of stocks that are
customarily and fraditionally taken or used for subsistence (a “C&T finding™).

King crab is defined in regulation as any or all of the following species: Paralithodes
camtschaticus (red king crab), P. platypus (blue king crab), Lithodes couesi (scarlet king
crab), and L. aequispinus (golden king crab) (5 ACC 39.975 (17)). Tanner crab is defined
as any or all of the following species: Chionoecetes bairdi, (Tanner crab), C. opilio
{snow crab), C. tanneri (grooved Tanner crab), and C. angulates (triangle Tanner crab)
(5 ACC 39.975 (18)). In this worksheet, “Tanner crab” refers to all species of Tanner
crab combined, unless otherwise noted, and “king crab” refers to all species of king crab
combined, unless otherwise noted.

In the waters of District 12, the C&'T finding is for shellfish except for shrimp, king
crabs, and Tanner crabs in the waters between the latitude of Parker Point and the latitude
of Point Caution (5 AAC 02.108(a)}(3)(B)). In the waters of District 13, the C&T finding
for shellfish is for Dungeness crabs Cancer magister, shrimp Pandalus spp, abalone
Haliotis  kamtschatkana, sea cucumbers Parastichopus spp, gumboot chitons
Cryptochiton stelleri, cockles (various spp), and clams (various spp), except geoducks
Panopea abrupta (5 AAC 02.108(a)(4)). There is also a C&T finding for those waters of
Section 13-C that are east of the longitude of Point Elizabeth for all shellfish, except
shrimp, king crabs, and Tanner crabs. (5 AAC 02.108(a)(3)(B)). In the waters of District
14, the C&T finding is for shellfish except for shrimp, king crabs, and Tanner crabs in
those waters that are east of the longitude of Point Dundas (5 AAC 02.108(a)(3)(A)).

A C&T finding for king crabs in districts 12, 13 and 14 is necessary to address proposals
164, 165, 167, and 168 submitted to the Alaska Board of Fisheries for the consideration
during their January 2009 meeting in Petersburg, Alaska. The Board of Fisheries requires
this information in order to determine whether there are customary and traditional uses of
king and Tanner crabs in this area. It is intended that the information in this worksheet be
supplemented by written and oral public testimony, if any, delivered during the Board of
Fisheries January 2009 meeting.

The quantitative harvest data presented in this report are estimations based on the results
of Alaska Department of Fish and Game (ADF&G) Division of Subsistence (Division)
surveys administered to randomly-sampled households in various years and communities.
The harvest data presented here have been expanded from the sampled households to
generate per capita estimates for all individuals in each community. Survey instruments
inctuded questions about “king crabs,” “Tanner crabs,” and “other crabs” in general, and
did not differentiate at the species level.

The communities of Angoon, Sitka, and Pelican show a history of using king and Tanner
crabs in District 13. Residents of Port Alexander also occasionally use the southern end
of District 13. Hoonah, Gustavus and Elfin Cove residents historically have used king
and Tanner crabs in District 14.

"Para,,e_ .2 oFZ
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PROPOSAL 166: SAAC 02.108(a). CUSTOMARY AND TRADITIONAL
SUBSISTENCE USES OF SHELLFISH STOCKS.

PROPOSED BY: Brent Akers

WHAT WOULD THE PROPOSAL DO? The proposal would establish a Customary
and Traditional (C&T) finding for subsistence harvest of red king crab in Section 6-A,
District 8, and portion of District 10.

WHAT ARE THE CURRENT REGULATIONS? There are no C&T findings (neither
positive nor negative) for shellfish (including red king crab) in these waters.

5 AAC 02.108(a). Customary and traditional uses of shellfish stocks

The Alaska Board of Fisherics finds that the following shellfish stocks are customary and
traditionally taken or used for subsistence:

(3) (C) shellfish except king and Tanner crab in waters of District 10 west of a line from
Pinta Point to point Bybus,

(3)(G) shellfish except king and Tanner crab in waters of Section 6-A west of the line
from McNamara Point to Mitchell Point, and in Section 6-B west of the longitude of
Macnamara Point;

(5) shellfish, except king and Tanner crab in the waters of Districts 7 and 8.

WHAT WOULD BE THE EFFECTS IF THE PROPOSAL IS ADOPTED? There
would be a positive customary and traditional use determination for red king crab in
Section 6-A, District 8, and portion of District 10. For stocks with customary and
traditional uses, under AS 16.05.258 (b) the board must determine the amount of the
harvestable surplus that is reasonable for subsistence uses and adopt regulations that
provide a reasonable opportunity for subsistence uses,

BACKGROUND:

Under the state subsistence statute (AS 16.05.258(a)), the Board of Fisheries must
identify those fish stocks, or portions of those stocks, that support customary and
traditional (c&t) subsistence uses. The Board applies the Joint Board’s c&t procedures
(“the eight criteria™) to make these determinations (5 AAC 99.010). The department has
prepared a background report, in the form of a customary and traditional use worksheet
that summarizes available harvest and use information for these stocks. This report, plus
information the board receives from the public during the January 2009 meeting, can be
used to develop a customary and traditional use finding.

DEPARTMENT COMMENTS: The Department is NEUTRAL on the proposal due to
its allocative aspects. We recommend that the board review the information in the
department’s customary and traditional use worksheet, as well as any information
provided during public testimony at the January 2009 meeting, as the basis for a
customary and traditional use finding for these stocks.

ngﬁ loF 7.



COST ANALYSIS: This proposal is not expected to result in additional direct cost for
the private person to participate.

SUBSISTENCE REGULATION REVIEW:

1. Is this stock in a non-subsistence area? No.

2. Is the stock customarily and traditionally taken or used for subsistence? The Board has
not yet made this determination.

3. Can a portion of the stock be harvested consistent with sustained vield? Yes

4. What amount is reasonably necessary for subsistence use? If the board makes a positive
customary and traditional use finding for the red king crab stocks in the waters in Section 6-
A, District 8, and portion of District 10, it should review available harvest data and
determine if adequate data are available to support adopting an ANS range.

5. Do the regulations provide a reasonable opportunity for subsistence use? This is a board
determination.

6. Is it necessary to reduce or gliminate other uses to provide a reasonable opportunity for

subsistence use? This is a board determination.

Page 2o Z-
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Proposals 164, 165,
167, and 168

~Customary and traditional —————
subsistence uses she,l_ti_h
stocks L HiRegh

Prepared for

Alaska Board
of Fisheries

January 2009

Froposals 164, 165, 167, and 168 1

Proposals 164, 165, 167,
and 168

» A positive shelifish C&T finding for king {and Tanner) crabs in
Districts 12, 13 and 14 is necassary to address Proposals 164,
165, 167 and 168.

s King crabs and Tanner crabs in

— District 12: Angoon
— District 13: Angoon, Sitka, Port Alexander, and Pelican.

— District 14: Elfin Cove, Gustavus, and Hoonah,

» Department recommendation: neutral.

Proposals 154, 165, 167, and 168 2




]
|
|
|

Rationale for Including
Tanner er_bs

* = Historical references, usuaily absent information at the species

level, indicate continual uses of crabs i Southeast Alaska
throughout the late 19th and early 20th centuries.

s The Yakutat Tlingit phrase for king crab is x’éix ka sdaw.

n The “spider” (Tanner) crab - “crab of the halibut deep” - is
called 7tkad Esdwi, and

a Dungeness crabs are £s'@w in Yakutat Tlingit.
» In Angoon, s'dawis used for Dungeness, king, or Tanner crabs.

= In Sitka, x‘@ixrefers to both king and “spider” crabs (Tanner
crabs) and s@awis a Dungeness crab.

Prapasals 164, 165, 167, and 163 3

| Why is a C&T Finding

Necessary?

m AS Sec. 16.05.258. subsistence use
and allocation of fish and game.

» 5 AAC 99.010. Boards of fisheries
and game subsistence procedures.

m Both state law and board procedure
identify making a C&T finding a 7irst
step in the regulatory process.

Praposals 164, 165, 167, and 168 4




State Subsistence
Procedures

a Is there a customary and traditional use finding for shelifish in
Districts 12, 13 & 14?

; - Yes (1993), except shrimp king and Tanner crabs.

n s there a “harvestable surpius” of king and Tanner crabs?
- Yes,

s What is the amount reasonably necessary for subsistence?

i - The board has not made ANS findings for shellfish in
Districts 12, 13 & 14,

= Does the harvestable surplus allow for all or only some uses?

— This is a board determination.

Progesals 164, 165, 167, and 168 5

Customary & Traditional
. Findings: Districts 12 & 13
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Customary & Traditional

_Findings: District 14

DIVISION OF SUBSISTENCE - ALASKA DEPnRTMEﬁI OF FISH AND GAME

Proposal 165 -5 AAC
01.214 Custarrary and
rraditionat uses affish-
stocks and amaunt
nacassay for
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Current State
Regulations

m 5 AAC 02.108. Customary and traditional subsistence uses of
shellfish stocks. (a) The Alaska Board of Fisheries finds that
the following shellfish stocks are customarily and traditionally

taken or used for subsistence:

n (3) shellfish, except shrimp, king crab, and Tanner crab,
— (A} in the waters of District 14 east of the fongitude of Point
Dundas:

— (B) in the waters of District 12 between the latitude of Parker
Pt. and the lat. Of Pt. Caution and in Section 13-C east of the
longitude of Point Elizabeth.

— (4) Dungeness, shrimp, abalone, sea cucumbers, gum hoot,
cackles and clams except geoducks, in the waters of Dist. 13

Proposals 164, 165, 167, and 168 8




Proposed Regulations

. = 5 AAC 02.108. Customary and
' traditional subsistence uses of
shellfish stocks.

— Recognize customary and traditional uses
of king and Tanner crabs in Districts 12,
13 and 14.

Proposals 164, 165, 167, and 163 k]

Regulatory History

n In Southeast Alaska, king crabs can be taken under
; personal use regulation by using no more than 4
pots per vessel [5 AAC 77.664 (a)(4)].

m Daily bag and possession limit is 6 male crab per
person [5 AAC 77.664 (a)(1)] of legal size
[5 AAC 77.664 (a)(2)(B)].

. = The Southeast Alaska red and blue king crab
PU fishery was closed by emergency order
on September 15, 2007. The fishery remains
closed pending stock assessment in summer
2009.

Proposals 164, 165, 167, and 168 10




“Eight Criteria”
(5AAC99.010)

1. Length and consistency of use.
2. Seasonality.

3. Methods and means of harvest.
4. (Geographic areas.

5. Means of handling, preparing, preserving, and
storing.

6. Transmission of knowledge, skills, and lore.
7. Distribution and exchange.
8. Diversity of resources in area.

Propesals 164, 165, 167, and 168 1

1. Length and
- Consistency of Use.

- m Tlingits have used shellfish for food and
tools for thousands of years.

. = Dungeness, “spider” (likely Tanner), and
. king crabs were used by the Tlingits
prior to Euro-American contact.

m Cultural significance of king, “spider” and
Dungeness crabs depicted in crab
carvings, “king crab” tribal house, and
traditional stories.

Proposals 164, 165, 167, and 168 12




1. Length and Consistency of
_l_J_ie, continged.

. w Commercial activity for Dungeness
. crabs and shrimp dates to the 1900s.

» Crabs and shrimp are removed from
*commercial catches for home use.

. Dungeness crabs and clams also
fished for home use by Euro-American
settlers.

Proposals 164, 165, 167, and 168 13

Estimated Harvest and Use of King Crabs

| Table 1.-Estimated total harvest, per capita harvest, and use of king crabs,
" Southeast Alaska communities, selected years 1984-1996.

#stumated Percapila  Percentage %5% confidence
: harvestking harvest king  using king Percentage  Percentage  limit far number
Location  Year  crab (lbs) crab (Ibs) crab giving away  recetving harvested
| Angoon 1584 1,282 2.00 24% 8% 18% 37
: Angoon 1987 437 0.84 25% 2% 18% a0
; Angoon 1998 176 030 A% 1% 3% 147
! Eltin Cove 1987 46 .77 4% &% 54% LIl
Gustavus 1537 128 084 4% 2% 33% 45
Hoonah 1985 986 1.10 3T ND ND 98
Haonah 1987 763 1.02 42% 3% 42% w
Hocrah® 1596 140,201 1145 33% 18% 47% 100
i Pelican 1987 246 1.00 1% ) 68% ND
' Pori Alexander 1987 34 032 35% % 29% st
i Sitka 1987 23544 192 P ND ND 47
Sitka 1996 53,376 6.25 38% 10% 26% 53

Sowurce ADF&G CSIS 2008 (hitp*fiwwnw subsistence.adfe state. ak_us/CSIS).
ND = data for 1his category not cellected in this survey
a. No reporied harvest from commercial fishing.

Propesals 164, 165, 167, and 168 14




Estimated Harvest and Use of Tanner
Crabs

Table 2.—~Estimated total harvest, per capita harvest, and use of Tanner crabs, Southeast

Afaska_communities, 1984-1996 e e

Per capita
Estimated harvest Percentape 95% confidence
karvest Tanner Tannercrab using Tanmer Percentage  Percentage  limit for number
Lacation Year  erab (fbs) {lbs} crab miving away __receiving harvested
Angoon 1584 503 100 18% % 13% 113
Angaoon 1987 1,112 2.08 23% ™ 15% 104
Angoon 1996 197 Q.34 % 3% 3% 169
Elin Cove 1987 ta9 3.00 62% 15% 4% 79
Gustavus 1987 193 1.00 5% 12% 16% 80
Haoonah 19835 Bedi) Q.13 13% ND ND 100
Hoeonah 1987 2,166 3.00 26% 9 21% 107
Hoonah 1986 1,092 1.00 2% 9% 18% 82
Pelican 1987 1,852 300 46% L% 44% ND
Port Alexander 1987 24 023 12% 0% 6% 57
Sitka 1987 3,841 050 6% 0% %% 59
Sitka 1536 10,667 1.00 13% T % 75

Seuree ADF&G CSI8 2G08 {http:/Avww.subsistence. adfiz. state. ak.us/CSLS).
ND = data for this category not collected in this survey.

Propasals 164, 165, 167, and 168 15

2. Seasonality.

n Crabs are harvested year-round in
Southeast Alaska.

m However, primary harvest periods
occur in spring, summer, and fall
months (April to November).

m Occasional harvest takes place during
winter (December through March).

Proposals 164, 165, 167, and 168 15




I_-I_._';! rvest.

3. Methods and Means of

o Historically, crabs were speared or kicked out of
the sand at low tide, or harvested with barbed
spears, fong poles with loops, or baited lines.

shallow water.

catches in some communities.

Proposals 164, 165, 157, and 158

o Currently, king and Tanner crabs are harvested
with pots in the deeper waters of bays and inlets.
: King crabs are also harvested when they move to

a  Crabs are occasionally retained from commercial

' 4. Geographic Areas.

= A =7 >

Porf
Frederick

Icy Strait
Peril Strait

Lisianski
Inlet

Whitestone
Harbor

Praposals 164, 165, 167, and 163

‘ Noncommercial harvest areas of residents of Sitka, Angoon, Hoonah,

and Pelican, 1985,
18




5. Means of Handling,
Preparing, Preserving, and

:Storingl___m e

n Traditionally, crabs were both boiled
and roasted.

m Currently eaten fresh or frozen.

Proposals 164, 165, 167, and 168 i9

. 6. Intergenerational

 Transmission of Knowledge,

Skills, Values, and Lore.

m Use of king crab ongoing in region.
m Prized food at cultural events.

n Elder residents pass fishing knowledge
on to other community members.

n Crabs are mentioned in stories told by
several generations of Tlingit.

n King crab shells were used to make
drums and rattles.

Praposals 154, 165, 167, and 168 20




§

7. Distribution &
Exchange.

. = In general, wild foods requiring

specialized harvest methods, such as
crabs, tend to be widely distributed
within communities.

m It is likely that sharing of crabs takes
place within networks of relatives and
friends, as is common with other
subsistence resources.

Proposals 164, 165, 167, and 158 11

|
|

- 8. Diversity of Resources.

Top 10 resources used by the mast Hoonah households, 1996.

Pawentageof

Rok Rewre houseliobs isine
1. Hilbe %

1 Dat &%

3 Chiogk el %

{. Colosddmon 8%

3 Soddiege salmon H¥%

5 Clang 0%

T Dugress b [0

B Bk scannd ER

9. Haborsead 33
10 Chem saliman Ak
Smrce Poge L
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m The subsistence take of king crabs could
be allowed when there is a harvestable
surplus.

m In times of shortage, the subsistence
harvest of king crabs would have priority
over commercial or sport.

m Department recommendation: NEUTRAL.

Propcsals 164, 165, 167, and 168 23

- Considerations

m The department is NEUTRAL on the proposal due
to its allocative aspects.

= We recommend that the board review the
information in the department’s customary and
traditional use worksheet, as well as any
information provided during public testimony at
the January 2009 meeting, as the basis for a
customary and traditional use finding for these
stocks.

Praposals 164, 165, 167, and 168 24




Summary: Proposals 164,
165, 167, and 168 .

m Proposals 164, 165, 167, and 168
would recognize customary and

. traditional uses of king and Tanner

; crabs in Districts 12, 13 & 14.

» Department recommendation:
NEUTRAL

Pmposals 164, 165, 167, and 168 25

S!teps When Considering Regulations that Affect Subsistence Uses
i T o 5

Nonsubsistence
area filfer, based on

areas identified by
e 2 ==ip a0 - Joint Beard, e
5 AAC 99.015.

: Harvest not

subject to subsistence

priority.
C&T use
Board makes deferminalion based
a finding. on & Griteria found
at 5 AAC 98.070 (b).
No Finding?
Harvest not NO

subject ta subsistence
iorit Harvestable surplus
pricrity. filter.
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Harvestable surplus
fifter.

consistant with
sustained vield.

ANS finding.

Tier Il
Requlations differentiate among
subsistence users based on
Tier | grealestdepeindancsAand fawest
alternatives available.

E
§ubsistence uses, and
all or some other uses.

1

|

| subsistence use only. z
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Proposal 166
-Customary and traditional ——

subsistence uses of shellfish

stocks

Prepared for

* Alaska Board
~ of Fisheries

January 2009

Proposat #166 i

Proposa__l___ "166

n Proposal 166 would
establish a customary
and traditional (C&T)
finding for subsistence
harvest of king crabs in
Section 6-A, District 8,
and a portion of District
10.

i = Department

5 recommendation:

neutral.

Proposat #166 [l SRR 8




Rationale for Including
Tanner Crabs

s Historical references, usually absent information at the species
level, indicate continual uses of crabs in Southeast Alaska
throughout the late 19th and early 20th cenfuries.

» The Yakutat Tlingit phrase for king crab is x’éix ka s‘daw.

» The "spider” (Tanner) crab - “crab of the halibut deep” - is
called ftka Esawd, and

s Dungeness crabs are #s'dw in Yakutat Tlingit.
= In Angoon, s'dawis used for Dungeness, king, or Tanner crabs.

= In Sitka, x'éix refers to both king and “spider” crabs (Tanner
crabs) and s‘@aw is a Dungeness crab.

Praposal #166 3

Section 6-A, District 8, and a
Portion of District 10
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Why is a C&T Finding
Necessary?

m AS Sec. 16.05.258. subsistence use
and allocation of fish and game.

m 5 AAC 99.010. Boards of fisheries
and game subsistence procedures.

m Both state law and board procedure
identify making a C&T finding a 7irst
step in the regulatory process.

Proposal #1566 5

i

State Subsistence
Procedures

. Board findings on shellfish in Section 6-A, District 8,

and a portion of District 10:

w Is there a customary and traditional use finding for shallfish (king and Tanner
crabs) in Section 6-A, District 8, and a portion of District 10?

- No.

m Is there a “harvestable surplus” of shellfish in Section &-A, District 8, and a
portion of District 10?

- Yes.
= What is the amount reasonably necessary for subsistence (ANS)?

— The board has not made ANS findings for shellfish in this area.
m Does the harvestable surplus allow for all or only some uses?

—~ This is a board determination.

Proposal #165 &




Customary & Traditional

= 5 AAC 02.108 (a)(3)(G): shellfish, except shrimp,
king crab, and Tanner crab in waters of Section 6-
A westof a line from Macnamara Point to Mitchell
Paint.

» 5 AAC 02.108 (a)(5): shellfish, except king and
Tanner crab, in waters of Districts 7 and 8.

= 5 AAC 02.108 (a)(3)(C): shellfish, except shrimp,
king crab, and Tanner crab in waters of District 10
west of a line from Pinta Point to Point Pybus.

Proposal #1656 7

Current State
Regulations

= 5 AAC02.108. Customary and traditional subsistence uses of
shellfish stocks. {(a) The Alaska Board of Fisheries finds that the
following shellfish stocks are customarily and traditionally taken or
used for subsistence:
= (3) shellfish, except shrimp, king crab, and Tanner crab,
{C) in waters of District 10 west of a line from Pinta Point to Paint Pybus;

{G) in waters of Section 6-A west of the line from Machamara Point to
Mitchell Point, and in waters of Section 6-B west of the longitude of
Macnamara Peint.

n (5} shellfish, except king and Tanner crab, in the waters of Districts
7 and 8.

Proposal #166 8




Proposed Regulations

 m5 AAC 02.108. Customary and

traditional subsistence uses of
shellfish stocks.

— Recognize customary and traditional uses

of red king crabs in Section 6-A, District
8, and a portion of District 10.

Proposal #166

Regulatory History

s In Southeast Alaska, king crabs can be taken under

personal use regulation by using no more than 4
pots per vessel [5 AAC 77.664 (a)(4)].

n Daily bag and possession limit is 6 male crab per
person [5 AAC 77.664 (a)(1)] of legal size
[5 AAC 77.664 (a)(2)(B)].

n The Southeast Alaska red and biue king crab
PU fishery was closed by emergency order
on September 15, 2007. The fishery remains
closed pending stock assessment in summer
2009,

Propcsal #166
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“Eight Criteria”
(5 AAC 99.010)

1. Length and consistency of use.
Seasonality.

Methods and means of harvest.
Geographic areas.

5. Means of handling, preparing, preserving, and
storing.

i 6. Transmission of knowledge, skills, and lore.
7. Distribution and exchange.
8. Diversity of resources in area.

ol A

Proposal #166

1. Length and
| Consistency of Use.

s Tlingits have used shellfish for
food and tools for thousands of
years.

= Dungeness, “spider” (likely
Tanner), and king crabs were
used by the Tlingits prior to Euro-
Arnerican contact.

m Cultural significance of king,
“spider” and Dungeness crabs
depicted in crab carvings, “king
crab” tribal house, and traditional

stories.
Proposal #166

12




1. Length and Consistency of
Use, continued. |

= Commercial activity for Dungeness
crabs and shrimp dates to the 1900s.

m Crabs and shrimp are removed from
commercial catches for home use.

m Dungeness crabs and clams also
fished for home use by Euro-American

settlers.

! Proposal #166 i3
1
~ Wrangell
| g
! 5%
i conlidence
T .._Percentape of households Pounds barvested Ameunt harvested limit {(+/-)
Mesn  Per Mean Por
Resonrce nama Use At Han Receive Give Total  HIl  capita Total Unit HH Harvesl capita
Shrimp GR 19 10 357 24 34424 7286 2298 8803 gl 912 087 Q088 - - - - -
Crab
Dungeness crab 6} 31 30 44 22 3426 4073 1553 23050 es 3086 LO3  L0]
Tanney erab n 9 9 I3 7 3987 401 300 3628 ca 436 086 085
| King crabs
i Red Kng crab 13 4 4 10 + 5377 47 185 L6 em 139 142 14
H Golden kingerab 5 1 1 4 30 L0 163 063 2% ew D31 L35 154
i Subtonal, aflking 15 5 3 12 5 GBOT 411 348 1,263 ca 169 L20 L1B
H ereb specics
i Subtotal, ell creb G4 34 32 32 23 &43.221 53786 2206 275B) ea 3746 Loo 10l
| spocies
? Clam 35 30 30 14 6 12289 1645 627 3371 gal 452 0233 04
H Cockie 2217 173 19 4435 GOl 229 1443 gal 193 041 542
; Sea cucurbey a 4 4 h) 4 16ls 216 032 202 gal 027 LO03 105
! Scallop 302 2 3 0 W7 050 019 129 gl 031 131 13
E Qcippus 3 2 2 1 1 I46 020 007 23 ea 003 113 Li3
Geeduck 30 0 bl 1 9 000 000 0 gl 000 000 8G0
, Gumboot chiton 2 % 1 1 0 14 15 006 38 eal 005 L33 L35
! Mussel 11 I e 1 11 poz ool 8 gal 001 155 155
Tatal, all marine 83 47 46 71 43 116,685 15G.20 59.5G EIG,6B5 Ibs 15620 0.81 D8R
} invertebrates
; All resources 94 81 Bl 89 65 3INI41 43908 16751 138141 lbs 43938 004 Q13
E Source ADFRG Division of Subsistence household surveys 2001,
f
i
i Tabla 2—Estimated harvest and usa of shelifish reseurces, species with reparted harvest, Wrangell, 2000,
? 14
3
i




' Petersburg

95% confidence
Percentags af houscholds Pounds harvested Amount harvested limmil ¢}
wean  Per Mean Per
Resource e Use An Harv Recejve Give Total HH  capiia  Total Unit HH  Harvest capita
Sheimp M M 23 I3 40814 3B4 1385 5001 gal 477 0.5% D38

e b SV
Dungenesscrab 67 30 30 50 18 18.68% 1747 635 14158 ea. 1323 n3s 036
Tanner cral 914 12 e 9 j0480 979 136 6,352 ea 3 063 D6t
King crab:

TRedkingenb 29 8 6 24 7 13386 1270 461 2323 &k, 136 109 Lok
Golden king m 4 3 ] 4 igdy 547 199 1087 ca. 102 ni7 D3R
Crab
Bleekingemd 1 | I o n 87 0.08 .03 17 e 02 L5 L36
? Subtotal, all ol 9 30 9 19521 13.2% 663 3629 ea. 139 030 030
king crab
species
Subtoral. all 76 34 33 (o] 21 4869 4350 1654 24139 ea. 2156 D& D53
crab specics
Chm 33 26 26 12 1T 1378 1473 536 L1404 gal 412 0.6 057
Oclopus w7 7 6 + 2,191 203 [(As] 342 ea 032 ngs 033
Cockle 1 7 L 2 L1531 108 03¢ 3 pgar 033 n o
Gumboot chiton a3 3 2 1 591 036 n.20 81 pal 008 n9: 091
Scallep 1 1 2 1 11 0 0.01 % pat 002 L3536 1.55
Limpet [ S} 1 ] [} 6 Dol a0 4 gat 000 136 136
Musse] [ T | 4] 1 i3 ool 000 Y ogai 001 136 157
Abalone I o o 1 a no0oo 000 0 ea 000 our 000
Geoduck I o 1] 1 0 0 oo n.00 o pal 000 000 N0
Tatal, alt 82 45 45 T 32 109,287 102,14 3714 IK2BT  [bs 102,14 i DIE
maring
invertehrates
AR 94 81 I8 Bl 41 475321421 16142 47532 s AH25__ 03 03
Sowrce ADFEG Divisian of Subsistence houschald survews 2001, 15

Table 1.—Fstimated harvest and use of shellfish resources, species with reported harvest, Petersburg, 2000,

Kake

D3%,

sonfidence
FPerentage of houschold: Pourds harvesicd Amountharvested  limit (—-)
Mean  Per Mean
Resource pame - Usc AU Herv Reccive Give Taml  HH capite  Total Uit MH_ - Haves
_ _ Shimp 52 §° 73737 T3 1553 b2 zeR 194 gat 0B WIF
Crb
Dongenesscisb 71 21 23 55 M 1986 797 266 1504 ca  aDd4 4757
Tantier crah 16 4 a2 07 043 014 65 ca  OZ&  12050%
Kipg crab:
Rrdkingcnb 10 3 3 3 ST 236 079 9 ea 044 I2%
Colden king i 0 0 i L] a 000 000 ¢ e apn 000%
Crah
Upknownkine 35 ¢ 0 5 D 4 060 000 4 ¢ 000 D00
b
Subiotal, all [T R T L | SR7 36 N9 199 e uds 120d41%
king crab
specics
Subtetal dlcrab T4 22 22 59 15 2680 1056 356 1478 e GTE 112
specics
Cumbcotchiton 36 30 39 3 19 3638 1460 450 48R cal 196 6192
Clam 55 26 35 42 [B] 1336 3027 1009 1,849 gl pEL] YROS
Cocklz %1 N B4 85 315 Lo 132 gl LOL LIS
Octopus 15 4 a4 n 1 109 044 055 o 007 LI
Sea cucumber g1 1 3 1 27 0 o 3 gl a0l 15Ta0%
: Sea wehin 52 0 5 8 0 DOoD 000 @ ozl 000 0004
H Suarfish 141 0 9 000 000 41 2l 016 14D45%
! Crodock 34 0 1 0 0 a0 u o sl Qo0 s
‘ Musxl 311 1 o 3 00 a0 2 gl O IETGMR
: Squid L1 1 8 o 27 o1l o 3 el Q01 16T80%
Total, all mariu: B 49 4% 78 38 16381 6579 2193 16JBL Ik 6579 &3J6%
Taveriebrates
ANl resoncey 99 89 %5 66 75 1337433732 17900 133,794 s 53732 0%
Source ADF&( Diviston of Subsistence Houschold survevs 1996.
Table 3.—Estimated harvest and use of marine invertebrate resources, species with reported harvest, Kake, 1596,




' 2. Seasonality.

= Shellfish consumption occurred year-
round.

m King and Dungeness crabs were taken
during extreme low tides, most often
in spring.

. m Clam harvests avoided in the summer.

Proposal #166 17

3. Methods and Means of
Harvest.

s Historically, Dungeness crabs were harvested with
digging stick, spears, or rakes, or they were kicked
out of the sand at low tide.

m  King crabs were harvested at low tide with:
— barbed spears,
-~ long poles with loops, or

— baited lines -- sometimes with treble hooks hung
below the bait.

; m  King and Tanner crabs also harvested incidentally on
! halibut gear.

Proposal #166 18




4. Geographlc Areas.
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5. Means of Handling,
Preparing, Preserving, and

Storing... ..

» Traditionally, crabs were both boiled
and roasted.

s Currently eaten fresh or frozen.

Proposal #166




¥ 6. Intergenerational
- Transmission of Knowledge,
- Skills, Values, and Lore.

m Use of king crabs ongoing in region.
m Prized food at cultural events.

, w Eider residents pass fishing knowledge
on to other community members.

m The uses of crabs are found in stories
told by several generations of Tlingit.

Proposal #166 21

7. Distribution &
- Exchange. -

= Shared throughout community.

= In general, researchers have found
that resources requiring specialized
harvest methods, such as the crab
resource, tend to be widely distributed
within communities.

Proposal #166 22




- 8. Diversity of Resources.

» Crabs continue to be part of a wide range o
resources, including other shelifish, salmon
and other finfish, and deer and other
mammals, used in most communities.

' a Throughout the region, many species of

shellfish are taken for subsistence uses,
though amounts vary by species and
availability.

Froposal #166

f
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i

Effect of the Proposal

m There would be a positive customary and
traditional use determination for red king
crabs in Section 6-A, District 8, and a
portion of District 10.

m Department recommendation: NEUTRAL.

Propesal #1656

24
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- = The department is NEUTRAL on the proposal due

Considerations

to its allocative aspects.

x We recommend that the board review the

information in the department’s customary and

traditional use worksheet, as well as any

information provided during public testimony at

the January 2009 meeting, as the basis for a

customary and traditional use finding for these

stocks.

Proposal #1866

25

- Summary: Proposal 166

» Proposal 166 would establish a
customary and traditional (C&T)
finding for subsistence harvest of
king crabs in Section 6-A, District 8,
and a portion of District 10.

s Department recommendation:
NEUTRAL

Proposal #166
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1
$teps When Considering Regulations that Affect Subsistence Uses
; o i % Nonsubsistence.

area filter, based on
areas identified by

e <~ Joint Board, S ]
5 .015.
: Harvest nat AAC 99.015.
:subject to subsistence §
] prigrity.

C&T uss
determination based
on 8 Criterfa found
at 5 AAC 99.070 (b).

:
|
H

{Board makes
a finding.

4@ Finding?

Harvest not NO
subject to subsistence [ Harvestable surplus
priority. fittar.

Proposal #166 27

Harvestable surplus

i filter.
i
Hamestnot P S— e e o s s ——— AT T T b e e i s 1 = o —_
. consistent with
i sustained yield.
i
ANS finding.

f Tier Il
Subsistence uses, and Regulations difterentiate among
all or some other uses. subsistence usars based an
i Tier | greatest depgndence and fewast
altemmatives available.
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Top 10 Species Used by the Most

Households in Wrangell, Alaska, 2000.

Table 4.

Pereentage of
Rank Resouree howgholdsusing
. Halibut 8.4
2 Srimp 84%
3. Chirgok salmon
0 hmwgicha 6%
4, Dungassob i3S
5 By 64
b Deer £48%
T Swkwsloon. nerfe 338%
i Chm W%
9 Moose Ares alees %
10. Cutthraal leout . £ arsi 248%
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Top 10 Resources Used by the Most

Households in Kake, Alaska, 1996.
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188 through 196
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The Southeast Alaska Regional Dive Fisheries Association, or SARDFA, is a private
non-profit, economic development organization representing the harvest divers,
* processors, and communities of Southeast Alaska.

SARDFA was formed in 1998 under Alaska statutes 43.76.150-210. SARDFA works
cooperatively with ADF&G in developing its Anmual Operating Plan, which determines
how the dive assessments (self-imposed tax on the dive resources) will be spent.

SARDFA is an innovative approach to biologically and economically sustainable
development of natural resources which partners industry, government and communities

for the most effective and efficient use of resources.

SARDFA's mission is to develop, expand, and enhance new and existing dive fisheries in
Southeast Alaska.

SARDFA is managed by a Board of Directors which is elected by the divers, with one
director appointed by the Southeast Conference.

SARDFA also has three committees which advise the Board of Directors on specific
issues.

SARDFA employs an executive director to carry out the directives of the Board.

SARDFA also works closely with the Alaska Department of Fish & Game, other state
departments, communities, businesses, organizations, the state legislature, and divers.

SOUTHEAST ALASKA REGIONAL DIVE FISHERIES ASSOCIATION



GEODUCKS

Proposal 188 — Equal Share

e SARDFA Geoduck Committee voted against the proposal. The vote was 10
against, 5 in favor. The Committee voted against the proposal for the following
Teasons:

o Committee did not want to see any added regulations on the fishery since
the fishery is still growing;

o equal shares would draw more of the unused permits into the fishery
diluting the return to the divers. There are 104 possible permits, 50 to 60
actually fish every year;

o SARDFA has addressed some of the problems of large weekly harvests by
only fishing a one day 6-hour fishing period;

o the proposal would add an extremely complicated management scheme to
the fishery. ADFG has stated it could not manage this type of fishery
unless new personnel were hired;

o high grading may lead to the waste of the resource;

PSP testing would be more complicated and more expensive.

o MOTION TO AMEND BOF PROPOSAL 188 (equal share
proposal). The Geoduck Committee voted against this amendment.
the vote was 11 against, 5 in favor.

Q

Proposal 189 - Earlier starting date

* SARDFA Geoduck Committee voted against this proposal. The vote was 10
against, 5 for. The Committee voted against the proposal for the following
reasons:

o by regulation the geoduck season is from October 1 through September
30;

o SARDFA and ADFG set the season opening date on a cooperative basis;

o  SARDFA and ADFG already have the flexibility to change the season
without this proposal;

o this fishery has been set up as a fall and winter fishery, most of the
processors would have difficulty doing salmon and geoducks at the same
time;

o ADFG would not have the personnel available during the salmon season
to manage a summer time geoduck fishery.

SOUTHEAST ALASKA REGIONAL DIVE FISHERIES ASSOCIATION



Proposal 190 — Weekly trip limits based on weekly participation and remaining GHL
¢ SARDFA Geoduck Committee voted against this proposal. The vote was 10
against, 5 for. The Committee voted against the proposal for the following
reasons:

o Committee did not want to see any added regulations on the fishery since
the fishery is still growing;

o . the proposal would add an extremely complicated management scheme to
the fishery. ADFG has stated it could not manage this type of fishery
unless new personnel were hired;

o guaranteed trip limits may draw more of the unused permits into the
fishery diluting the return fo the divers;

o there are times when PSP results are not known until the afterncon before
the fishery. When that happens this type of management can not be used;

o SARDFA has addressed some of the problems of large weekly harvests by
only fishing a one day 6-hour fishing period;

o high grading may lead to the waste of the resource;

o PSP testing would be more complicated and more expensive.

Proposal 191 — divide the geoduck fishery into a competitive and IFQ-type fishery
e SARDFA Geoduck Committee voted against this proposal. The vote was 10
against, 5 for. The Committee voted against the proposal for the following
reasons:

o Committee did not want to see any added regulations on the fishery since
the fishery is still growing;

o the proposal would add an extremely complicated management scheme to
the fishery, ADFG has stated it could not manage this type of fishery
unless new personnel were hired;

o equal shares would draw more of the unused permits into the fishery
diluting the return to the divers;

o the group that put fort this proposal told the Geoduck Committee that it
would withdraw this proposal.

Proposal 192 — remove geoduck bed registration.
e SARDFA Geoduck Committee voted for this proposal. All were in favor.
o ADFG defines this proposal as a house cleaning proposal and eliminate an
unnecessary and no longer used regulation.

Proposal 193 — correct a line description in the regulation book
o SARDFA Geoduck Committee voted for this proposal. All were in favor.
o ADFG defines this proposal as a house cleaning proposal. This proposal
would correct a line description in the regulation book

The Geoduck Committee’s votes are considered an advisory vote for SARDFA’s Board
of Directors to consider when the Board meets. During the Board’s meeting on
December 11, 2008 the Board voted to accept the votes of the Geoduck Commitiee as
SARDFA’s final position.

SOUTHEAST ALASKA REGIONAL DIVE FISHERIES ASSOCIATION



Sea Cucumbers

Proposal 194 — allow tender in the sea cucumber fishery.
o The SARDFA Board voted 6 -0 in favor of this proposal.
o SARDFA looks at the two parts of this proposal as largely housekeeping.
o It was never the original intent of the Board of Fisheries, ADF&G, nor
SARDFA to exclude tenders from this fishery.

Proposal 195 — close a portion of Section 3-B to commercial sea cucumber fishing,
e The SARDFA Board voted 6 — 0 to oppose this proposal.

o there is no information to support that the limited commercial harvest in
this area has any affect on the subsistence harvest of sea cucumbers;

o the area is only fished every third year for approximately 6 to 8 days
during the open commercial season;

o this would lower the commercial harvest by an unknown amount;

s ADFG has not been able o determine what the exact decrease
would be;

o the proposal is confusing in exactly what the new lines would be. ADF&G

Figure 195-1 shows the problem with the proposal as written.

Proposal 196 — reopen a portion of West Behm Canal to sea cucumber harvest.
¢ The SARDFA Board voted 6 — 0 to favor this proposal. This is a SARDFA
generated proposal.

o there 1s no biological or conservation reason for this area to be closed,;

o this area was closed by the BoF in 2000. The BoF closed all of this
section of West Behm Canal to all shellfish fishing.

o SARDFA believes the intent of the 2000 proposal was largely to protect
the shrimp and Dungeness fishery for Ketchikan residents. There is no
information available that shows this area is used by Ketchikan residents
to harvest personnel use sea cucumbers. )

o this closure reduces the commercial harvest by approximately 40,000
pounds each rotational cycle. This has cost SARDFA divers
approximately 120,000 pounds (2000, 2003, and 2007). Using an ex-
vessel value of $2/pound SARDFA divers has foregone $240,000.

SOUTHEAST ALASKA REGIONAL DIVE FISHERIES ASSOCIATION
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Sea Urchins

Proposal 196 — delete the on board observer requirements for processing sea urchins on
individual vessels.

The SARDFA Board agrees that the intent of this proposal has already been addressed by

ADF&G. SARDFA is willing to work with the department on clarifying the intent of this
proposal.

SOUTBEAST ALASKA REGIONAL DIVE FISHERIES ASSOCIATION



Proposal 141 - S AAC 31.124. Lawful shrimp pot gear for
Registration Area A. Amend pot limit in Southeast Alaska spot
shrimp fishery to 100 pots no larger than 48 inches.

Comments: )P PU5T L)

The shrimp fleet fishes a variety of pot sizes. One of the biggest
considerations is the size of the boat the fisherman has. Larger
pots hold more shrimp, but do not fit well on all boats used in this
fishery.

Reducing the pot limit without regard to pot size creates and
inequitable situation. Those who currently fish smaller pots would
be either required to purchase new gear, or fish less gear.

ol |

Submitted by Jerry Dahl, Jr.



Proposal # 142 - 5 AAC 31.124. Lawful shrimp pot gear for
Registration Area A. Amend shrimp pot size limit to 140 36-inch
small pots or 100 48 — inch large pots as follows:

Comments: P, P P OS@

Allowing this change will take away the efficiency of fishermen
who have pots between 36 and 39.5 inches.

The current definition of a small pot is “up to 39.5 inches”. Any
fisherman with pots between 36 and 39.5 inches would be forced
to leave 40 pots on the dock or purchase an entirely new string of
gear.

Efficiency is affected in two ways: the smaller the pot, the less
shrimp it catches, and by re-categorizing pot size definitions, the
pots currently in use by a number of local shrimp fisherman would
be considered “large” and the legal number of pots allowed to be
fished drastically reduced.

If I were limited to 100 of my current pots (39.5”), It would be
necessary for me to buy 48” pots to maintain my current catch
rates. This would cost between $10,000 and $15,000. Larger pots
do not fit well on the deck of my boat. Shrimp is a processing
fishery and requires workspace that is organized and efficient.

e

Submitted by Jerry Dahl, Jr.
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Hello. My name is Jackie Tyson and

First of all, we thank you for the time and dedication you all give to protect our fishery and game
resources. Having lived here in Southeast Alaska all my life, our family like so many others has

always relied on nature’s bounty for food.

I worked for the Department of Fish and Game here in Petersburg for 23 years where I assisted
the biologists and the public, mostly commercial fishermen, with regulations, registrations, and
whatever it took to keep them legal.

My children have a vested interest in the cabin that overlooks all of the bay in Whale Pass.
Some of the residents there who could not be here asked me to speak for them to let you know
they oppose Proposal 155. They do not want the small closed area in front of their little town
reopened to commercial Dungeness crab fishing. T understand their desire to protect this small
area. I have been to Whale Pass when it was open to commercial Dungeness, and I was shocked
at the number of pots that peppered the inner bay.

To get a handle on the issue, 1 did some research to better understand Dungeness crab. I’ve
talked to Don Velasquez, a shellfish biologist with the Washington Department of Fish and
Wildlife. I talked to Tim Koeneman about molting, mating and egg extrusion times. I’ve talked
to Joe Stratman and Gretchen Bishop with the Alaska Department of Fish and Game. I’ve called
residents of Whale Pass to get their feelings. I"ve talked to Sport Fish Division about their

logbook program,

Whale Pass is quite remote. One 82-year old fellow I talked to said people there count on
floatplanes for groceries and mail, and when the bay was full of crab pot buoys during
commercial fishing, it was dangerous for planes and boats. He said when the tide is low, there’s
an extra 20 feet of floating line that could catch the pontoons of the plane or cause havoc fo boat
props. He said pots were even set right up close to the floatplane dock and that some pots went
dry when the tide went out. This particular gentleman felt the bay could only accommodate two
or three commercial crabbers. He felt the commecial crabbers have plenty of area already...
all the rest of District 106 and 108 which accounts for almost 20% of the annual Southeast

Alaska crab catch.

Another fellow said during the winter when they’re weathered in and the roads are impassable,
that Dungeness crab are a very welcome fresh food source. Even in good weather, tt’s a long
way from Whale Pass to the grocery store in Craig. He said after the commercial fleet left, it
was weeks and weeks and weeks, before any legal male crab showed up in the bay.

He also reiterated it makes a mess for navigation. He said there’d be a pot set every 20 yards,
and the fishers would leave them for the entire season, even afier they’d pretty much caught
anything there was to catch in the first portion of the open period. He said now they plug up the
enirance to the bay and it makes it reaily tough for them to salmon troll.



The 50 or so residents of Whale Pass generally have small skiffs and boats. We all know how
horrendous the winter storms have been. How much better for them to be able to supplement
their food safely there in the inner bay.

We know as salmon and halibut have declined, charter boat operators and lodges are targetting
Dungeness and shrimp harder. I wonder, how does anyone know how many crab are being taken
by non-residents and residents alike? I shudder to think those wetlock boxes might be full of
crab now salmon and halibut have declined. I talked to Sport Fish Division and discovered their
logbook program doesn’t include shellfish. I wish it would. Possibly they could institute a
Dungeness Crab Catch Record Card like the State of Washington has to fund the record-keeping

expense.

For the health of the Dungeness stocks, I’d like to see Sport Fish and Commercial Fish work
together to find out more about this creatures life cycle. As larvae and megalopes, juveniles and
adults, they are a major food source for herring, salmon, other fish, birds and sea mammals. In
Washington before the recreational or commercial fisheries are opened, preseason surveys are
conducted to check the shell condition of the males ensuring they’ve recovered from molting and
will get the best market price. They have onboard observers to check what’s coming up in the
pots. There are so many things we need to know about the interdependece of the creatures in
Southeast Alaska’s waters.

In closing balancing the resource between commercial fishers and subsistence and recreational
users is tough. But I feel we need to preserve small closed arcas that are near our towns. They
provide an easily accessible, historical and unique fishing experience. They could serve as
protected, base-line areas where populations are relatively undisturbed and more able to
regenerate and flourish. They can be used as educational experiences for students like the
Hunter’s Safety Program. We need these closed areas so that people who don’t have big boats,
people who can’t afford to run long distances, can partake of our resources.
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DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME PHONE. (007 367 2108 o008

FAX: (907) 267-2442
DIVISION OF COMMERCIAL FISHERIES
DIVISION OF SPORT FISH

Memorandum

TO: John Jensen, Chair DATE: January, 2009
Alaska Board of Fisheries

THROUGH: sidger, Director PHONE: 267-2324
Divigion of Commercial Fisheries
Charliec Swanton, Director PHONE: 465-6184
Division of Sport Fish

FROM: Jeff Regnart, Region II Regional Supervisor SUBJECT: CIAA petition to
Division of Commercial Fisheries repeal/replace the Bear Lake
Management Plan.
James Hasbrouck, Region II Regional Supervisor
Division of Sport Fish

Action Requested

The petitioner requests that the Alaska Board of Fisheries (board) repeal all provisions of § AAC
21.375 BEAR LAKE MANAGEMENT PLAN and in its place, adopt new provisions for §
AAC 21. XXX TRAIL LAKES HATCHERY MANAGEMENT PLAN. The stated intent of
the petition is to maintain the financial future of Cook Inlet Aquaculture Association (CIAA) and
prevent the loss of commercial, sport, and personal use fishing opportunities in Lower Cook Inlet
(LCI). The proponents argue that without a change to the current regulations, CIAA would be
unable to adequately secure the appropriate level of annual revenue through hatchery cost
recovery fishing and would subsequently be unable to meet the organization’s present and future
fiscal obligations, thus threatening the organization’s existence. The proponents seek changes to
accomplish this purpose by mandating a higher priority for cost recovery fishing than currently
provided by regulation.



Background

Provisions of 5 AAC 21.375 Bear Lake Hatchery Plan were last addressed by the board
during the 2004 meeting to consider L.CI salmon fisheries issues. At that meeting, the board
adopted a CIAA proposal to provide for an equal allocation of the harvestable surplus of
enhanced sockeye salmon (in numbers of fish) returning to Bear Lake in Resurrection Bay near
Seward between the common property seine fleet and CIAA. In the four seasons since the new
provisions became effective, the department estimates that the cumulative division of harvest in
Resurrection Bay was approximately 51% for the seine fleet and 49% for CIAA. CTAA contends
that, in practice, this allocation formula fails to adequately account for the price differential paid
to the two harvesting groups, and that CIAA receives substantially less for the Bear Lake
sockeye salmon it harvests compared to those caught by seiners. As a result, CIAA has routinely
failed to meet its Trail Lakes Hatchery combined cost recovery revenue goal in recent years for
the various sockeye salmon enhancement projects it conducts in Cook Inlet. Due to loss of other
revenue sources, such as federal grants, CIAA now finds its financial existence imminently
threatened and faces potential closure of its hatchery facilities.

Present provisions of 5 AAC 21.375 mandate that the department manage the commercial seine
fishery targeting the enhanced sockeye salmon return to Bear Lake in Resurrection Bay to
achieve an equal harvest allocation between seiners and CIAA. In doing so, the department must
account for the fact that a significant portion of CIAA’s annual harvest at that location will be, of
necessity, taken at their freshwater counting weir (fish that escape the marine fishery) and during
the latter stages of the run (after seiners have left the area). These facts both contribute to the
lesser value received for hatchery-harvested fish, especially when considering the Bear Lake
return is one of the earlier returns in the state, beginning in latc May.

Fisheries enhancement has played a major role in LCI salmon production for three decades.
Since their inception in the mid 1970s, enhancement and rehabilitation projects have made
significant contributions to both commercial and recreational fishing harvests. Regarding the
specific sockeye salmon enhancement projects encompassed by this petition, estimated
contributions from CIAA-produced fish since 2003 have ranged from 39% to 84% of the annual
LLCT commercial sockeye salmon harvest (combined hatchery and common property) in numbers
of fish, therefore representing an important component of the commercial exvessel value in this
salmon management area. Sockeye salmon enhancement projects in Resurrection Bay and
Kachemak Bay additionally provide substantial sport and personal use harvest opportunities in
those locations. CIAA’s enhancement projects are expected to continue providing significant
confributions to the LCI commercial and recreational fisheries, and the closure of the
organization’s hatchery facilities would likely preclude the stocking projects and thus the future
benefits received by the common property commercial and recreational fisheries.

Discussion

To grant the petition as requested, the board must make a finding of emergency under the criteria
listed in 5§ AAC 96.625. In subsection (f), an emergency is described as an unforescen,
unexpected event that either threatens a fish or game resource, or an unforeseen, unexpected
resource situation where a biologically allowable resource harvest would be precluded by



delayed regulatory action and such delay would be significantly burdensome to the petitioners
because the resource would be unavailable in the future.

Findings of Emergency

It is ADF&G’s conclusion that a finding of emergency under § AAC 96.625 (f) could be
satisfied in this case if the board believes that if the situation is left unaddressed, CIAA’s ability
to continue enhanced fish production could result in the loss of biologically available harvests.
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Alaska Board of Fisheries

SEAGO comments on Shellfish Proposals

Mr. Chairman, Board Members,

My name is Stan Malcom. I own and operate a sportfishing charter service here in Petersburg.

I’m here today testifying for the Southeast Alaska Guides Organization. We are made up of
Charter and Lodge operations throughout Southeast Alaska and represent over 80 active vessels.

We offer the following comments on proposals that will affect us or our client’s ability to access
the shellfish resource:

133: OPPOSE; this proposal seeks to close all sport shellfishing. There is no justification from a
biological or management standpoint for a region wide closure on shellfish harvesting by sport
users. Non-resident harvest of shellfish is a very small percentage of the overall harvest by
personal use, sport and commercial fishers. If other users are impacting the resident’s ability to
harvest shellfish, then specific area closures or restrictions should be proposed considering that
arcas use by all sectors.

134: OPPOSE: there currently exists regulations preventing Charterboat operators from
furnishing personal use shellfish to clients and limiting their use in the sport fishery. If the
resident’s ability to harvest their personal use needs is being impacted by non-resident sport or
commercial fishing, then reductions in bag limits or area closures should be considered rather
than closing all shellfish opportunity for non-residents. The portion of this proposal asking to
restrict charter vessel use for shellfishing May 15 through September 15 is not justified and seems
to be nothing more than punishment for owning or operating a charter vessel in Sitka. The Board
failed to adopt a similar proposal in 2006.

135: OPPOSE,; this regulation if adopted, banning the use of power assisted haulers, would
establish different “methods and means” for residents and non-residents harvesting shellfish.
There currently exists differential bag limits on species of high use or concern. We don’t believe
there is any biological or allocative justification to support this restriction. Adoption of this
proposal would cause confusion and be difficult to enforce {example: could non-residents and
residents be onboard a vessel equipped with a powered pot hauler at the same time, if shellfish
gear was deployed?, would enforcement have to observe a non-tesident actually using such gear
to retrieve a pot or ring, or would the presence of such powered gear on board a vessel with non-
residents and gear in the water be a violation?).

136: OPPOSE; again this proposal would establish different ‘methods and means” for resident
and non-resident shellfish harvesters by requiring different types of pots to be used by each
group. It is currently illegal for non-residents to harvest king crab. Trying to reduce “temptation”
(as suggested by the proposers) by regulation is a very slippery slope. Adoption of this proposal
would create similar enforcement problems as outlined in the previous comment.

137; 138; 368: OPPOSE; we will comment on these proposals at the finfish meeting in Sitka.



154: OPPOSE; this proposal seeks to close all waters to sport fishing for Dungeness crab that are
closed to commercial crabbing. As the proposer mentions, each commercial closure has been
initiated through the Board process, mostly by local residents who live in the affected areas. Each
of these closures has been established through a separate proposal for a relatively small specific
area. These closures have been established for a variety of reasons including depletion of the
resource, overcrowding, and gear and access conflicts with commercial fishers. Local residents
have the opportunity through the board process to request that area closures include sport fishers
if a conflict exists, but that is not the case in this proposal. This proposal is too broad and does not
identify any specific areas or concerns brought forward by resident personal use fishers to warrant
such action.

The commercial fishing advocacy group submitting this proposal seems to be trying to restrict
non-resident access to the Dungeness crab resource without any real justification.

160: OPPOSE; this proposal secks to reduce the daily bag limit for Dungeness and Tanner crab
from 5 to 3 per day for non-residents. The most recent 5 year average harvest of Dungeness crab
by non-residents is approximately 1% of the total harvest. The average harvest of Tanner crab
during the same period by both resident personal use fishers and non-resident sport fishers is -
approximately 1% of total harvest. There is no justification for reducing bag limits for non-
residents area wide.

This proposal appears to be another attempt at restricting recreational harvest by a commercial
fishing advocacy group for their own benefit. If there are identifiable specific areas where the
non-resident sport harvest of crab is affecting the resident’s ability to harvest their personal use
needs, then those areas need to be addressed by area specific proposals to reduce bag limits or
close those areas to non-resident sport harvest.

180: SUPPORT; this proposal would ban the use of square pots in the Golden King Crab fishery.
We support regulations that will reduce by-catch mortality through improvements in gear and
reasonable fishing practices. The elimination of square pots through some attrition process would
be preferable over an immediate ban of their use.

Thank you for your consideration,

St Wedor

Stan Malcom
Board Member
South East Alaska Guide Organization
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The following Department and Boards took No Action on Proposal 152.
We also feel also that no action should be taken in changing this law.

Please vote no on Proposal 152

Recommendations by: Proposal 152
Fish and Game No Action
Ketchikan No Action
Edna No Action
Juneau No Action
Haines No Action
Wrangeli No Action

The following Department and Boards took No Action on Proposal 153.
We also feel also that no action should be taken in changing this law.,

Please vote no on Proposal 153

Recommendations by: Proposal 153
Fish and Game No Action
Ketchikan No Action
Edna No Action
Juneau No Action
Haines No Action
Wrangell No Action
Sitka No Action
POW No Action
EPOW No Agtion
Petersburg No Action

Our
Fishing
Boat, a

typical day
boat.




5 AAC 35.XXX. Registration Area A Tanner crab harvest strategy.

(a) The provisions of this section establish the abundance thresholds for the Southeast
Alaska Tanner crab fishery.

(b) In Registration Area A, the minimum stock threshold for a commercial fishery is
2,300,000 pounds of mature male Tanner crab, which is one-half the long-term average
(1997-2007) of mature male abundance. If the estimated abundance of mature male
Tanner crab is below this level, the commercial fishery shall remain closed.

(¢) The season length will be five days and additional fishing days will be determined by
the estimated biomass of mature male crab and the number of validly registered pots by
the start of the fishery as follows:

Pots registered Greater than Equal to 5,500,000
2,300,000 pounds and pounds or greater
less then 5,500,000

pounds
1,600 - 2,399 4 5
2,400 - 3,199 3 4
3,200 3,999 2 3
4,000 —4,799 1 2
4,800 — 5,599 1 2
5,600 — 6,399 0 1
6,400 — 7,000 0 I

(d) Registration Area A shall be managed using a core area and non-core area approach.
All waters of Registration Area A not specifically listed below are defined as non-core
areas. Non-core arcas will be opened for five additional days after core areas are closed.
Core area definitions are:
(1) Icy Strait west of a line drawn between Point Sophia and 58°14.00° N, lat.,
135°16.00 W. long., which includes waters of Port Frederick and Excursion
Inlet, and east of Section 14-A, waters of Glacier Bay not closed by the National
Park Service;
(2) St. James Bay west of a line between Point Whidbey and 58°33.00° N, Ilat.,
135°09.60° W. long.;
(3) Waters of District 15 east of a line between the north tip of Little Island and Point
St. Mary including Berners Bay;
(4) Section 11-A of Stephens Passage;
(5) Waters of Section 11-B north of a Iine between Point Arden and Circle Point and
cast of a line between Point Arden and Point Bishop, including all waters of Taku
Inlet;
(6) Seymour Canal north of 57°37.00°N. lat.;
(7) Port Snettisham east and north of a line between Point Styleman and Point

Anmer;
(8) Endicott Arm and Tracy Arm east of a line between Point Coke and Point Astley;

i U{M il

Lag



(9) Gambier Bay west of a line between Point Gambier and 57°24.90°N, lat.,
133°53.00° W. long.;

(10) Pybus Bay north and west of a line from Point Pybus to the easternmost
tip of San Juan Island and from there to a point at 57°14.60° N. lat., 134°07.30°
W. long.;

(11) Section 13-C excluding Sitkoh Bay, and,;

(12) Waters of Keku Strait, Port Camden and associated bays southeast of a line between

Cornwallis Point at 56°55.91° N. lat., 134°16.42" W. long. and Point McCartney at
57°01.49° N. lat., 134°03.51° W. long. and west of a line between Point Camden at
56°48.66° N. lat., 133°52.79° W. long. and Salt Point Light at 56°50.68° N. lat,,
133°52.02° W long., and;

(13) Frederick Sound east of a line between Bay Point and Boulder Point including Farragut
Bay, and Thomas Bay, the Stikine River flats including Sections 8-A, 8-B, waters north
and east of a line between Mitchell Point and Point St. John including Kah Sheets Bay,
Duncan Canal, and Wrangell Narrows.

5 AAC 35.115. Guideline harvest level for Registration Area A. Repealed [IN
REGISTRATION AREA A, THE GUIDELINE HARVEST LEVEL FOR TANNER

CRAB IS 2,000,600 POUNDS].
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Propsal 187 Yakutat Scallop January 22, 2009
My name is Jim Stone of the Alaska Scallop Association. We are a group of Scallopers that work together

as a Harvesting cooperative

We are here to ask the Board to consider allowing us fo begin one month earlier in the Yakutat Area
from the current date of July 1% to June 1. Our main reason for this is safety. Our member boats fish all
the State Scallop fisheries not only Yakutat. Starting in June would get us finished Statewide earlier
before the low catch rates and dangerous winter conditions begin.

We respectfully disagree with the Departments view that these Scallop spawn as late as June.

| have submitted a letter from Isiand Scallop Farm in BC who make a living spawning, reproducing and
raising scallops. They have found that the Weathervane Scallop spawns upon the first rise in
temperature after a Gonadali buildup over the Winter. Once the Scallop is fully ripe it takes just the
slightest trigger to begin the spawn. Once one scallop spawns all the others in the area are triggered to
do the same. This rise in Yakutat sea temperature occurs well before the Month of June, in fact it
appears to begin as early as March/ April

Another indicator of an earlier spawn then June is the scallop abductor meat condition. When the
scallop spawns this meat will tend to be translucent and quite small and therefore undesirable to our
buyers. These meats begin to fill back out after the spawn when their energy is no longer needed for
Gonadal development. In July the meat quality is very geod, indicafing to us that we are harvesting quite
sometime after the spawn.

Tanner Molfing in June was another concem in the Depariments comments. | have found from reading
department reports that the Mature SE Tanner Crabs tend fo Moit in January for Females and the males
in March and April. Also these crab tend to move much shallower to molf then the average scalloping
depth in Yakutat of 43 fathoms.

We catch very few Tanner crab as bycatch Scalloping. The average size is 28mm, about the size of a
quarter. These are very juyenile and in fact molt several times a year and at no particular calendar
interval,

In the Packet | furned in is a map showing where the Scallop beds are in the Yakutat areas. On the next
page are the pounds and District areas of Tanner crab caught in the Tanner crab fisheries from 1988 to
1990. Note district 182 is Federal waters outside of three miles. The map shows most Scallop beds are in
the Federal waters. About 90% of the Scallop is caught in this 189 District. | show this to illustrate that the
Scallopers interaction with the bottom Tanner Crab fishermen traditionally fish on is minimal. In fact out of
these eleven years only 15,000 pounds of Tanners where caught by Tanner fishermen in District 189
where most of the Scalloping occurs.

Observer training was raised by the Department as a potential problem. | have discussed ohserver
training with our Observer Company, the Observer Training Center in Anchorage and with ADF&G's
Shellfish Observer Training coordinator in Kodiak, all of which say Training cbservers a Month early
would not be a problem.

100% Observers onbeard is our main point. Observers can easily be frained to identify Scallop that have
not yet spawned. Mr. Saunders of Island Scallop Farm has expressed a willingness to work with ADFG on
these identifiers of what stage of Gonadal development a Scallop is in. Observers can identify molting
crab. If either of these turn out to be a problem we can stop fishing immediately at the Scallop fishermen's
cost. The fishery could be restarted again later.



Propsal 187 Yakutat Scallop January 22, 2009

The Scallop fleet spends $125,000 every year on Observers, let's use this valuable tool to learn a little
more about the animals in the Yakutat area in the month of June. The data gleaned can help
management angd the Board to make clearer sound decisions in the future.

Thank you & | look forward to working on this with everyone in committee,
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Proposal 187

Island Scallops Ltd.

5552 West Island Highway, Qualicum Beach, B.C. V9K 2C8 Canada
Telephone: (250) 757-9811 Fax: (250) 757-8370

January 15, 2009

Jim Stone
President
Alaska Scallop Association

Patinopectin caurinus Spawning

Island Scallops has successfully spawned the Weathervane scallop, Patinopectin
cayrinus and although this is a particularly difficult species to rise, it is however an easy
species to mature and spawn. Island Scallops has matured and spawned scallops and
other shellfish species over the past twenty years and has developed procedures for the
artificial maturation of many species including the Weathervane scallop.

The Weathervane scallop is an early spring spawner and spawns with the first spring
temperature rise in the ocean, stmilar to the geoduck clam. The Weathervane scallop
utilizes energy stored in the abductor muscle to build gonad through the winter months.
This is clearly evident during the lead up to spawning as the abductor muscle decreases in
size and weight and increases in water content. The male and female gonad increased
rapidly and can reach roe to meat ratios of over 60% ( over 60 grams of roe for scallops
over 12 centimeters).

In contrast the Pacific oyster is a summer spawner and requires the summer months (
food and temperature) to increase glycogen levels which are converted into gonad tissue.

Island Scallops routinely maintains scallop broodstock in spawning condition by
manipulating the seawater temperature of the broodstock system. In general, maturation
of adults prior to natural spawning, is accomplished by growing the broodstock seawater
temperature 1-2 degrees above ambient seawater. To delay spawning past the natural
spawning period, the broodstock is grown in seawater below 8C and at a reduced
photoperiod.

Spawning is triggered by a 3 degree temperature rise.  As the broodstock reaches sexual
maturity the triggers required to induce spawning become less stringent and scallops will
spawn will very little inducement with only a slight temperature increase or handling
shock.

Email: lisav{@islandscallops.com

Web: www.islandscallops.com




Proposal 187

The gonad of the Weathervane scallop matures rapidly in the final weeks before
spawning and can reach roe yields of over 60% roe to meat yields. Both the red female
roe and the white male roe just prior to spawning are very soft and will easily rupture
when handled. The quality of the meat is also poor and meat yield and water content
drops dramatically. It is very easy to determine when the scallop has spawned as both
sexes loose pigment in the gonad, with both the female and male gonad turning clear and
watery.

I would suggest that a roe to meat yield of less than 30% roe to meat weight after the
spring seawater temperature rise of less than 2¢ would be an excellent indicator of
spawning.

I would be please to answer any further question you may have.

Sincerely

Robert Saunders

CEO
Island Scallops Ltd.
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99/00 98/99 97/98 96/97 95/96 94/95 93/94
District 181 (Stat 0 0 0 i 10,181 77,436 320,574
areas 181-10, 181-
40, 181-50 and 181- Offshare .
60 in combination) /ess Then 2 s/ /-e:;

District 183 (Stat ** 8,528 0559 11866 16,855 29,326 28,424
areas 183-10, 183-

11, 183-20 and 183- *h'v'ia*"g‘“)f

30)

District 189 (Stat 0 0 0 0 0 0 15,218

areas '189-30, 189-40

and 189-50) Feckal Weter

* No data available for years 00/01 to current due to commercial Tanner closures in these areas

** Confidential data, fewer than three permits fished.

*** Average catch for years with out confidential data.

**¥¥ Poundage's supplied by ADFG Petersburg. Averages complied by Jim Stone- Alaska Scallop Assn.

92/93

*k

53,318

91/92  90/91

o 16,193

13,972 25556

89/90 Average Average %

w* 70,731 76.07%
> 19,708 21.20%
0 2,536 2.73%



Public Testimony Sign Up List — Petersburg Jan. 09 RC 21

Number Name Subject
1 Donald Westlund 141, 142, 161, 162, 163 / Self
Johnny
2 Thompson 155 / Whale Pass Home Owners Assoc.
3 Stan Savland 177,179, 181, 184, 185/ King & Tanner Taskforce
4 John Barry 177,179, 181, 184, 185 / King & Tanner Taskforce
. Emergency petition to establish a Trail Lakes
0 Gary Fandrei Hatchery Mngt. Plan / Cook Inlet Aquaculiure Assoc.
King, Tanner & Dungeness crab, Shrimp / Sitka
6 Peter Roddy Advisory Committee
7  Jackie Tyson 155 / Self
8 Jeff Farvour 133 / Self
. 139, 145, 146, 160, 164, 173, 174 / Juneau-Douglas
9 Mike Peterson Advisory Committee
10  Phil Doherty 188 - 196 / SARDFA
11 Jerry Dahl 141, 142 | Self

12  Otto Florschutz ~ Shellfish / Self

13  Ofto Florschutz  AC Comment #6 / Wrangell Advisory Commiitee
14  Alan Reeves 141, 142 / Self

15  Wayne Regelin 174 / Territorial Sportsmen, Inc.

133, 134, 135, 136, 154, 160 / SE Alaska Guide

16  Stan Malcom o
Organization

17  Yancey Nilsen Golden King Crab proposals / Self
18 Dennis Heimdahl 158 / Self

19  Peter Roddy Closed waters, bag & possession limits / Sitka AC
20 Kathy Hansen 133-190 / SE AK Fishermen's Alliance
21 Ron Opheim 133, 141-142,157 / Self

22  Markuy Jensen  Dungeness Crab / Self



Public Testimony Sign Up List — Petersburg Jan. 09 RC 21

23  Jim Stone 187 / Alaska Scallop Assoc.
24  John Lemar 187 / Self
25 Tom Minio 187 / Self

26  Roger Gregg King & Tanner Crab seasons / Myself
27  Julianne Curry Self - Propsal 173 Sport, Shrimp and Crab

28  Kirt Marsh Self - speaking about Dungeness Crab
Tanya
29 Sommerville Self - Proposal 152 and 153 opposed

30 Mike Bangs Self - Proposal 195 and 196

31 Justin Peeter Self - Proposal 156 and 152

Ketchikan AC - proposal 133, 141, 142, 149, 161,
162, 13, 188, 189, 190, 194, 196

33  Jeb Morrow Self - Dungeness

32 John Scoblic

34 Ladd Norheim Self - Closing commercial fishing Area
35 Armold Enge 143 / Self

36  Joe Willis 148-159, 180 / Self

37 Mike Bangs Petersburg AC



Alaska Board of Fisheries Committee Report A

ALASKA BOARD OF FISHERIES RC#22

COMMITTEE A — King and Tanner Crab
January 22-23, 2009

1/25/2009

Board Committee Members:
1. Mel Morris, *Chair
2. Howard Delo
3. Karl Johnstone

Alaska Department of Fish and Game Staff Members:

Kyle Hebert - Marine Fisheries Supervisor, CF

Joe Stratman - Shellfish Management Project Leader, CF
Gretchen Bishop - Shellfish Research Project Leader, CF

Chris Siddon - Shellfish Biometrician, CF

Adam Messmer - Shellfish Research Biologist, CF (Note Taker)
Kellii Wood - Shellfish Management Technician, CF (Note Taker)

SN b o e

Advisory Committee Members:
1. Mike Petersen - Juneau AC
2. Otto Florschutz - Wrangell AC
3. Pete Roddy - Sitka AC

Public Panel Members:

Julianne Curry - PYOA

Charlie Christensen - F/V Erica Ann
Wayne Regelin - TSI Juneau

Kathy Hansen - SEAFA

Ed Hansen - SEAFA

Yancey Nilsen - F/V Aleutian Dream
John Barry - King and Tanner Task Force Chair
Gary Slaven - F/V Cora J

9. Roger Gregg - F/V Shelikof

10. Ladd Norheim - F/V Frigidland

11. Stan Savland - F/V Chikamin

12. Luke Whitethorn - I'/V Haakon

13. Randy Lantiegne - Icicle Seafoods

el B ol

This committee met January 22, 2009 at 3:00 p.m. and recessed at 5 p.m. The committee

reconvened January 23, 2009 at 8:45 a.m. and adjourned at 12 p.m.

PROPOSALS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE WERE: (25 Proposals) 145-146, and 164-185.

Page 1 of 39



Alaska Board of Fisheries Committee Report A 1/25/2009

PROPOSAL 164 - SAAC 02.108(a). CUSTOMARY AND TRADITIONAL SUBSISTENCE
USES OF SHELLFISH STOCKS. This proposal would establish a Customary and Traditional
Use (C&T) finding for subsistence harvest of king crab in District 14, east of the longitude of
Point Dundas; in the waters of District 12 between the latitude of Parker Point and the latitude of
Point Caution, and Section 13-C east of the longitude of Point Elizabeth.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 1 (oral report), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 86.

AC Reports: RC 1, ACtab, AC2, 3, 4, 6.

Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 3, 28.

| Record Comments: RC 7, 8, 9, 10.

Narrative of Sapport and Opposition:

Department:
e Department would still determine if there is enough biomass to open the subsistence
fishery.

e Pots have been used since the 1920s.

Department of Law: Any Alaskan can participate in an open state subsistence fishery area.

Support:
e The reason for these proposals is because PU is closed in these areas and there is a
thought that if it was declared subsistence, there would be a fishery.

Opposition:
e Crab may have been only incidentally caught, and would not use the same methods as
they did in the past if the subsistence fishery is open.
o Crab captured in the commercial fishery and retained as PU could be considered as
customary and traditional use.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: Support: Edna Bay, Sitka.
Oppose: Juneau-Douglas, Wrangell.
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Alaska Board of Fisheries Committee Report A 172572009

Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.
Board Committee Recommendation: Take no action as proposal was withdrawn per RC 34.

Substitute Language: None.

Page 3 of 39



Alaska Board of Fisheries Committee Report A 1/25/2009

PROPOSAL 165 - SAAC 01.716. CUSTOMARY AND TRADITIONAL SUBSISTENCE
USES OF SHELLFISH STOCKS AND AMOUNT NECESSARY FOR SUBSISTENCE
USES; and 77.XXX NEW SECTION. This proposal would establish a Customary and
Traditional Use (C&T) finding for subsistence harvest of red king crab in Port Frederick and
would provide a subsistence fishery. Current regulations already allow the personal use red king
crab season to open starting on July 1.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 1 (oral report), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 88.

AC Reports: RC 1, AC tab, AC2,7.

Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 3, 28.

Record Comments;: RC 7, 8,9, 10.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Department:
e Department would still determine if there is enough biomass to open the subsistence
fishery.

e Pots have been used since the 1920s.

Department of Law: Any Alaskan can participate in an open state subsistence fishery area.

Support:
e The reason for these proposals is because PU is closed in these areas and there is a
thought that if it was declared subsistence there would be a fishery.

Opposition:
¢ Crab may have been only incidentally caught and would not use the same methods as
they did in the past if the subsistence fishery is open.
o PU kept crab from the commercial fishery could be considered as customary use.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF¥&G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: Support: Edna Bay.
Oppose: East Prince of Wales.

Page 4 of 39



Alaska Board of Fisheries Committee Report A 1/25/2009

Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.
Board Committee Recommendation: No recommendation.

Substitute Language: None.
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Alaska Board of Fisheries Committee Report A 1/25/2009

PROPOSAL 166 - SAAC 02.108(a). CUSTOMARY AND TRADITIONAL SUBSISTENCE
USES OF SHELLFISH STOCKS. This proposal would establish a Customary and Traditional
Use (C&T) finding for subsistence harvest of red king crab in Section 6-A, District 8, and
portion of District 10.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 1 (oral report), tabs 7, 9 (written reports).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 91.
AC Reports: RC 1, AC tab, AC 8.
Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 3, 28.
Record Comments: RC §, 10.
Narrative of Support and Opposition:
Support:
o Frustrated that there are lots of crab in arcas where there is no survey and it should be

utilized.

Opposition:
e Any Alaska resident could go to subsistence areas and fish.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF &G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: Support: Petersburg.
Oppose: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.
Board Committee Recommendation: No recommendation.

Substitute Language: None.

Page 6 0of 39



Alaska Board of Fisheries Committee Report A 1/25/2009

PROPOSAL 167 - SAAC 02.108(a). CUSTOMARY AND TRADITIONAL SUBSISTENCE
USES OF SHELLFISH STOCKS. This proposal would close the commercial harvest of king
crab in 13-B and [3-C or designate the king crab as a subsistence resource in those areas.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 1 (oral report), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 93.

AC Reports: RC 1, AC tab, AC 8.

Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 3, 20, 28.

Record Comments: RC7, 8,9, 10,

Narrative of Support and Oppaosition:

Department:
e Department would still determine if there is enough biomass to open the subsistence
fishery.

» Pots have been used since the 1920s.
s Subsistence Division household surveys estimate as much as 50,000 pounds has been
harvested as PU in the Sitka area.

Department of Law: Any Alaskan can participate in an open state subsistence fishery area.

Support:
o The reason for these proposals is because PU is closed in these areas and there is a
thought that if it was declared subsistence there would be a fishery.

Opposition:
¢ Crab may have been only incidentally caught and would not use the same methods as
they did in the past if the subsistence fishery is open.
e PU kept crab from the commercial fishery could be considered as customary use.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: Support: None.
Oppose: Petersburg.

Page 7 of 39



Alaska Board of Fisheries Committee Report A 1/25/2009

Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.
Board Committee Recommendation: No recommendation,

Substitute Language: None.

Page 8 of 39



Alaska Board of Fisheries Committee Report A 1/25/2009

PROPOSAL 168 - SAAC 02.120. SUBSISTENCE KING CRAB FISHERY and SAAC
77.664. PERSONAL USE KING CRAB FISHERY. This proposal asks for two separate, but
related, provisions. The first would allow for a subsistence fishery for red and blue king crab,
which would require that the Board of Fisheries determine whether these crab stocks have been
customarily and traditionally used. This proposal would also allow the department the flexibility
to alter personal use bag limits for red and blue king crab in Peril Straits in proportion to stock
levels and stock status, The department has proposed a similar amendment to the personal use
king crab regulations for the entire region (Proposal 176).

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 1 (oral report), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 935.

AC Reports: RC 1, AC tab, AC 3, 6, 8.

Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 3, 28.

Record Comments: RC 7, §, 9, 10.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Department:
o Department would still determine if there is enough biomass to open the subsistence
fishery.

* Pots have been used since the 1920s.

» Subsistence Division household surveys estimate as much as 50,000 pounds has been
harvested as PU in the Sitka area.

¢ With added flexibility in the PU bag limit may provide fishing opportunity.

Department of Law: Any Alaskan can participate in an open state subsistence fishery area.

Support:
e The reason for these proposals is because PU is closed in these areas and there is a
thought that if it was declared subsistence there would be a fishery.

Opposition:
e (Crab may have been only incidentally caught and would not use the same methods as
they did in the past if the subsistence fishery is open.
e PU kept crab from the commercial fishery could be considered as customary use.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: Support: Sitka.
Oppose: Wrangell, Petersburg.
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Alaska Board of Fisheries Committee Report A 1/25/2009

Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.
Board Commiitee Recommendation: No recommendation.

Substitute Language: None.
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Alaska Board of Fisheries Committee Report A 1/25/2009

PROPOSAL 176 - SAAC 77.664. PERSONAL USE KING CRAB FISHERY. Amend bag
limit and season for personal use king crab fishery,

This proposal would accomplish three things: 1) provide the department flexibility to alter
personal use red and blue king crab bag limits in proportion to stock levels and stock status, 2)
align the personal use red king crab season in District 16 with the rest of Southeast Alaska, and
3) create a two-week closure of the personal use golden king crab fishery prior to the start of the
personal use red and blue king crab fishery.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 1 (oral report), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 117.
AC Reports: RC1, ACtab, AC1,2,3,7,8.
Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 20, 28.
Record Comments: None.
Narrative of Support and Opposition:
Department:
* Would allow the department to manage bag limits in the rest of the region similarly to the
way 11-A is managed.
o Closing the PU fisheries 2 weeks before the start of another PU fishery on red king crab,
golden king crab, and Tanner crab would allow for more of a fair start for PU fishers.

e This would make it easier for enforcement to enforce regulations
¢ Dungeness would still remain open and size of PU Dungeness gear is undefined.

Support: None.

Opposition: None,

POSTTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Support.

AC Positions: Support: Ketchikan, Edna Bay, Sitka, East Prince of Wales, Petersburg,
Oppose: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to support.
Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to support.

Substitute Language:
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The intent of substitute langnage is as follows;

Provide the department flexibility to alter personal use red and blue king crab bag limits
in proportion to stock levels and stock status by creating a daily bag and possession limit
of six male crab per person, unless conservation concerns in any portion of the region
warrant a complete closure of that portion of the region. When the regionwide
harvestable surplus of legal male red and blue king crab is below 200,000 pounds, the
commissioner may, by emergency order, reduce the bag and possession limits of red and
blue king crab.

In the waters described in 5 AAC 33.200 as sections 12-B, 15-B, and 15-C in the
personal use taking of king crab, create daily bag and possession limits of three male crab
per person, unless conservation concerns warrant a complete closure. When the
regionwide harvestable biomass of mature red and blue king crab is below 200,000
pounds, the commissioner may, by emergency order, reduce the bag and possession
limits of red and blue king crab.

Align the personal use red king crab season in District 16 with the rest of Southeast
Alaska.

Create a two-week closure of the personal use golden king crab fishery prior to the start
of the personal use red and blue king crab fishery.
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PROPOSAL 145 - SAAC 32.XXX, 34.XXX, and 35.XXX. This proposal would require
measuring devices used by enforcement and ADF&G samplers to be made of material that is
impervious to the weather and these measuring devices must be certified by weights and
measures twice a year,

This proposal would also allow crab with broken spines along the edge of the carapace to be
considered legal, if the crab appeared to be legal despite the broken spines.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tabs 1, 2, 4 (oral reports), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 37.

AC Reports: RC1,ACtab,AC1,2,3,4,6,7,8.

Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 20, 28, 29.

Reeord Comments:

Narrative of Support and Opposition:
e Department of Law stated board has no authority to tell public safety how to enforce
regulations regarding measurement device material.

Support:
s Fishermen don’t want to be penalized for broken spines.
o Crab is potentially legal until spines are broken.

Opposition:

» Measuring device used is accurate for measuring crab without broken spines.
Would need objective criteria concerning legal size of crab with broken spines.
Need clear language.

Enforcement needs objective/quantitative way to measure crab without spines.
Enforcement should use best judgment; intentional/unintentional.
No one in room has been cited for broken spines.

e & & &

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Oppose any regulation that would allow crab with broken spines to be
considered legal.

AC Positions: Support: Juneau.

Oppose: Ketchikan, Edna Bay, Sitka, Wrangell, East Prince of Wales,
Petersburg.
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Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.
Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 146 - SAAC 34.XXX and 35.XXX. NEW SECTIONS. This proposal would
allow deliveries of up to two percent illegal king and Tanner crab without penalty as long as the
illegal crab were alive and able to be returned to the water unharmed. The proposal is unclear if
there should be a tolerance for illegal sex and species as well as size.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tabs 1, 2 (oral reports), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 39.

AC Reports: RC 1, ACtab, AC3,4,7,8.

Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 18, 20, 28, 29,

Record Comments: RC 6

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Department of Law: Board has authority to set guidelines.

Support:

Once crab is in tank, you don’t go after it (fishermen work long hours and become fatigued).
Small % can end inadvertently end up in tank.

Can free illegal crab at dock.

Difficult to identify where individual crab came from when dealing with tenders.
Usually young crew members are measuring crab, not permit holder.

Opposition:
¢ Has potential to be a large number of crab per delivery.
*  Would have to sample entire load to enforce % allowance.
e Lowering standard for illegal containment.
e Enforcement is exercising discretion.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADY&G Position: Oppose.

AC Positions: Support: None.
Oppose: Sitka, Juneau, East Prince of Wales, Petersburg.

Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.
Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 177 - SAAC 34.115. GUIDELINE HARVEST RANGES FOR
REGISTRATION AREA A. This proposal would increase the upper end of the guideline
harvest ranges for four of seven golden king crab management units in Southeast Alaska.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 1 (oral report), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 119.

AC Reports: RC 1, AC tab, AC 7, 8.

Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 20.

Record Comments: None.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Support:

Close to upper end of GHR already.

Department plans on modest increase of GHR in Northern area.

In recent seasons, catch rates have been highest observed.

Unharvested crab will die anyway.

Overshooting GHILs may lead to significant reductions in future GHLs.
Department doesn’t feel there is an under harvest.

Department would support increase in Icy Strait, East Central, and Northern.
GHL may be reduced below upper end of GHR.

Opposition:

e  Would greatly increase harvest, which would lead to possible overfishing.

* Department doesn’t have an accurate life history of golden king crab. We have least
confidence in stock assessment,

s Difficult to manage fishery accurately due to significant closure lead time required for gear
handling logistics mainly because of tidal considerations.

¢ Department does not manage to upper end of GHRs unless data supports doing so.

¢ Do not want to create false expectations that the Department will manage to the top end of
GHRs.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Support substitute language.

AC Positions: Support: Petersburg.
Oppose: East Prince of Wales.
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Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to support part of proposal (Icy Strait and East
Central) as proposed. Consensus to support increase in GHR in Northern to 175,000.

Board Committee Recommendation: John Jensen is conflicted out on this proposal.
Consensus to support as amended in substitute language.

Substitute Language:

5 AAC 34.115. Guideline harvest ranges for Registration Area A, (a) Repealed 6/24/93.
(b} In Registration Area A, the guideline harvest ranges for the taking of golden king crab in the
following areas are:

(1) Northern Area: 0 to [145,000] 175,000 pounds;

(2) Icy Strait Area: 0 to [55,000] 75,000 pounds,

(3) North Stephens Passage Area: 0 to 25,000 pounds;

(4) East Central Area: 0 to [225,000] 300,000 pounds;

(5) Mid-Chatham Strait Area: 0 to 150,000 pounds;

(6) Lower Chatham Strait Area: 0 to 50,000 pounds;

(7) Southern Area: 0 to 25,000 pounds.
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PROPOSAL 178 - SAAC 34.114. SOUTHEAST ALASKA GOLDEN KING CRAB
MANAGEMENT PLAN. This proposal would likely seek to require the department to manage
the Southeast Alaska golden king crab fishery such that target harvest levels are not determined
or announced until inseason fishery performance data are obtained, rather than announcing target
guideline harvest levels (GHLs) pre-season.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 1 (oral report), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 123.

AC Reports: RC 1, ACtab, AC1,7, 8.

Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 20.

Record Comments: None.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Department:
¢ Because inseason management is time-consuming, it’s not possible to analyze data at the
same time as managing to a GHL.
o Takes department 2 months to make GHL for upcoming season.
e Department stated 3 year cycle helps to separate noise from stock fluctuations.

Support:
» Manage the GHLs inscason as department did historically.
e Fishermen concerned they will be forgoing catch or will be punished.
e Sctting GHL for 3 consecutive years does not allow for department to take advantage of a
strong year class. '

Opposition:
o Can adjust inseason GHL, but. it never happens.

POSTTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Oppose.

AC Positions: Support: Ketchikan.
Oppose: East Prince of Wales, Petersburg.

Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.
Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Substitute Language: None.

Page 18 of 39



Alaska Board of Fisheries Committee Report A 1/25/2009

PROPOSAL 179 - SAAC 35.125. LAWFUL GEAR FOR REGISTRATION AREA A. This
proposal would allow permit holders with dual golden king/Tanner crab permits to legally retain
golden king crab in a Tanner crab pot if both seasons are open.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 1, 2 (oral report), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 126.

AC Reports: RC 1, AC tab, AC 1, 6, 8.

Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 20, 28.

Record Comments: RC 6.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Support:
e Inaccurate reporting can occur from fishermen. Catch accounting issue, fishermen like to
keep accurate information on caich.
Crab is already being handled, might as well keep crab.
Most fishermen use same gear; just switch rings out,
Doesn’t complicate management for department.
Dual permit holders do not seem to have a problem with single permit holders.
Golden king crab catch on Tanner grounds is low.

Opposition: None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: Support: Wrangell, Petersburg.
Oppose: Ketchikan.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to support.
Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to support with substitute language.

Substitute Language:
5 AAC 34.125. Lawful gear for Registration A.

(a) King crab may only be taken by king crab pots, except that golden king crab may be
retained in Tanner pots as described in 34.128(f) when dually registered for the Tanner
and golden king crab fisheries and when both fisheries are open simultaneously, pot limits
not withstanding. King crab taken by other means must be returned to the water without further
harm.
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PROPOSAL 180 - SAAC 34.125 LAWFUL GEAR FOR REGISTRATION AREA A. This
proposal would eliminate square pots as a lawful gear type in the Southeast Alaska golden king
crab fishery.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 1 (oral report), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 129,
AC Reports: RC 1, ACtab, AC 1,4, 8.
Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 15, 20, 28.
Record Comments: RC 17.
Narrative of Support and Opposition:
Support:
e Potentially catches more halibut with square pots, but IPHC study was done on Tanner

grounds, not Golden King crab grounds.
e Potentially catches more crab than other pots (more volume).

Opposition:
e Halibut bycatch in square pots is limited due to the small number of square pots in the
fishery.

o $100,000 for a new string of gear to replace square pots.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position; Neutral.

AC Positions: Support: Petersburg.
Oppose: Ketchikan, Juneau.

Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.
Board Commiitee Recommendation: John Jensen is conflicied out. No recommendation.

Substitute Langnage: None.
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PROPOSAL 171 - SAAC 77.664 (b)(1). PERSONAL USE KING CRAB FISHERY. This
proposal would allow the personal use red king crab season to open starting on July 1. The
proposal would create no effective change in management of the fishery,

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 1 (oral report), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 102.

AC Reports: RC 1, AC tab, AC 3.

Public Comment: RC 1.

Record Comments: None.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Support: None.

Opposition: None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral as written, and opposed if the intent is to require the fishery to open
on July 1 regardless of red king crab stock status in the area.

AC Positions: Support: None.
Oppose: Sitka.

Public Panel Recommendation: No action taken because it would create no effective change.
Board Committee Recommendation: No action.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 172 - SAAC 77.614. PERSONAL USE KING CRAB FISHERY. This proposal
would reduce the personal use king crab season in the Yakufat area from year round to July 1-
March 31.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 1 (oral report), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 104.
AC Reports: RC 1, ACtab, AC1,2, 8.
Public Comment: RC 1.
Record Comments: None.
Narrative of Support and Opposition:
Support:
e Should have same season as Southeast PU and Yakutat subsistence.

e Seen as housekeeping proposal.

Opposition: None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Support.

AC Positions: Support: Ketchikan, Edna Bay, Petersburg.
Oppose: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to support.
Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to support.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 173 - SAAC 34.111(b)(4). SECTION 11-A RED AND BLUE KING CRAB
MANAGEMENT AND ALLOCATION PLAN. This proposal would repeal 5 AAC 34.111
(b){4) and eliminate the reallocation of the Section 11-A commercial guideline harvest level to
the personal use fishery in years when the commercial fishery is not opened.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 1 (oral report), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 106.

AC Reports: RC 1, AC tab, AC 4, 8.

Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 20, 28.

Record Comments: None.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Support:
o Commercial fleet is under control.
s Commercial fleet needs 11-A for livelihood; 5 AAC 34.111 could potentially permanently
eliminate fishery for commercial fishing in 11-A,
e Section 11-A contains area already closed to commercial fishing.
o Should be precautionary until personal use harvest estimates are improved.
* Not reallocating would facilitate stock rebuilding.

Opposition:

e Original proposal allowed for 60/40 split between PU and commercial (1999 BOF), but the
reallocation was an unforeseen consequence as stocks were not expected to fall below
threshold.

o PU fishery used to be an insignificant fishery prior to current low stock levels of Red King
crab,

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: Support: Petersburg.
Oppose: Juneau.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to support.
Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to support.

Substitute Language: None,
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PROPOSAL 174 - 5AAC 34.111. RED AND BLUE KING CRAB MANAGEMENT AND
ALLOCATION PLAN. This proposal would do two things: 1) eliminate provisions for
allocating red king crab to the commercial fishery in Section 11-A and allocate the entire
available harvest to the personal use fishery, and 2) change allocations for summer and winter
personal use from an 80%-20% split, respectively, to a 90%-10% split.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 1 (oral report), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 109.

AC Reports: RC 1, AC tab, AC4, 6, 8.

Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 20, 28.

Record Comments: None.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Department:
e Fishable biomass is based on 20% of mature or 50% of legal and can be adjusted.
e Survey information from 11-A is done by June 15™.
¢ PU is a 9 month season when open.

Support:
e Need to use the biomass in 11-A,
Need to reduce the harvest 11-A
Enlarge the area in 11-A that commercial can’t fish.
35% of the time there is no fishery.
Not enough crab for both PU and commercial.
If nothing is done the legislature will make PU a priority over commercial.
Need to control the PU fishery more than current regulations.

Opposition:

o Switching from red king crab to Golden King crab not easy for fishermen.

o % of 11-A is closed to commercial when there is a season.

e Entire GHL could be caught in one day if all PU pots were fished and each pot caught
only one crab.

o (Commercial harvest accounting is more precise than PU harvest estimates; therefore, PU
fishery is more likely to overshoot GHLs.

e If I11-A is not included in the regional GHL there will never be a commercial fishery

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Posttion: Neutral.
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AC Positions: Support: None.
Oppose: Wrangell, Petersburg, Juneau.

Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 175-5AAC 34.113. SOUTHEAST ALASKA RED KING CRAB
MANAGEMENT PLAN. This proposal would replace the Southeast Alaska red king crab
harvest rate and threshold fishery management approach currently specified in regulation with a
set commercial season length of seven days.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 1 (oral report), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 112.

AC Reports: RC 1, ACtab, AC1,7, 8.

Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 20.

Record Comments: None.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Department:

¢ One of'two red king crab fisheries in the state that remain open.

o Survey has been independently reviewed by a team of experts and experts agreed that
overall the survey is functionally appropriate.

o Currently, the department targets abundance with call-ins and is reasonably accurate.

e Department feels confident that the present management plan and survey provide a
sustainable fishery.

¢ Red king crab was closed for 8 years following size, sex, season management.

¢ Lowering the current GHL of 200,000 may be an alternative.

Support:
* Survey doesn’t accurately show stock levels,
s Size, sex, and season worked while it was in place.
o The department could still close or lengthen the season with a fixed season.

Opposition:
s See above.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Oppose.

AC Positions: Support: None,
Oppose: Keichikan, East Prince of Wales, Petersburg,.
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Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.
Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 169 - SAAC 77.666. PERSONAL USE TANNER CRAB FISHERY and 5SAAC
47.035. METHODS, MEANS, AND GENERAL PROVISIONS - SHELLFISH. This
proposal would result in a closure of the Tanner crab sport and personal use fisheries for two
weeks from June 16-30 in order to prevent prospecting for red or blue king crab and better
facilitate enforcement immediately prior to the red and blue king crab personal use season.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tabs 1, 2 (oral reports), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 98.
AC Reports: RC1, ACtab, AC1,2,3,4,6,7,8.
Public Comment: RC 1.
Record Comments: None.
Narrative of Support and Opposition:
Department:
o Allows fair start for PU red king crab.

o Simplifies enforcement.
e Prevent stockpiling

Support: Sce above.

Oppesition: None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Support.
AC Positions: Support: Petersburg, East Prince of Wales, Wrangell, Juneau, Sitka, Edna Bay,
Ketchikan.
Oppose: None.
Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to support.

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to support.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 170 - 5 AAC 47.020. GENERAL PROVISIONS FOR SEASONS AND BAG,
POSSESSION, ANNUAL, AND SIZE LIMITS FOR THE SALT WATERS OF THE
SOUTHEAST ALASKA AREA and SAAC 77.666. PERSONAL USE TANNER CRAB
FISHERY. This proposal would result in regulation changes, shortening the Tanner crab sport
and personal use fisheries by 1 week in order to prevent prospecting for red or blue king crab and
better facilitate enforcement immediately prior to red and blue king crab season.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tabs 1, 2 (oral reports), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 100.

AC Reports: RC 1, AC tab, AC 7.

Public Comment: RC 1.

Record Comments: None.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Support: None.

Opposition: None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: Support: East Prince of Wales.
Oppose: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: No action due to action on proposal 169,
Board Committee Recommendation: No action.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 181- SAAC 35.110. FISHING SEASON FOR REGISTRATION AREA and
5AAC 35.115. GUIDELINE HARVEST LEVEL FOR REGISTRATION AREA A, This
proposal would require the department to manage the Southeast Alaska Tanner crab fishery
based on a minimum six-day fishery, which would be extended or closed based on comparison of
call-in catch and effort data to established thresholds.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 2 (oral report), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 131.
AC Reports: RC 1, AC tab, AC 8.
Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 18, 20.
Record Comments: RC 19.
Narrative of Support and Opposition:
Department: Support substitute language.
e Mature biomass has not been below the proposed 2.3 million pounds of mature males

threshold in the last 10 years.

Support:
¢ Lowest mature male biomass estimate is 3.5 million pounds in the last ten years.

Opposition:
o The fleet is nervous about threshold causing a closed season

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Support substitute language.

AC Positions on original proposal: Support: None.
Oppose: Petersburg.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to support.
Board Committee Recommendation: John Jensen is conflicted out. Consensus to support.

Substitute Language:
S AAC 35.XXX. Registration Area A Tanner crab harvest strategy.

(a) The provisions of this section establish the abundance thresholds for the Southeast
Alaska Tanner crab fishery.

(b) In Registration Area A, the minimum stock threshold for a commercial fishery is
2,300,000 pounds of mature male Tanner crab, which is one-half the long-term average
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(1997-2007) of mature male abundance. If the estimated abundance of mature male Taner
crab is below this level, the commercial fishery shall remain closed.

{(c) The season length will be five days and additional fishing days will be determined by
the estimated biomass of mature male crab and the number of validly regisiered pots by
the start of the fishery as follows:

Pots registered Greater than Equal to 5,500,000
2,300,000 pounds pounds or greater
and less tha

5,500,000 pounds
1,600 - 2,399 4 5
2,400 —3,199 3 4
3,200 —3.999 2 3
4,000 — 4,799 1 2
4,800 — 5,599 1 2
5,600 — 6,399 0 1
6,400 — 7,000 0 1

(d)_Registration Area A shall be managed using a_ core area and non-core area
approach. All waters of Registration Area A not specifically listed below are defined as
non-core areas. Non-core areas will be opened for five additional days after core areas are
closed. Core area definitions are:

{1) Iey Strait west of a line drawn between Point Sophia and 58°14.00° N. lat.,
135°16.00° W. long., which includes waters of Port Frederick and Excursion Inlet,
and east of Section 14-A, waters of Glacier Bay not closed by the National Park
Service;

(2) St. James Bay west of a line between Point Whidbev and 58°33.00° N. lat.,
135°09.60° W. long.;

(3) Waters of District 15 east of a line between the north tip of Little Island and
Point St. Mary including Berners Bay;

(4) Section 11-A of Stephens Passage;

(5) Waters of Section 11-B north of a line between Point Arden and Circle Point
and cast of a line between Point Arden and Point Bishop, including all waters of
Taku Inlet;

{6} Sevmour Canal north of 57°37.00°N. lat.:

{7) Port Sneitisham east and north of a line between Point Styleman and Point
Anmer;

(8) Endicott Arm and Tracy Arm east of a line between Point Coke and Point

Astley;
(9) Gambier Bay west of a line between Point Gambier and 57°24.90°N. lat.,

133°53.00° W. long.:
(10)Pvbus Bay north and west of a line from Point Pybus to the easternmost tip
of San Juan Island and from there to a point at 57°14.60° N, lat., 134°07.30° W,

long.;
(11) Section 13-C excluding Sitkoh Bay, and;
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(12) Waters of Keku Strait, Port Camden and associated bays southeast of a line
between Cornwallis Point at 56°55.91° N. lat.,, 134°16.42° W. long, and Point
McCartney at 57°01.49° N. Iat., 134°03.51° W. long. and west of a line between Point
Camden at 56°48.66° N. lat., 133°52.79° W. long. and Salt Point Light at 56°50.68°
N. lat., 133°52.02° W long., and;

(13) Frederick Sound east of a line between Bay Point and Boulder Point

including Farragut Bay, and Thomas Bay, the Stikine River flats including Sections
8-A, 8-B, waters north and east of a line between Mitchell Point and Point St. John

including Kah Sheets Bay, Duncan Canal, and Wrangell Narrows.

5 AAC 35.115. Guideline harvest level for Registration Area A. Repealed [IN
REGISTRATION AREA A, THE GUIDELINE HARVEST LEVEL FOR TANNER CRAB IS
2,000,000 POUNDS].
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PROPOSAL 182 - SAAC 35.110. FISHING SEASON FOR REGISTRATION AREA;
5AAC 35.110. GUIDELINE HARVEST LEVEL FOR REGISTRATION AREA A, This
proposal would require the department to manage the Southeast Alaska Tanner crab fishery
based on a set season length of two weeks. This proposal would also remove from regulation the
current Tanner crab guideline harvest level of 2,000,000 pounds.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 2 (oral report), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 131.
AC Reports: RC 1, AC tab, AC 1, 8.
Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 18, 20.
Record Comments: None.
Narrative of Support and Opposition:
Department:
e Most harvest occurs in the first four days of the fishery and currently has a trend in a
lower biomass.

e  Wouldn’t provide for a sustainable fishery.

Support:
s Needs to be size, sex, season management.

Opposition: None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Oppose.

AC Positions: Support: None.
Oppose: Ketchikan, Petersburg,.

Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.

Board Committee Recommendation: John Jensen conflicted out. No action based on action
taken on 181,

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 183 - SAAC 35.127. TANNER CRAB GEAR STORAGE REQUIREMENTS
FOR REGISTRATION AREA A. This proposal would extend the time to store Tanner crab
pots from 72 hours to 5 days after a portion of Registration Area A closes during the commercial
Tanner crab season.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 2 (oral report), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 140.
AC Reports: RC1, ACtab, AC1,7, 8.
Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 20, 28.
Record Comments: None.
Narrative of Support and Opposition:
Department:
¢ Small vessels in non-core areas need more time to move gear.

s Enforcement: Same as golden king crab and is reasonable.
e Gives more time to get gear from core to non-core areas.

Support: None.

Opposition: None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Support.

AC Positions: Support: Ketchikan, East Prince of Wales, Petersburg.
Oppose: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to support.
Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to support.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 186 - SAAC 77.666 PERSONAL USE TANNER CRAB FISHERY; SAAC
77.616. PERSONAL USE TANNER CRAB FISHERY; SAAC 02.125. SUBSISTENCE
TANNER CRAB FISHERY; and 5 AAC 47.035. METHODS, MEANS, AND GENERAL
PROVISIONS — SHELLFISH. This proposal would require escape mechanisms for all pots
used for personal use, sport, and subsistence Tanner crab fisheries in Southeast Alaska and
Yakutat.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 2 (oral report), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 150.
AC Reports: RC1, ACtab, AC1,2,4,7.
Public Comment: RC 1.
Record Comments: None.
Narrative of Support and Opposition:
Department:
s Same size escape rings as commercial pots.
o Enforcement: needs to be defined as circular escape rings.

Support: None.

Opposition: None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Support.

AC Positions: Support: Ketchikan, Edna Bay, Juneau, Fast Prince of Wales.
Oppose: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to support.
Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to suppott.

Substitute Language:
5 AAC 77.666. Personal use tanner crab fishery. In the personal use taking of Tanner crab

(7) a pot used to take Tanner crab under this chapter must have at least two circular

escape rings on opposing vertical or sloping sides of the pot. Each escape ring must not be
less than four and three-quarter inches inside diameter.
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5 AAC 77.616. Personal use tanner crab fishery. In the personal use taking of Tanner crab

(3) a pot used to take Tanner crab under this chapter must have at least two circular
escape rings on opposing vertical or sloping sides of the pot, Each escape ring must not be
less than four and three-quarier inches inside diameter.

S AAC 02.125. Subsistence tanner crab fishery. In the subsistence taking of Tanner crab

(3) a pot used to take Tanner crab under this chapter must have at least two circular
escape rings on opposing vertical or sloping sides of the pot. Each escape ring must not be
less than four and three-quarter inches inside diameter.

5 AAC 47.035. Methods, means, and general provisions — Shellfish,

(d) Pot gear must include an escape mechanism in accordance with the following
provisions:

(3) a crab pot used to take Tanner crab under this chapter must have at least two

circular escape rings on opposing vertical or sloping sides of the pot. Each escape ring
must not be less than four and three-quarter inches inside diameter.
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PROPOSAL 185 - SAAC 35.125. LAWFUL GEAR FOR REGISTRATION AREA A. This
proposal would allow additional pots to be operated from one vessel registered for commercial
red, golden, and Tanner crab fisheries when two permit holders are registered for the vessel.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tabs 1, 2 (oral reports), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 145.

AC Reports: RC 1, ACtab, AC1, 8.

Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 9, 28.

Record Comments: RC 6.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Department:

e Golden king crab and red king crab are two different issues.

e It is already difficult for the department to manage for GHLs for golden king crab with
100 pots being used. With boats having different number of pots, it will reduce the ability
of the department to manage accurately.

o Enforcement: language is not precise for when permit holders need to be on board.

Support:
* Intent is to lower number of pots in the water.
¢ CFEC: 60 permits could register for golden king crab fishery.
¢ Permits that aren’t fished are mostly nontransferable at this time; it is believed that when
theses permits become fransferable they will be sold.

Opposition:

e Golden king crab may be okay in the northern arcas but in southern areas waters are
already utilized to the max,

o There are too many unused golden king crab permits to allow for 150 pots for two
permits.

e Season will end quicker and price will remain low due to golden king crab being a live
fishery.

» This would force people who catch most of the GHL to fish with more pots.

POSTTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Support with substitute language.

AC Positions: Support: Petersburg.
Oppose: Ketchikan.

Page 37 of 39



Alaska Board of Fisheries Committee Report A 1/25/2009

Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.

Board Committee Recommendation: John Jensen is conflicted out on this proposal.
Consensus to support with substitute language. The board’s intent is to require the same kind of
participation requirements for stacked permit holders as for the Dungeness crab fisheries.

Substitute Language:
5 AAC 34,125, Lawful gear for Registration Area A,

(b} The following king crab pot limits are in effect in Registration Area A:
(1) during the commercial red king crab season, the maximum number of king
crab pots that may be operated from a vessel registered to fish for king crab is as follows:

(A) no more than 20 king crab pots when the guideline harvest level is at
least 200,000 but not more than 399,999, except when a vessel has two registered
permit holders on board then the pot limit is 40 pots;

(3) when the commercial golden king crab and Tanner crab seasons are open in
Registration Area A at the same time, an aggregate of no more than 80 king and Tanner crab pots
may be operated from a vessel registered to fish for both king crab and Tanner crab, except

when a vessel has two registered Tanner crab permit holders on board then the pot limit is
100 pots;

5 AAC 35.125. Lawful gear for Registration Area A.

(b) The following Tanner crab gear limits are in effect in Registration Area A:

(1) no more than 80 Tanner crab pots may be operated from a vessel registered to
fish for Tanner crab, except when a vessel has two registered permit holders on board then
the pot limit is 120 pots;

(3) when the commercial golden king crab and Tanner crab seasons are open in
Registration Area a at the same time, an aggregate of no more than 80 king and Tanner crab pots
may be operated from a vessel registered to fish for both king and Tanner crab, except when a
vessel has two permit holders on board, then the pot limit is 100 pots;
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PROPOSAL 184 - SAAC 35.125. LAWFUL GEAR FOR REGISTRATION AREA A. This
proposal would allow additional pots to be operated from one vessel registered for the
commercial Tanner crab fishery when two permit holders are registered for the vessel.

Staff Reports: RC 3, tab 2 (oral report), tab 7 (written report).
Staff Comments: RC 2, page 142.

AC Reports: RC 1, ACtab, AC 1, 8.

Public Comment: RC 1, PC tab, PC 9.

Record Comments: None.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:
Department: Proposal 181 has been replaced with RC 19 and accounts for increases in effort.
Department of Law: Two permits could not be held by the same person.
Support:
o 10-year average for the number of Tanner permits fished each year: 71.

e Price of Tanner has gone down the last ten years so stacking increases efficiency.

Opposition: None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: Support: Petersburg.
Oppose: Ketchikan.

Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.
Board Committee Recommendation: John Jensen is conflicted out on this proposal.
Consensus to support. The board’s intent is to require the same kind of participation

requirements for stacked permit holders as for the Dungeness crab fisheries.

Substitute Language: None.
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Alaska Board of Fisheries
Committee Report

COMMITTEE B

Sport Shellfish
January 22, 2009

Board Committee Members:

L.
2.
3.

Bill Brown, *Chair
Vince Webster
Bonnie Williams

Alaska Department of Fish and Game Staff Members:

el ol

Rob Bentz — Deputy Director Sport Fish Division

Brian Frenette — Regional Supervisor Sport Fish Division

Bob Chadwick — Regional Sport Fish Management Coordinator Sport Fish Division
Brian Glynn — Area Management Biologist Sport Fish Division, Juneau

Doug Fleming - Area Management Biologist Sport Fish Division, Petersburg - Note taker
Troy Tydingco — Area Management Biologist Sport Fish Division, Sitka - Note taker
Kelly Piazza — Area Management Biologist Sport Fish Division, Ketchikan - Note taker
Al Cain — Enforcement

Jan Rumble — Misc. Shelifish Biologist Commercial Fisheries Division

Advisory Committee Members:

L. Mike Bangs — Petersburg AC
2. Mike Peterson — Juneau/Douglas AC
3. John Scoblic — Ketchikan AC
4. Otto Florschutz — Wrangell AC
5. Peter Roddey — Sitka AC
Public Panel Members:
1. Jeff Farvour - himself
2. Stan Malcolm - Southeast Alaska Guide Organization (SEAGO)
3. Don Westlund - self/charter
4, Kathy Hansen -Southeast Alaska Fishermans Alliance (SEAFA)
5. Joe Willis - commercial

Federal Subsistence Representative:

1.

None

The Committee met Jan 22 at 3 pm and adjourned at 4:15 pm
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PROPOSALS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE WERE (8 total): 133,134,135,136,137,368,139,160.
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PROPOSAL 133. - 5AAC 47.020. GENERAL PROVISIONS FOR SEASONS AND BAG,
POSSESSION, ANNUAL, AND SIZE LIMITS FOR THE SALT WATERS OF THE SOUTHEAST
ALASKA AREA. This proposal would close all sport shellfish fisheries in Southeast Alaska.

Staff Reports: None.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: RC 5.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, 2, 4, 6, 7, 8.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 3.

Record Comments: RC 6, 17, 21

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

e Some panel members indicated that considerable amounts of shellfish are harvested but did not
have confidence in the harvest reporting or accounting,

o There was some discussion regarding another (less draconian) way to reduce harvest in sport
fishery.

Department: The department stated they were confident with harvest reporting for shellfish other than
shrimp. It was [ater stated by a panel member that guided shellfish harvest might be tracked
through the saltwater charter logbooks or some kind of punch card accounting that would travel
with the fish or shellfish.

Support:
* A member of the panel indicated the large charter fleet contributes to localized depletion of
shellfish in the Sitka area across multiple species, and that is a growing problem,
» Did not believe adoption would put lodges out of business.
¢ This would be proactive as charter operators begin (o {arget new species.

Opposition:
e Families (relatives of Alaska residents) would not be able to participate.
¢ The amount of nonresident shellfish harvest is very low. Did not see the problem.
¢ Many members felt that this was too extreme and that this should be considered on a case-by-
case local issue basis.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADE&G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: Juneau, Ketchikan, Wrangell and Petersburg AC’s were all opposed.
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Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.
Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose,

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 134. — 5 AAC 47.036 and 75.035. Prohibitions and Sport fishing gear for shell fish.
Close sport shellfish fishing in Sitka Management Area and restrict charter vessel use May 15-Sept 15.
Staff Reports: None,
Staff Comments: RC 2.
Deliberation Materials: RC 5.
AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Commiitee Comment Tab, AC 2, AC 8.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 3.
Record Comments: RC 6,17, 21.
Narrative of Support and Opposition:
¢ A member of the panel asked the department what were the other species of concern in the Sitka
Sound Special Use Area. The department responded that there were no other shellfish species
they were concerned with.
o The committee chair asked the panel members if what was said about proposal 133 would apply
to this proposal (134), to which all but one panel member agreed.

Deparitment: None.

Support:
e Same issues as proposal 133,

Opposition:
e Same issues as proposal 133,

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 135. - 5 AAC 47.035. Methods, means, and general provisions - Shellfish. Require
that sport shellfish pots and rings be pulled by hand.
Staff Reports: None.
Staff Comments: RC 2.
Deliberation Materials: None.
AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, 2,4, 7, 8.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 3, 24.
Record Comments: RC6, 17, 21,
Narrative of Support and Opposition;
¢ A member of the panel indicated that this proposal would negatively affect disabled or older
people that need to pull with mechanical means. Another member of the panel responded that
the department already has provisions to accommodate people with physical disabilities.
o The Juneau AC said that they had consultation with enforcement who indicated that enforcement
of this regulation, if adopted, would be difficult.
Department: No data on level of power assisted pullers being used.
Support: None.
Opposition:
e The Ketchikan AC indicated that they opposed this because many people set shrimp pots in deep

water. The Juneau AC also indicated they did not support this proposal.
e Another member of the panel was opposed to this based on enforcement problems,

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.
AC Posttions:
Support: None.
Oppose: Ketchikan, Juneau
Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 136. -~ 5SAAC 47.xxx. New section. Require tunnel eye openings in sport crab posts not
exceeding 5 inches in height and prohibit top loading pots for nonresidents.

Staff Reports: None.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1,2, 4,7, 8.
Timely Public Comment: RC I, Public Comment Tab, PC 20, 28.
Record Comments: RC 6, 17, 21.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

e The proposer stated the intent of this proposal was to reduce illegal harvest of king crab and that
the tunnel eye requirements of this proposal were modeled after commercial fishery pot
regulations.

o Members of the panel stated that they thought modifications to pots would be effective for
limiting king crab bycatch by:

o reducing the height of the tunnel-eye opening;
o adding inserts to reduce the height of the tunnel eye (square style pots); and/or
o modifying the entrance to a top loading pots,

Department: None.

Support:
o Ketchikan AC supported this citing conservation reasons.

Opposition:

* One panel member indicated that one pot type for residents and another for non-residents would
be burdensome.

e Members of the panel felt that passage of this proposal wouldn’t stop illegal harvest of king crab,
and that there was potential that it will make it worse (incidental capture of king crab).

e A panel member stated that he would prefer to have one pot type — rather than several.

¢ Another panel member stated that changing pot type wouldn’t stop people from catching
undersize king crab. He also stated that he believed it was inappropriate to address this issue by
dealing with potential temptation.

» Any pot that catches Dungeness and Tanner will catch small king crab.

e Juneau AC opposed.
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POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

1/24/2009

ADF&QG Position: Neutral.
AC Positions:
Support: Ketchikan
Oppose: Juneau
Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 137. — § AAC 47.020. General provisions for seasons and bag, possession, annual, and
size limits for the salt waters of the Southeast Alaska Area. Establish a sport fish bag and possession
limit of 2 fish, with the exception of herring (5 gallons), for all species of fish that do not currently have
a bag and possession limit.

Staff Reports: None.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, 3, 4, 7, 8.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 3, 19, 20, 28.
Record Comments: RC 6, 17, 21,

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

e The author of this proposal stated that the intent of the proposal was to apply to finfish only. The
chair asked if the proposer would consider submitting an RC to withdraw support for this
proposal for this meeting; to be taken up at the finfish meeting. The author indicated that an RC
had been submitted that addressed their intent.

Department: None.
Support:
»

Opposition:

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.
AC Positions:
Support: None.
Oppose: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to withdraw from shellfish meeting; proposer submitted an
RC to withdraw.

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus for no action.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL #368. Establish possession limits for nonresidents at one daily bag limit for species
not already specified. Restrict nonresident possession limit for all species.

Staff Reports: None,

Staff Comments: RC 2.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 3, 4, 7.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 3, 20, 28.
Record Comments: RC 17, 21.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:
e The author of this proposal wished for the Board to defer taking up this proposal until the finfish
meeting following the Board’s decision on proposal 286.

Department: None.

Support:
e None.

Opposition:

* Enforcement specialist stated that there would be enforcement concerns if the definition of
possession changed. He stated that enforcement would be difficult and there would be a burden
on an enforcement officer to determine how many fish were in possession in places not normally
considered — such as homes.

e A panel member indicated that if you have a 6 king salmon limit (such as terminal harvest area
where limits may be higher) enforcement would be difficult.

o A Board member had the same argument.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.
AC Positions:
Support: Wrangell
Oppose: None.
Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus for no action.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 139. — 5 AAC 47.020(16). General provisions for seasons and bag, possession,
annual, and size limits for the salt waters of the Southeast Alaska Area. If adopted, this proposal
would reduce the sport bag and possession limit of shrimp from 10 pounds or quarts to 3 pounds or quarts.

Staff Reports; None.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 2, 3,4, 6, 7, 8.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 3, 20, 24, 28.
Record Comments: RC 6, 21

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

e The proposer stated once again, that this proposal was contingent on the outcome of proposal
268, and asked the Board to defer this proposal until the finfish meeting in February.,

s Enforcement stated that current bag and possession limit of 10 pounds or quarts refers to either
head-on or head-off shrimp.

e A member of the panel stated that if the definition of possession limit was changed to become a
daily limit, then the reduction in shrimp taken home by sport users could be dramatic.

¢ A member of the public indicated that a punch card and/or color coded packaging (discussion on
harvest accounting) were ways to avoid commercial sale of sport caught shellfish,

o Current regulations would allow 70 pounds of shrimp in a week. A change in possession would
allow as little as 3 pounds in a week.

Support:
s Proposer supported as written, unless proposal 286 were to further define possession limit.
o Juneau AC supported, but only if there is no change in possession limit,
s Petersburg AC support, but only if no change in possession limit (Same stance as Juneau AC).

Opposition:
¢ None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.
AC Positions:
Support: Wrangell , Juneau, Petersburg.
Oppose: None.
Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.
Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to support.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 160 -5 AAC 47.020(11). General provisions for seasons and bag, possession, annual,
and size limits for the salt waters of the Southeast Alaska Area. Reduce sport bag and possession
limits for Dungeness and Tanner crab from five Dungeness crab and Tanner crab in combination to three
Dungeness crab and Tanner crab in combination.

Staff Reports: None.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: RC 5.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1,2, 3,4,6,7, 8.
Timely Public Comment: Public Comment Tab, PC 18, 20, 24, 28.

Record Comments: RC 6, 17, 21,

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

o There was discussion about the potential adoption of proposal 286 to be taken up at finfish
meeting. If this proposal were to be adopted, several members of the committee would not
support this proposal.

e A panel member stated that all argument previously stated in proposals 137 and 368 (for which
the potential passage of Proposal 286 would affect possession limit) would apply to this
proposal; defer action until February meeting in Sitka recommended.

Support:
e A panel member said that the sport bag and possession limits are too high.

Opposition:
* A panel member indicated that he did not feel that this was appropriate regionwide. Rather, it
should be dealt with on a local level.
¢ No regionwide conservation concerns for Dungeness or Tanner crab.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.
AC Positions:

Support: Juneau, Wrangell.

Oppose: Petersburg, Ketchikan.
Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to support.

Substitute Language: None.
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Alaska Board of Fisheries
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COMMITTEE C

Southeast Commercial Shrimp
January 22-23, 2009

Board Committee Members:
1. Bill Brown, *Chair
2. Vince Webster
3. Bonnie Williams

Alaska Department of Fish and Game Staff Members:

Troy Thynes - Petersburg Assistant Area Management Biologist, C¥

Julie Bednarski - Southeast Shellfish Rescarch Biologist, CI

Dave Harris - Juneau Assistant Area Management Biologist, CF (Note Taker)
Justin Breese - Ketchikan Assistant Area Management Biologist, CF (Note Taker)
Bill Davidson - Southeast CF Management Coordinator, CF

William Bergmann - Petersburg Area Management Biologist, CF

Scott Walker - Ketchikan Area Management Biologist, CF

Al Cain — Enforcement Specialist

PN AN

Advisory Committee Members:
1. John Scoblic — Keichikan AC
2. Otto Florschuiz — Wrangell AC
3. Mike Bangs — Petersburg AC

Public Panel Members:
1. Otto Florschutz — Wrangell Pot Shrimper
2. Donald Westlund - Ketchikan Pot Shrimper
3. Jerry Dahl - Petersburg Pot Shrimper
4. Alan Reeves - Wrangell Pot Shrimper
5. Kathy Hansen - SEAFA

Federal Subsistence Representative: None

The Committee met on January 22 at 4:30 p.m. and recessed at 5:17 p.m. The Committee
reconvened on January 23 at 8:43 a.m. and adjourned at 9:20 a.m.

PROPOSALS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE WERE: (5 total) 140, 141, 142, 143, and 144.
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PROPOSAL 140 - SAAC 31.143. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS FOR SHRIMP
CATCHER/PROCESSOR AND CATCHER-SELLER VESSELS IN REGISTRATION
AREA. Amend reporting requirements for commercial shrimp fishers to obtain more complete
and timely harvest and effort information, including housekeeping revisions.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 3, Written Tab 7 and 9,

Staff Comments: RC 2, pgs. 16-18.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab AC1, AC2, AC3, AC6, AC7, ACS.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab PC6, PC20, PC28.

Record Comments: None.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Department: Submitted and support in order to have more timely information to not exceed
GHLs.

Department of Law: No concern.
Office of Subsistence Management: No concern (PC6).

Support:
» The public panel supports the intent of the proposal to improve reporting to the
department for management of the fishery.

Opposition:
o The public panel had the following concerns with the proposal as written:
o 48 hours is not an adequate amount of time to contact the department over
weekends and holidays;
o the specific wording of “other information as required” in the proposal; and
o the error in definition of catcher-seller in the proposal as written.

Other Points of Discussion:
e Problems and options of communications were discussed in the committee.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Support.

AC Positions: Support: Ketchikan.
Oppose: None.
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Public Pancl Recommendation: Consensus to support with amendments,

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to support.

Substitute Language: SAAC 31.143. REPORTING REQUIREMENTS FOR COMMERCIAL
SHRIMP [CATCHER-PROCESSOR AND CATCHER-SELLER] VESSELS IN
REGISTRATION AREA A.

(a) Unless otherwise notified by the department, the [VESSEL] owner or operator of a
[CATCHER-PROCESSOR] shrimp pot vessel [REGISTERED TO TAKE SHRIMP] operating

in Registration Area A shall contact by telephone or in person an ADF&G area office within
two State of Alaska business days of deploying gear and up to two State of Alaska business
days after fishing has ceased in any district or portion of a district with a guideline harvest
level (GHL) and report [REPORT TO A LOCAL REPRESENTATIVE OF THE
DEPARTMENT WITHIN 72 HOURS FOLLOWING THE CLOSURE OF A FISHING PERIOD
IN ANY DISTRICT OR PORTION OF A DISTRICT] the following information:

(1) the pounds in whole weight by species of shrimp on board the vessel taken
during the fishing period in any district or portion of a district with a GHL,;

(2) other information requested by the department for the purpose of conserving or
developing shrimp resources.

(b) The weekly reporting requirements in Registration Area A for vessels commercial
shrimp fishing with pots or beam trawls are as follows:

(1) unless other arrangements have been made with a local representative of the
department, each week the owner or operator of a shrimp pot catcher-processor vessel operating
in the waters of Regisfration Area A shall contact, by telephone or in persen, the ADF&G area
office in the area where shrimp fishing occurs, before 12:00 noon Wednesday during normal
business hours of 8:00 a.m. through 5:00 p.m.; the following information must be provided at the
time of contact: ...

(F) any other information the commissioner determines is necessary.

(2) The owner or operator of a shrimp pot _catcher-seller vessel operating in
the waters of Registration Area A may be required to contact, by telephone or_in
person, the ADF&G area office in the area where shrimp fishing oceurs, each week
before 12:00 noon Wednesday during nermal business hours of 8:00 a.m. through
5:00 p.m.; the following information must be provided at the time of contact: ...

(A, B, Cand D) ( Note: A, B, C, and D are the same requirements as for (b)(1)).

(E) any other information the commissioner determines is necessary,

(3) each week an owner or operator of a shrimp beam trawl catcher-processor
vessel operating in Registration Area A shall contact, by telephone or in person,
the ADF&G area office in Petersburg before 12:00 noon Wednesday during
normal business hours of 8:00 a.m. through 5:00 p.m.; ...

(c) the fish ticket requirements for commercial pot shrimp and beam trawl vessels in
Registration Area A are as follows:
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(1) an owner or operator of a shrimp pot catcher-processor vessel shall complete a
separate fish ticket for each day fished for each district or_portion of a district
with a GHL [AND EACH STATISTICAL AREA] in which shrimp are
harvested and processed on board the vessel; fish tickets must be submitted to the
department within seven days of closure of a district or portion of a district with a
GHL; [FOR WHICH A DISTINCT GUIDELINE HARVEST LEVEL EXISTS]
a shrimp pot catcher-processor who [VESSEL THAT] has stopped fishing in a
district or portion of a district with_a GHL [FOR WHICH A DISTINCT
GUIDELINE HARVEST LEVEL EXISTS] shall contact, by telephone or_in
person, the local ADF&G area office and report the information specified in this
paragraph before fishing in a new district or portion of a district with a GHL
[SECTION];

{(2) an owner or operator of a shrimp beam trawl catcher-processor vessel
shall complete a separate fish ticket for each day fished for each district and
portion of a district with a GHI, [EACH STATISTICAL AREA] in which
shrimp are harvested and processed on board the vessel; fish tickets must be
submitted to the department within seven days of closure of a district or portion of
a distriet with a GHE. [SECTION FOR WHICH A DISTINCT GUIDELINE
HARVEST LEVEL EXISTS]; a shrimp beam trawl catcher-processor whe
[VESSEL THAT] has stopped fishing in a district or portion of a district with a
GHL |SECTION FOR WHICH A DISTINCT GUIDELINE HARVEST LEVEL
EXISTS] shall contact, by telephone, the local ADF&G area office in Petersburg
and report the information specified in this paragraph before fishing in a new
district or portion of a district with a GHL [SECTION];

{e) For purposes of this section
(1) “catcher-processor” [VESSEL] means a commercial fisherman who catches
and sells or attempts to sell processed shrimp [A VESSEL. FROM WHICH

SHRIMP ARE CAUGHT AND PROCESSED ON BOARD THAT VESSEL]
and from which no shrimp caught on other vessels was purchased or processed;

(2) “catcher-seller” [VESSEL] means a commercial fisherman whe sells or
attempts to sell [A VESSEL FROM WHICH SHRIMP ARE CAUGHT IF
THERE IS ANY ATTEMPT TO SELL] unprocessed shrimp [TAKEN BY THE
VESSEL] to a person not licensed to process shrimp.
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PROPOSAL 141 - 5AAC 31.124. LAWFUL SHRIMP POT GEAR FOR REGISTRATION
AREA A. Amend lawful gear for the Southeast Alaska commercial pot shrimp fishery to
eliminate small pot size classification and retain the large pot size and limit.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 3, Written Tab 7 and 9.
Staff Comments: RC 2, pgs. 19-23.
Deliberation Materials: RC 27.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab AC1, AC2, AC3, AC5, AC6, ACT7,
ACS. '

Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab PC 6, PC 17, PC 20, PC 24, PC 28.
Record Comments: RC6, RC12, RC21.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Department: The department supports a uniform pot size and one pot limit in order to
standardize CPUE data in this fishery which has limited stock assessment data. The
department is neutral on the choice of large or small pots as the single desired size.
Shrimpers are shifting from large pots to small pots increasing the total number of pots
deployed in the fishery. Market changes could result in a large expansion of effort and gear
in the fishery, resulting in reduced fishing opportunity due to more conservative
management. Recent department analysis of fishery performance data indicates the
difference in relative catching power of large and small pots is not as significant as thought
when the gear regulations were adopted by the board in 1997. Currently, 140 small pots have
roughly 40% greater catching power compared to 100 large pots.

There would be no anticipated enforcement issues if this proposal were to be adopted and
mixing of pot sizes under 48 inches in diameter would be allowed.

Department of Law: None.

Office of Subsistence Management: None.

Support:
s Current regulations grant an unfair advantage to fishermen who fish small rather than
large pots.

e Errors in the 1997 regulations led to 39.5 inch rather than 36 inch diameter maximum
size for small pots, leading to an advantage for those fishermen using small pots.

e No action on this proposal would lead to most fishermen migrating to 140 small pots,
increasing the amount of gear in the fishery.

Opposition:

¢ This proposal would cost fishermen who use small pots by preventing them from using
gear they have already purchased.
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e Ifthis proposal were adopted fishermen using small pots would have to replace their gear
at a significant cost.

o This proposal could increase the occurrence of fishermen hauling their gear more than
once a day, increasing the harvest and handling of small shrimp.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral on allocation, but supports uniform pot size and pot limit.
AC Positions: None.
Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus,

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose as written. No consensus on
substitute language.

Substitute Language:
5 AAC 31.124. Lawful shrimp pot gear for Registration Area A

(a) Shrimp may be taken with pots in Registration Area A only as specified in this
section.

(b) A shrimp pot may not have

(1) more than one bottom;

(2) a vertical height of more than 24 inches;

(3) more than four tunnel eye openings which individually do not exceed 15
inches in perimeter; or

(4) a bottom perimeter exceeding 153 inches [A PERIMETER SPECIFIED IN
(E) OF THIS SECTION.]

(¢) The sides of a shrimp pot may only be

(1) at a right angle to the plane of the bottom of the pot; or

(2) slanted inward toward the center of the pot in a straight line from the bottom
of the pot to the top of the pot.

(d) A shrimp pot must be entirely covered with net webbing or rigid mesh. At least two
adjacent sides or 50 percent of the vertical or near-vertical sides must be covered with net
webbing or rigid mesh that allows the passage of a seven-eighths inch diameter by 12 inch long
wooden dowel, which upon insertion into the web, must drop completely through by its own
weight, without force. In the waters of Lituya Bay, enclosed by a line from the easternmost tip of
Harbor Point to the southernmost tip of T.aChaussee Spit there is no minimum mesh size.

(¢) Shrimp pots may be operated only as follows:

(1) [REPEALED 7/18/2003;]

(2) the number of shrimp pots that may be operated from a registered shrimp
fishing vessel is 120 pots. [140 SMALL POTS OR 100 LARGE POTS; FOR THE
PURPOSES OF THIS SECTION,]

(A) [A "SMALL POT" HAS A BOTTOM PERIMETER OF NO MORE

THAN 124 INCHES;]

(B) [A "LARGE POT" HAS A BOTTOM PERIMETER OF MORE

THAN 124 INCHES, BUT NOT MORE THAN 153 INCHES;]

(3) [ALL POTS ON BOARD A VESSEL OR OPERATED FROM A VESSEL
MUST BE OF THE SAME TYPE AND OF THE SAME SIZE AS DEFINED IN (2)(A)
OR (B) OF THIS SUBSECTION;]
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PROPOSAL 142 - 5AAC 31.124. LAWFUL SHRIMP POT GEAR FOR REGISTRATION
AREA A. Amend lawful gear for the Southeast Alaska commercial pot shrimp fishery to the pot
size restrictions the 1997 board had intended.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 3, Written Tab 7 and 9.

Staff Comments: RC 2, pgs. 24-27.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab AC1, AC2, AC3, ACS5, AC6, AC7,
ACS.

Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab PC 6, PC 17, PC 20, PC 28,
Record Comments: RC6, RC13, RC21.
Narrative of Support and Opposition:
Support:
» This proposal would change existing regulations to reflect the board’s (1997) original

intent of equal bottom area for large and small pots. The intent was for small pots to have
a maximum diameter of 36 inches; currently, the small pot’s maximum allowed diameter

is 39.5 inches.
e This error in regulation gives the small pot fishermen an unfair advantage over large pot
fishermen.
Opposition:

s Pots between 36 and 39.5 inches in diameter would now be considered large pots and
fishermen using this size range would be reduced from a limit of 140 pots to a limit of
100 pots.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Board Committee Recommendation: No action due to action taken on 141.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 143 - 5AAC 31.116(c). SHRIMP BEAM TRAWL. GUIDELINE HARVEST
RANGES AND BYCATCH LIMITS FOR REGISTRATION AREA A, Eliminate the trip
bycatch limits for coonstripe shrimp in the commercial beam trawl fishery.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 3, Written Tab 7 and 9.

Staff Comments: RC 2, pgs. 28-33.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab AC1, AC2, AC3, AC6, AC7, ACS.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab PC 6, PC 24.

Record Comments: RC 21.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Support:
e Fishery efficiency would be increased by allowing sale of coonstripe shrimp harvested up
to the existing seasonal bycatch limits.
o Removing the bycatch trip limit could have little effect on the pot shrimp fishery because
seasonal bycatch limits would remain in regulation.
o This proposal would make the beam trawl fishery more economically feastble.

Opposition:
e There is concern about shifting the emphasis of the fishery to a resource that already has
concerns about stock health,
e There is concern about what would happen to the unmarketable pink shrimp that are
harvested when targeting coonstripe shrimp.
e There is concern that beam trawlers targeting shrimp other than pink and sidestripe would
cause harm to the bottom.

Other Points of Discussion:
e There are currently very few participants in the fishery, resulting in a slow pace fishery.
There is potential for more participants quickening the pace of the fishery.
¢ This proposal is allocative within the user group. It could result in faster harvest of the
seasonal bycatch limit resulting in the closure of the pink shrimp trawl fishery. Beam
trawlers wishing to target pink shrimp would have a loss of opportunity.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: Support: Petersburg.
Oppose: Wrangell.
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Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.
Board Committee Recommendation: No consensus.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 144 - 5AAC 31.136. CLOSED WATERS IN REGISTRATION AREA A.
Establish an area in the waters of District 8 around Sukoi Islands that would be closed to the
commercial take of shrimp.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 3, Written Tab 7 and 9.

Staff Comments: RC 2, pgs. 34-36.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab AC1, AC2, AC6, AC7, ACS.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab PC 6, PC 18, PC 20, PC 24, PC 28.
Record Comments: None.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Support:
s None.

Opposition:

e The stock in the proposed area is not large enough for effective commercial pot shrimp
fishing. There has been very limited commercial pot shrimp effort in this area over the
past 10 years.

e The commercial pot shrimp season in District 8 is typically open 2 to 6 weeks, with an
average of 40 days.

s (Closing areas close to town makes it harder for entry level people in small boats to fish.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: Support: None.
Oppose: Wrangell, Petersburg.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.
Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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9. Dennis Heimdahl

10. Justin Peeler

11. Mark Jensen

12.  Kirt Marsh

13.  Tanya Somerville

14.  Kathy Hansen - Southeast Alaska Fisherman’s Alliance
15.  Joe Willis

Federal Subsistence Representative: None.

The Committee met January 23, 2009 at 1:30 p.m. and adjourned at 4:15 p.m.

PROPOSALS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE WERE (18 total): 145, 146, 147, 148, 149, 150, 151, 152,
153, 154,155, 156, 157, 158, 159, 161, 162, 163.
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PROPOSAL 145. - SAAC 32.XXX AND 34.XXX AND 35.XXX. Specify crab measurement devices
and allow for broken spines.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 4, Written Tab 7.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1,2, 3,4, 6, 7, 8.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 20, 28, 29.

Record Comments: RC 6.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Department:
» Enforcement specialist stated that the proposal would include all crab species.
e Fish and Game stated that king and Tanner crab spines are included in the legal measurement,
and that only Dungeness spines are not included.

Department of Law:
e Department of Law stated that the Board does not have legal authority to direct the Department
of Public Safety what material to use for measuring devices,
e Panel member asked if there was an allowance for a limited number of broken spines which
would preclude a violation.

Support:

s Panel member stated that Dungeness have small minor spines in addition to the large primary
spine and that these small spines can be abraded or broken by measuring with hard (metal}
measuring devices.

» Panel member stated that old broken spines can be identified as different from new broken

spines.

Opposition:
e Panel member stated that regulations already require Department of Public Safety to have their
measuring devices checked and therefore the Board should take no action.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral in regards to specifying the material type used for measurement; opposed to
any regulation allowing crab with broken spines to be considered legal.

AC Positions; None.
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Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.
Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 146 - SAAC 34.XXX AND 35.XXX. Allow a 2 percent tolerance for mistakes made in
sorting crab.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 4, Written Tab 7.

Staff Comments: RC 2,

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, 3, 4,7, 8.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 18, 20, 28, 29.
Record Comments: RC 6.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

s A panel member who supports and submitted this proposal stated that there appeared to be a new
mindset for zero tolerance and asked how enforcement officers are instructed to deal with this
issue. Crabbers needed clarification. It was also stated that the intent of the proposal is to avoid
violations being issued because of mistakes during sorting. Tllegal crabs are not saleable.

» A Board member asked if a citation would be issued if a few crab were illegal. The enforcement
specialist noted that there should be some level of tolerance, based on the example given.

¢ A Board member questioned how crab could be returned safely to the water during a delivery at
the dock.

» A Board member asked for examples of violations being issued. One panel member stated that
he knew of a violation being issued when just a few females were delivered.

s Proposed 2% allowance may be interpreted as any gender or size.

Support:
e Some level of tolerance should exist for mistakes made during sorting.

e Judgment error exists while sorting,
e Sorting sticks become worn.

Opposition:
» Discussion that 2% was too high and excessive, particularly for large landings.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Opposed.

AC Positions: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus (o oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 147. - 5 AAC 47.020 (11)(A). General provisions for seasons, bag possession, annual,
and size limits, and methods and means for the salt waters of Southeast Alaska Area. Modify sport
fish defimtion of a legal size Dungeness crab.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 4, Written Tab 7.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC1, 2, 4, 7, 8.

Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 20, 28.

Record Comments: RC 6.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Department: This is a housekeeping proposal to make regulations on Dungeness crab measurements

consistent across sport, commercial, personal use, and subsistence fisheries. Enforcement
specialist stated that they would submit a RC with language for clarification of definition,

Support:
s None.

Opposition:
e None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Support.

AC Positions: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus fo support.

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to approve as housekeeping,

Substitute Language: Subsistence shellfish:

5 AAC 02.115(2) only male Dungeness crab six and one-half inches or greater in shoulder width may be
taken or possessed; for the purposes of this paragraph, shoulder width measurement of Dungeness

crab shall be the straight line distance across the carapace immediately anterior to the tenth
anterolateral spine and shall not include the spines;

Sport Fish, Sontheastern Alaska shellfish:
5 AAC 47.020(11)(A) Dungeness crab: must be six and one-half inches or greater in [CARAPACE
WIDTH] shoulder width: for the purposes of this paragraph, shoulder width measurement of
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Dungeness crab shall be the straight line distance across the carapace immediately anterior to the
tenth anterolateral spine and shall not include the spines;

Personal use shellfish Southeastern:
5 AAC 77.612(3) the minimum legal size for male Dungeness crab is six and one-half inches in shoulder

width; for the purposes of this paragraph, shoulder width measurement of Dungeness crab shall
be the straight line distance across the carapace immediately anterior to the tenth anterolateral
spine and shall not include the spines;

Personal Use shellfish Yakutat:
5 AAC 77.662(3) the minimum [egal size for male Dungeness crab is six and one-half inches in shoulder

width; for the purposes of this paragraph, shoulder width measurement of Dungeness crab shall
be the straight line distance across the carapace immediately anterior to the tenth anterolateral

spine and shall nof include the spines;
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PROPOSAL 148. — SAAC 32.110. FISHING SEASONS FOR REGISTRATION AREA A.
Change season dates for Dungeness crab fishery to July 1 through November 1 in all waters of Southeast

Alaska.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 4, Written Tab 7.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 6, 7, 8.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 9, 18, 24, 28.
Record Comments: RC 6.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Department: The department opposes this proposal because the proposed timing overlaps with the molt
and mating period for female Dungeness crab.

Support:
o Panel member offered support, but only if a fall season occurred.

Opposition:
¢ A panel member stated opposition because he bought a permit to fish the first two weeks of
Season.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Opposed.
AC Positions; Oppose: Wrangell.
Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 149 and 150. - SAAC 32.110. FISHING SEASON FOR REGISTRATION AREA A.
Match the season description of Districts 1 and 2 with all other waters of Registration Area A.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 4, Written Tab 7.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, 6, 7, 8.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 18, 24, 28.
Record Comments: RC 6.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

e Panel members questioned the department’s standard for soft shell crab and the determination
that mortality of light crab was 30% - 50%. Panel members stated that some crab are “light
crab” and that these were marketable and harvest/handling was not harmful.

o Panel member stated that he understands that non-commercial users want these areas for
themselves.

¢ Board member stated that fishing time would remain the same with loss of winter opportunity
equaling the gain in summer opportunity.

Department: Provided life history information and soft shell identification standard (levels less than 40
as measured with a durometer) and stated that the softer the crab, the higher the handling

mortality.

Support:
s Buyers are not getting enough product in early season; most molting has occurred by that time.

» Legal crabs have bred for at least one year and this prevents stock collapse.

¢  Would like to see District 1 and 2 opened, as soft shell crab can occur any time of the year and it
would give more area during the summer months; better market, better weather (avoid freezing
over), and sea otters are reducing fishable grounds.

¢ Industry has worked with the department on management and it has been shown that a summer
season works. Summer market conditions have been considered to be more important than
considerations regarding life history timing and soft shell issues.

s Panel member stated that production should increase with added bait and if removals allow for
stock growth into vacated habitat.

Opposition:
o Commercial opportunity currenily exisis in the winter,
» Harvest in these areas would increase.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
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ADF&G Position: Opposed.
AC Positions: None.
Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose and take no action on proposal 150 due to
the action taken on proposal 149.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 151 —5AAC 32.146 SOUTHEASTERN ALASKA (REGISTRATION AREA A)
DUNGENESS CRAB MANAGEMENT PLAN. Allow flexibility in Dungeness crab management
plan if soft shell crab landings significantly affect harvest forecast.

Staff Reports; RC 3, Oral Tab 4, Written Tab 7.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, 3,6, 7, 8.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 18, 20.
Record Comments: RC 6.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

¢ A board member stated that this proposal gives the department more flexibility.

e A panel member supported the idea of the proposal, but not if it is going to shut down the
Summer season.

e A panel member requested that staff clarify the definition of soft shell vs. a light crab; and
expressed concern over various interpretations of soft shell being used in the fishery.

Department:
e Stated that the summer season would not be affected.
e Staff offered an alternative solution to require permit holder o record discarded soft shell crab

on fish tickets, for which there was no support.

Support:
e Proposal intent is to prevent the industry from being penalized with a shortened season as a result

of lower catch from soft shell early in the summer season.

s Panel member supported proposal as written, but would like a subjective method of determining
the mumber of soft shell crab that are discarded.

s Public panel member stated that port sampling already collects information on level of soft shell
that could be used in the forecast.

Opposition: None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Support.
AC Positions: None.
Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to support.

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to support,
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Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 152. - 5AAC 32.125. LAWFUL GEAR FOR REGISTRATION AREA A. Require
all permit holders to be onboard vessel when multiple permits are used in Dungeness crab fishery.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 4, Written Tab 7.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, 3, 7, 8.

Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 12, 13, 18, 20, 28.

Record Comments: RC 6, 18.

Narrative of Support and Oppaosition:

Department: Enforcement specialist stated that this was already illegal, but also stated that the
regulatory language should be clarified.

Support: None.

Opposition: None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.

AC Posifions: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: No action necessary.

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to support cleaning up the language.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 153. - 5AAC 32.125. LAWLFUL GEAR FOR REGISTRATION AREA A. Prohibit
the use of two permits in the Dungeness crab fishery.
Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 4, Written Tab 7.
Staff Comments: RC 2.
Deliberation Materials: None.
AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Commitiee Comment Tab, AC §, 9.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 12, 13, 18.
Record Comments: RC 6, 18.
Narrative of Support and Oppesition:
e No discussion and no support from panel members when polled by committee chair.
Support: None.

Opposition: None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.
Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 154 — 5 AAC 47.035. Methods, means, and general provisions - Shellfish. Close sport
fishing for Dungeness crab in areas closed to commercial Dungeness crab fishing.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 4, Written Tab 7.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: RC 5.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, 3,4, 6, 7, 8.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 18, 20, 24, 28,
Record Comments: RC 6.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

» The proposer stated that this proposal was previously submitted twice to the Board. The
proposer explained that the commercial closures were not made for conservation concerns, but to
provide additional harvest opportunity to sport, personal use, and subsistence fisheries and not
for the benefit of sport charter and tourism activities. They also mentioned that commercial
closures are year-round and would like sport closures for the same fime period.

e The committee chair asked the department whether the commercial closures were for
conservation purposes. The department replied that there were no conservation issues,

¢ A public panel member expressed concern that these areas were set aside for local needs, but are
now being abused by other business ventures.

» A board committee member asked the department if only 1/3 of 1% of the total harvest can be
attributed to the sport fishery. The department clarified that the sport harvest represents 39% of
the combined personal use and sport harvest, which is only 1% of the total all gear harvest
(including commercial harvest).

» A panel member stated that sport anglers should not benefit from areas closed to commercial
fishing.

o Panel member stated that the local residents who originally proposed the commercial closures
are not asking that these areas be closed to sport fishing; rather proposal is from commercial
industry.

Support:
e A panel member expressed support for this proposal.

Opposition:

¢ There is a lot of crab in these areas and this proposal would negatively impact tourism.
» Sport harvest in these arcas does not impact personal use crabbing.
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POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral, but opposed to implementing regulations that mirror the time and area of the
commercial Dungeness crab fishery as a means to restrict the sport fishery due to the complexity
of resulting regulations and in-season emergency orders.

AC Positions: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.

Board Committec Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 155. - SAAC 32.150(11). CLOSED WATERS IN REGISTRATION AREA A. Open
Twelve-mile Arm area that is closed to commercial Dungeness crab fishing during the fall season.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 4, Written Tab 7.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, 6, 7, 8.

Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 4, 5, 7, 10, 11, 14, 20, 22, 23, 24, 28, 30.
Record Comments: RC 4, 6, 15.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

e The department explained that the proposal incorrectly identified the Twelve Mile Arm area
when the intent of the proposal was actually to reopen the waters of Whale Pass. This
clarification was confirmed by the proposer.

¢ A committee board member asked the panel to quantify the size of the proposed area. A few
panel members replied that it was approximately 1.5 miles in length; however the inner third of
the bay was not fishable since it goes dry.

Support:
o  Wrangell AC supports this proposal.
* A panel member expressed support for this proposal.

Opposition:
* A panel member opposed this proposal because the Whale Pass area proposed to be opened to
commercial fishing is a very small area and the commercial fisherman will line their pots right
along the boundary line, resulting in the catch of some crab inside the closure line as the crab

migrate in and out with the tides.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral,

AC Positions:
Supports: Wrangell AC.

Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus,
Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Substitute Language: None.

17 of 26



Alaska Board of Fisheries Committee D Report 1/24/2009

PROPOSAL 157. -5AAC 32.150. CLOSED WATERS IN REGISTRATION AREA A. Close
waters near Coffiman Cove to commercial Dungeness crab fishing during the summer season.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 4, Written Tab 7.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 2, 6, 7, 8.
Timely Public Comment; RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 18, 20, 21, 24, 28.
Record Comments: RC 6.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

e A panel member asked the board to also close the sport fishery if this proposal was adopted. The
panel member mentioned that the proposer is a charter operator and advertises Dungeness crab as
part of his operation.

» A panel member noticed an error in the regulatory language regarding boundary lines and
requested a correction if the board moves to adopt this proposal.

s A panel member clarified that the proposer is not looking out for the personal use resource;
rather, the proposer is a charter operator {argeting addiiional closures in the commercial fishery.

Support: None.

Opposition:
e The Wrangell AC opposes this proposal.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.
AC Positions: Opposes: Wrangell.
Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 158. - 5SAAC 32.150. CLOSED WATERS IN REGISTRATION AREA A. Close
commercial Dungeness crab fishing from the north end of Wrangell Narrows to Mountain Point for five

years.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 4, Written Tab 7.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 2, 6, 8,
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 18, 20, 24, 28.
Record Comments: RC 6.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

» Panel member supports proposed closure and mentioned that there is not much sport harvest near
Petersburg.

s A board member asked the panel member who was in support of this proposal if he was willing
to discuss a compromise on a smaller area with other panel members and submit an RC to
modify the proposal. He agreed to smaller size or some form of compromise, however, panel
members in opposition were not willing to attempt a compromise.

Support:
e There were concerns for the size of the proposed closure area and one panel member suggested a

reduction of the size of the area may be a compromise and would even consider seasons.

¢ Another panel member was supportive of a compromise if adoption of this proposal would also
restrict sport anglers.

o Pancl member stated that there needs to be opportunity for less able or young users to harvest or
learn how to catch crab nearby town.

Opposition:

e Omne panel member expressed opposition and mentioned he would like to see the sport fishery
closed also if this proposal was adopted.

e T'wo more panel members opposed; one mentioned that sport and personal use fishers are still
able to fish for crab and this proposal serves to remove commercial opportunity in the area,

¢ Pancl member stated that in the past when commercial sector agreed to commercial closure,
sport charter users moved in and displaced residents.

¢ Two panel members thought this proposal would displace entry level fisherman.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&GQG Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: None.
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Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.
Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Substitute L.anguage: None.

21 0f 26



Alaska Board of Fisheries Committee D Report 1/24/2009

PROPOSAL 156. - SAAC 32.150(16). CLLOSED WATERS IN REGISTRATION AREA A.
Reopen Chaik Bay to commercial Dungeness crab fishing,

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 4, Written Tab 7.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 3, 8.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 18, 20, 24, 28.

Record Comments: RC 6.
Narrative of Support and Opposition:

e The Sitka AC representative explained that a proposal was presented at 2006 board meeting by a
nonresident who operates a charter business in the Chaik Bay area resulting in a closure of Chaik

Bay to commercial fishing for Dungeness. He noted the following:
o The board ruling in 2006 was in part based on information that there were no Dungeness

crab populations close to Angoon, which he believed was false.
o The Chaik Bay area is a significant part of the commercial fishing grounds and that there

is no subsistence use in the area.
o No objections from Angoon and support from Sitka Tribe of Alaska to reopen Chaik Bay,

o A committee Board member asked the department if the prior closure was due to biological
concerns in the area. The department reiterated that closure in 2006 was not due to biological

CONCETSs,

Support:
o The Sitka AC supported this proposal.

Opposition: None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral,

AC Positions: Supports: Sitka.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to support.
Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to support.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 159 —5AAC 32.150. CLOSED WATERS IN REGISTRATION AREA A. Close
Naukati Bay to commercial crab fishing,

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 4, Written Tab 7.

Staff Comments: RC 2,

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Commitlee Comment Tab, AC 2, 6, 7, 8.

Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 2, 18, 20, 24, 28,

Record Comments: RC 6.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:
o Panel member stated that probably only one commercial user would be affected.

Support: None.

Opposition: None.

POSTTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.
AC Positions: None.
Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 161. - SAAC 75.085(2) Guided sport ecotourism requirements. Allow ecotourism
clients without sport fishing licenses to handle gear or fish under direct supervision of registered guide.
Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 4, Written Tab 7.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: RC 5.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, 2,3,4,5,6,7, 8.

Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 18, 20, 28.

Record Comments: RC 6.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Support: None.

Opposition: None.

POSTTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral,
AC Positions: None.
Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 162. — SAAC 47.090 George Inlet superexclusive guided sport ecotourism Dungeness
crab fishery, Modify regulations that limit the number of pots and lifts in the George Inlet
superexclusive guided sport Dungeness crab ecotourism fishery.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 4, Written Tab 7.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: RC 5.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1,2, 6, 7, 8.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 20, 28.
Record Comments: None.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

s A board member expressed to the panel that this proposal would give flexibility to the
department to take action to restrict the fishery if more than three vessels register for the fishery.

o A panel member asked if George Inlet was closed to commercial Dungeness crab fishing. The
department replied that District 1, including George Inlet, is open to commercial Dungeness crab
fishing, though there is not much effort in the area because other areas of District 1 are more
productive.

» One panel member stated that this operation should be a commercial venture and be required to
purchase limited entry permits.

s A board member briefed the panel on the origin and development of the regulations from the
March 2008 board meeting. He explained that the board examined both commercial and guided
sport frameworks, however it was determined that a business cannot own a limited entry permit
and so the board voted for the guide sport framework.

o The Wrangell AC clarified that during the advisory committee discussions they misinterpreted
the meaning of superexclusive thinking it limited participation in the fishery.

¢ A board member clarified the operational activities and informed the panel that this operation
purchases 37K pounds of Dungeness crab from the commercial fisheries.

» One panel member expressed caution because this type of operation will likely gain in popularity
and expand throughout the state and their backyards.

Support:
= One panel member expressed support for the regulations being reauthorized. He did not have any
concerns as long as there is no damage to the resource. He highlighted that this fishery was a
good educational tool to inform the public about the resource, ecosystem, and crab fishery.

Opposition:
» Southeast Alaska Fisherman’s Alliance expressed opposition and suggested that the board
consider closed seasons to reduce handling mortality during molt season.
e One panel member expressed opposition to having the regulations reinstated because this
operation was taking away from his charter business.
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o Ketchikan AC expressed opposition due to the risks of handling mortality during molt season
and cannibalism.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Opposed.

AC Positions: Opposed: Ketchikan, Wrangell.

Public Panel Recommendation: No consensus.

Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to support as amended.
Substitute Language:

5 AAC 47,090(i) is amended to read:

(i) The commissioner may close the fishery by emergency order, or close and immediately
reopen the fishery with additional conditions by emergency order, if the commissioner determines that a
closure or additional conditions are reasonably necessary for the protection of the resource. The
commissioner shall close the guided sport ecotourism Dungeness crab fishery if the personal use
Dungeness crab fishery in the area is closed. The commissioner may [SHALL] reduce the number of

atlowable pots or the number of allowable liffs, or both, if more than three vessels register for the
George Inlet superexclusive guided sport ecotourism Dungeness crab fishery.

5 AAC 47.090(n) is repealed:

(n) Repealed.
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PROPOSAL 163. - 5AAC 47.090. George Inlet superexclusive guided sport ecotourism Dungeness
erab fishery. Increase number of pots and lifts per vessel in the George Inlet superexclusive guided
sport Dungeness crab fishery.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 4, Written Tab 7.

Staff Comments; RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: RC 5.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, 2, 3.

Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab, PC 20, 28.

Record Comments: RC 6.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Support: None.

Opposition: None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral,

AC Positions: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.
Board Committee Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 187 - 5 AAC 38.167. FISHING SEASON FOR SCALLOPS IN
REGISTRATION AREA D. Move opening date in Yakutat District 16 scallop fishery from July
1 to June 1.
Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 5, Written Tab 8,
Staff Comments: RC 2.
Deliberation Materials: RC28, RC 9.
AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, AC 8
Timely Public Comment: RC1, Public Comment Tab PC6, PC 25, PC 26, PC27.
Record Comments: RC 21, RC 30
Narrative of Support and Opposition:
Support: None.
Opposition:
e Proposer offered to withdraw proposal during committee meeting due to department

information on spawn timing in the adjacent area.

Other Point of Discussion:
e Chairman asked proposer to submit documentation on withdrawal of proposal as RC,

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Oppose.

AC Positions: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.
Board Committee Recommendation: Oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 188 - SAAC 38.142. SOUTHEASTERN ALASKA GEODUCK FISHERY
MANAGEMENT PLAN. Establish equal quota share program for geoducks fishery.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 5, Written Tab 8.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, AC 7, AC 8.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab PC6.

Record Comments: RC 6, RC 11, RC 21.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Department of Law: Confirmed the ability of the BOF to create an equal share management
strategy. The BOF cannot delegate management authority to SARDFA.

Support: None.

Opposition:
* Increased cost to SARDFA to support an equal quota share management strategy due to
PSP sampling and testing cost.
¢ The majority of the fleet would experience decreased revenue.

POSTTIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF &G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: Support: Petersburg.
Oppose: Ketchikan.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.
Board Committee Recommendation: Oppose.

Substitute Language: None,
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PROPOSAL 189 - SAAC 38.142, SOUTHEASTERN ALASKA GEODUCK FISHERY
MANAGEMENT PLAN. Change start date of geoduck season to July 1.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 5, Written Tab 8.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Commitiee Comment Tab, AC 1, AC 7, AC 8.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab PC6.

Record Comments: RC 6, RC 11, RC12.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Department of Law: BOF cannot delegate management authority to SARDFA,

Support: None.

Opposition:
e Tt would be very difficult for the department to handle a summer fishery because of staff
limitations.

¢ Processing capacity during summer months would not allow for geoduck processing.
e PSP is worse during the summer months making live shipment more difficult.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral,

AC Positions: Support: None.
Oppose: Ketchikan, Petersburg.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.
Board Committee Recommendation: Oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 190 - SAAC 38.142. SOUTHEASTERN ALASKA GEODUCK FISHERY
MANAGEMENT PLAN. Establish trip limits for geoducks fishery.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 5, Written Tab 8.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, AC 7.
Timely Public Comment: Public Comment Tab PC6.

Record Comments: RC 6, RC 11, RC 21.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Support: None.

Opposition:

o Cited same issues as proposal 188 and 189,
o This plan might work in a small area but not feasible for all of Southeast Alaska.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: Support: None.
Oppose: Keichikan,

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.
Board Committee Recommendation: Oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 191 - 5AAC 38.142. SOUTHEASTERN ALASKA GEODUCK FISHERY
MANAGEMENT PLAN. Divide management area in Southeast into two areas for geoduck
fishery.
Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 5, Written Tab 8.
Staff Comments: RC 2.
Deliberation Materials: None.
AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, AC 7, AC 8.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab PC6.
Record Comments; RC 6, RC 11, RC 21.
Narrative of Support and Opposition:
Support: None.
Opposition:
*  Would increase management costs.

e Also, same issues as proposals 188 and 189.
¢ Too complicated.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: Support: None.
Oppose: Ketchikan, Petersburg.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.
Board Committee Recommendation: Oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 192 - 5AAC 38.146. REGISTRATION REQUIREMENTS FOR RED SEA
URCHINS, SEA CUCUMBERS, AND GEODUCK CLAMS IN REGISTRATION AREA A.
Allow sub-regional area registration for geoduck fishery in Registration Area A.
Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 5, Written Tab 8.
Staff Comments: RC 2.
Deliberation Materials: None.
AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, AC2, AC7, AC8§.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab PCé.
Record Comments: RC 11, 21.
Narrative of Support and Opposition:
Office of Subsistence Management: No concern (PC6).
Support:
s Would remove unnecessary and cumbersome registration requirement and replace with

more suitable requirements.
o Deregulatory proposal.

Opposition: None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Support.

AC Positions: Support: Ketchikan, Petersburg.
Oppose: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to support.
Board Committee Recommendation: Support.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 193 - SAAC 38.142. SOUTHEASTERN ALASKA GEODUCK FISHERY
MANAGEMENT PLAN. Correct latitude reference for closed area in Kliuchevoi Bay in
District 13.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 5, Written Tab 8.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, AC 2.

Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab PCG.

Record Comments: RC 11, RC 21.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Support:
e Unanimous support of this housekeeping proposal with additional language.

Opposition: None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Support with the amended and added language.

AC Positions: Support: Ketchikan.
Oppose: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to support.
Board Committee Recommendation: Support.

Substitute Language: Due to an additional error found within regulations while creating the
briefing document, additional language is suggested.

(3) (A) waters of Kliuchevoi Bay east of a line from 56 ° [55] 50.40° N. lat.,135 ©22.52° W. long.
(3) (B) waters of within the unnamed bay located southeast of Frosty Reef east of a line from 56

©52.82° N. lat., 135 °22.93* W. long to 56 °©52.70° N lat., 135 ©22.98° W. long to 56 ° 52.6[3]1’
N lat., 135 °22. 9[8]7® W. long, and south of the latitude 56 53.00° N. lat.;
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PROPOSAL 194 - SAAC 38.140. SOUTHEASTERN ALASKA SEA CUCUMBER
MANAGEMENT PLAN. Allow use of tenders in sea cucumber fishery.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 5, Written Tab 8.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, AC2, AC 7, AC8.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab PCé.

Record Comments: RC 6, RC 11, RC 21.

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Department of Law: The BOF does not have the authority to limit the amount of product
onboard a tender.

Support:
e This is a housekeeping proposal allowing tenders fo participate in the sea cucumber
fishery without having to issue EOs, which the department has been doing.

e Deregulatory proposal.

Opposition: None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Support.

AC Positions: Support: Ketchikan.
Oppose: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to support.
Board Committee Recommendation: Support.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 195 - S5AAC 38.140. SOUTHEASTERN ALASKA SEA CUCUMBER
MANAGEMENT PLAN. Move boundary for commercial sea cucumber fishery to the north end
of St. Phillip Island.
Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 5, Written Tab 8.
Staff Comments: RC 2.
Deliberation Materials: None.
AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, AC2, AC7, ACS.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab PC6.
Record Comments: RC 11, RC 21.
Narrative of Support and Opposition:
Support: None.
Opposition:

® There appears to be no conservation issue of sea cucumbers in this area.

This closure would reduce the GHL for an area easily accessible from Craig.

L J
o The descriptions of lines in this proposal are not clear.
e This proposal will affect approximately 60 square miles.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: Support: None.
Oppose: Ketchikan, Petersburg.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to oppose.
Board Committee Recommendation: Oppose.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 196 - 5 AAC 38.140. SOUTHEASTERN ALASKA SEA CUCUMBER
MANAGEMENT PLAN. Reopen Clover Pass area near Kefchikan to commercial sea
cucumber fishing.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 5, Written Tab 8.
Staff Comments: RC 2.
Deliberation Materials: None.
AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, AC2, AC7, AC 8.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab PC6.
Record Comments: RC 11, RC 21.
Narrative of Support and Opposition:
Support:
o The intent of the original regulation was to provide personal use opportunities of crab and
shrimp, not limit sea cucumber commercial fishing.
e No conservation issues with reopening the area.

Opposition: None,

Other Point of Discussion:
s SARDFA representative stated that the Back Island Navy facility may warrant a closure.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADE&G Position: Neutral.

AC Positions: Support: Ketchikan.
Oppose: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to support.
Board Committee Recommendation: Support.

Substitute Language: None.
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PROPOSAL 197 - 5AAC 38.145. SOUTHEASTERN ALASKA RED SEA URCHIN
MANAGEMENT PLAN. Delete onboard observer requirement for red sea urchin fishery.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 5, Written Tab 8.

Staff Comments: RC 2.

Deliberation Materials: None.

AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC1, AC 2, ACS8.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab PC6.

Record Comments: None

Office of Subsistence Management: No concermn (PC6).

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

Department of Law: If the BOF wants to retain the observer requirement, it should make the
required written findings at this meeting.

Support: None.

Opposition:

o The Department opposes this proposal and desires to retain the current onboard
observer requirement. The department feels that onboard observers may be needed in
some circumstances to ensure proper accounting of harvest on vessels that are
processors for the red sea urchin fishery. The red sea urchin fishery is unique in that
the final product is roe and nothing else is kept from red urchins. With onboard
processing, there is no opportunity for the department to sample the whole animal
since roe would be the only available product when the vessel returns to town. The
department is also concerned with the potential of "high grading" and inaccurate
reporting on fish tickets.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Oppose.

AC Positions: Support: None.
Oppose: None.
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Public Panel Recommendaiion: Consensus o oppose.
Board Committee Recommendation: Oppose.

Substitute Language:
5 AAC 39.XXX. Southeastern Alaska Red Sea Urchin Findings

The Board of Fisheries finds that, for the southeastern Alaska red sea urchin fishery,
onboard observers on board fishing vessels that catch and process red sea urchins would
greatly enhance management, primarily by facilitating information gathering and by
improving regulatory compliance. Onboard observers are the only practical fishery
monitoring, data-gathering, and enforcement mechanism that will ensure that a vessel that
is used for the processing of red sea urchins is properly documenting its harvest. The Board
of Fisheries, therefore, finds it necessary to authorize the Alaska Department of Fish and
Game to implement an onboard observer programs for the red sea urchin fishery in
southeast Alaska because it:

(1) is the only practical data-gathering and enforcement mechanism;

(2) will not unduly disrupt the fishery; and

(3) can be conducted at a reasonable cost,
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PROPOSAL 198 - 5AAC 38.062. PERMITS FOR OCTOPI, SQUID, HAIR CRAB, SEA
URCHINS, SEA CUCUMBERS, SEA SNAILS, AND OTHER MARINE
INVERTEBRATES. Develop an octopus management plan with octopus as a bycatch only
species.

Staff Reports: RC 3, Oral Tab 5, Written Tab 8.
Staff Comments: RC 2.
Deliberation Materials: New management plan included in substitute language.
AC Reports: RC 1, Advisory Committee Comment Tab, AC 1, AC 2, AC7.
Timely Public Comment: RC 1, Public Comment Tab PC 6, PC 20.
Record Comments: None
Office of Subsistence Management: No concern (PC6).
Narrative of Support and Oppeosition:
Support:
e Possible increase in octopi biomass.

e The Department supports the proposal with the proposed management plan.

Opposition: None.

POSITIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ADF&G Position: Support.

AC Positions: Support: None.
Oppose: None.

Public Panel Recommendation: Consensus to support.
Board Committee Recommendation: Support.

Substitute Language:
5 AAC 38.1XX. Octopus management plan for Southeast Alaska.
(a) Octopus may be taken as bycatch only in Southeast Alaska.

(1) the maximum bycatch allowance for pot gear may not exceed 35% by weight of
the whole weight of the targeted species on board a vessel; and

(2) the maximum bycatch allowance for long line gear may not exceed 15% by
weight of the round weight of groundfish or halibut on board a vessel.

(b} Octopus may be faken with pots and longlines,
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(¢) In registration area A, the guideline harvest range for the taking of octopus is 0 to
35,000 pounds.

{d) when the annual guideline harvest level of octopus has been reached the
Commissioner shall close, by emergency order, Area A to the retention of octopus.

(e) All octopus retained whether sold or retained for personal use shall be recorded on a
fish ticket.
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ADF &G Analysis of Pot Shrimp Catch per Pot Data for Proposal 141

The Department has reviewed the catch per pot (CPUE) analysis contained in the briefing
document for proposal 141. Upon further review, it was determined this analysis did not
adequately take into account differences among districts, years and fishers; therefore the
figure 144-2 can not be used fo compare the CPUE between pot size. We revised this
analysis to account for the differences by standardizing the data by dividing the seasonal
district average large pots CPUE by small pots CPUE, which allows comparison between
pot size and years (Figure 1). For example, 75% would indicate the small pot CPUE was
75% of large pot CPUE, 100% would indicate that the small CPUE is the same as the
large pot CPUE and 125% would indicate the small CPUE is 25% more than the large pot
CPUE.

Districts 5-10 Average Percent Small Pot Catch per Pot of Large Pot

Catch per Pot for the 02-07 Seasons (Only includes data with at least one vessel per pol
size category)

140%

120% -

100% -

80% -

60% -

Catcher per Pot

40%

Average Percent Small Pot
Catch per Pot of Large Pot

20% A

0% - i v
02-03 03-04 04-05 05-06 06-07 07-08 Owerall Avg.

Season

Figure 1. Districts 5 through 10 average percent small catch per pot of large catch per pot
(large pot catch per pot divided by small catch per pot) per season.

In addition to the revised analysis, the department also used catcher-processor voluntary
logbook data to examine differences in CPUE and shrimp size caught between pot size
(Fig. 2) of a one-day soak time. This analysis includes logbook data from Districts 1, 2, 3,
6, 9 and 13. The analysis 1s more limifed in the number of boats, but covers a wider
geographical area.

ot
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Stratman, Joseph P (DFG)

“rom: Rosenkranz, Gregg (DFG)

ient: Thursday, January 22, 2009 10:36 AM

To: Bishop, Gretchen H (DFG); Hebert, Kyle P (DFG); Stratman, Joseph P (DFG)
Cc: Burt, Ryan M (DFG); Trowbridge, Charles E (DFG); Donaldson, Wayne K (DFG)
Subject: FW: BOF Proposal 187 to open Yakutat Scallop Season one month early.

Folks, not gquite sure why this was not sent to you (see below}. Ryan may also have
comments regarding cur ability to have observers ready for deployment a month earlier than
usual.

Hope this helps,
Gregqg

CLLLLLL 2RI
Gregg Rosenkranz

Scallop Biometrician

State of Alaska

Department of Fish and Game
211 Mission Road

Kodiak, AK 99615

phone 807 486-1858
fax 907 486-1824

————— Original Message—————
From: Donaldson, Wayne K (DFG)
=2nt: Tuesday, January 20, 2009 11:34 AM
5: Bowers, Forrest R (DFG); Milani, Krista C (DFG); Sagalkin, Nicholas H (DFG); Stichert,
Mark A (DFG); Rosenkranz, Gregg (DFG); Burt, Ryan M (DFG)
Subject: FW: BOF Proposal 187 to open Yakutat Scallop Season one month early.

YT

From: Gustafson, Richard L (DFG)

Sent: Tuesday, January 20, 2009 11:08 AM

To: Trowbridge, Charles E (DFG); Goldman, Kenneth J (DFG)

Cc: Lingnau, Tracy L (DFG):; Donaldson, Wayne K (DFG)

Subject: RE: BCF Proposal 187 to open Yakutat Scallop Season one month early.

Greeting All,

From my perspective T feel the current fishery date is appropriate for weathervane scallop

stocks near Kayak. The spawning event is usually some time in June. I remember one
survey around 1998 that had a big storm around Memorial day resulting us being anchored up
at Wingham Island. Before the storm scallops most scallops were prespawning condition

and after the storm most scallops were spawned out. This could have been due to lecation
with in the bed but timing did seem to be a factor. Checking recent surveys have been as
early as May 11-16, 2002, when 97% of the scallops examined for gonad condition were in
the prespawning condition. Last year when the Kayak survey was June 7-11 East Bed 26.6%
were prespawning or spawning and West Bed 34.9% prespawning or spawning condition. The
first Kayak survey was in August 1995 and all scallops were spawned out. I can put all
Kayak survey gonad conditicn data together for this. Alsco, in order teo get all the survey
done prior to opening the fishery and data analyzed and estimates complete we would have
“o survey in April or early May. Good weather may be a factor in completing the survey in

ril. That 1s a minor consideration when compared to harvesting when 1/3 to 1/4 of the

2alliops have yet to spawn. Perhaps the Yakutat Stocks spawn earlier? The spawning
timing in Kamishak is similar to Kayak. We could compare the two areas. I haven't seen
the observer data from the Kayvak for spawning condition. Rich

1
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Reproductive Cycle, Size at Maturity, and Sexual
Conposition of Commercially Harvested Weathervane
Scallops (Patinopecten caurinus) in Alaska

Dawnier P. HENNICK

Aloskae Department of Fish and Game
Division of Commercial Fisheries
Seward, Alaska, USA

Heunick, D. P. 1970. Reproductive cycle, size at maturity, and sexual composition
of commercially harvested weathetvane scallops (Pasinopecten courinus) in
Alaska. J. Fish. Res. Bd. Canada 27: 21132-2119.

Findings of this study indicated that scallops spawn in the summer, primarily during
early June, and also through mid-July. Spawning is complete, and only cne annual spawning
occurs. Sexual composition of mature scallops appeared as a 50:50 ratio. Most scallops
were mature when three or more concentric rings {annual rings) were present on the upper
valve and all after four ot more were present. Scaliops off Yakutat grow slower and are
smaller at maturity than scallops off Kodiak Island. Growth and size differences did not
seem directly related to time of maturity,

Received May 13, 1970

Printed in Canada (J1794)




NOTLES 2113

EXPLORATIONS FOR SCALLOPS of comimercial size and quantity in Alaska
began in late 1967. These efforts were successful and by the end of 1969 more
than 3.7 million Ib of scallop meats were landed at Alaskan ports,

Objectives of this study were to determine: (1) size at maturity with
reference to the number of concentric, or annual, growth rings present on the
upper valve; (2) reproductive cycle and spawning period; and (3) sex ratio
of commercially caught scallops in Alaska. Prior to this study little information
cxisted on Alaska scallop stocks and knowledge on the above objectives is
indispensable for the proper management of this resource.

Melhods and precedures — Data for this study were collected fram August 1968 through
December 1969 aboard commercial scallop vessels. Samples were obtained between Cape St. Elias
and Cape Fairweather in the Yakutat region, and in the vicinity of Kodiak Island, especially
from the Marmot Bay-Portlock Bank region (Fig. I1).
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Random sampiing was accomplished by obtaining a shovel-full of about 23 individuals
from the catch prior to any sorting or processing. It was assumed that scallops in the catch were
not stratified by size. The narmal procedure of upending the dredge to dump out the catch resulted
in further mixing. Six or more samples were taken during each fishing day.

Samples of live scallops were also obtained from scallop vessels at the return of a fishing
trip. The scallops were placed in a plastic container and supplied with a fresh supply of sea water,
In thiz manner scallops could be kept alive for at least 3 days.

As soon as the sanple was taken, the scallops were shucked and the gonads were examined
macroscopically for determination of sexual maturity. Live samples brought ashore for laboratory
study were handled in an identical manner except that all scallops with two, three or, four con-
centric rings were measured to the nearest millimeter in a straight-line distance from umbo to
outer shell margin,

Exlernal features of gonad development — The stages of maturation were defined through
macroscopic examination. It was also passible to determine sex through color comparisons of
ovaries and festes, The defnitions are as follows:

(I) Empty or spawned out: Gonad reduced in size and collapsed, contains free water through-
oul, transparent, loop of alimentary canal clearly visible. Testes nearly colorless; ovuries a dull
amber to nearly colorless.

{IT} Imitial recovery: Gonad increasing in size, contains one-guarter to one-half the estimated
capacity of sex products, [ree waler exists in portions, loop of alinentary canal visible but fading.
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Tortion of testes containing sex cells cloudy white, rest transparent; ovaries amber to dull pink
G orange.

(111) Filling: Gonad near maximum size, contains three-quarters or store of the estinueted
capacily of sex products, free water exists only as small canals or at the distal end of the gonad,
lwop of alimentary canal visible only where it is close to the surface. Testes pasty white; ovaries
orange to bright crange.

{1V} Full or ripe: Gonad relatively targe in refation to other body parts, completely full
and rounded, contains no free water, loop of alimentary canal not nsually visible, texture appears
wveanalar, Testes flat white; ovaries bright orange,

(V) Immature or juvenite: Gonad relatively smalt In relation to other body parts, angulas
and Mlattened, transparent and coloriess.

The gonads of 17,971 sexually mature scallops were macroscopically examined during this
study. Depending upon the external features each gonad was placed into one of the four stages
of sexual development. In practice it proved difficait to clearly differentiate through external
examinations between the termination of ore stage and the beginning of another, The rate of
recovery after spawning varied from one area to another, and in some instances within the same
area. The problem of overlapping between stages was further compounded because the stage
of development was visually estimated and several observers were employed during the study
petriod, These factors were not considered critical, however, as macroscopic differences between
unspawned individuals (stage 1V), and recently spent individuals (stage I} were clear and un-
mistakable. In addition an incompletely spawned individual could readily be detected from an
individual that had completed spawning.

Initially, the criteria for separation of the stages of maturation were not well defined, but
externa] appearance, fullness, and coloration were noted. Descriptions were based upon laboratory
observations with reference 1o Muson (1958) for Pecen maximus and to Sastey (1963} for Ae-
yrtpecten irrddians.

Repraduciive cycle — Scallop gonads during August 1968 were empty,
watery, transparent, and nearly colorless (stage I), although it is likely that
closer examination would have revealed a portion of them in the early recovery
stage. No samples were taken during September and October of 1968, but
beginning in November of 1968 and extending through December of 1969,
one to five samples were examined monthly. Gonad samples observed during
Novenmber and December of 1968 from the Kodiak area indicated they were
at least three-quarters full (stage III) and contained some free water. Qh-
servations in the latter part of January 1969 in the Cape Karluk area of Kodialk
indicated the gonads were full or ripe (stage IV) and no free water was visible.
Hence, it is evident that the division point between stages 111 and IV occurred
between mid-December and the latter part of January (Tables 1 and 2). The
gonads remained in the full or ripe condition in all areas for several months,
although there appeared to be a progressive enlargement and rounding of
the gonad, and coloration became more distinet with the passing of time.

Prior to May 19 in the Yakutat area and June 3 in the Kodiak area, no
spawned or partially spawned individuals were found in any of the samples
examined. On June 8 in the Kodiak area and June 16 in the Yakutat arca sam-
ples were examined that cleardy indicated spawning had occurred in all indivi-
duals examined, and in cach instance spawning was complete (Fig. 2).

Apparcntly, spawning began after AMay 19 in the Yakutat area and was
completed prior to June 16. However, this statement should be qualified
since samples [rom the Yakutat area were relatively small, with extended




NOTUES RIVE]

Tasee L Observatious on the stages of gunad maturity and sexual composition of scallops
from the Yakutat area, 1968-69,

Stage of gonad condition

Cutlection Sample
Bate location sive Male Female I 11 Il IV v
1908
Aug. 48 vy Bay 4314 - SR R 2 1
1969
Ieb. 17 Yakutat Bay 9% 33 46 99
25 Cape Fairweather 14028 657 715 1402
AMar, 8 Cape Yakutaga 10 40 60 100
16-19 Icy Bay 136t= 701 660 1361
27 Icy Bay 168 i 89 168
Apr. 1 Cape Yakuotaga 78 39 39 78
May 19 Cape Yakutaga ol 20 36 56 4
June 16 Icy Bay 80 46 34 80
July 21 Cape Yaloutaga 70 32 18 21 45 4
26 Cape Yakutaga 318 32 19 51 1
Avg 13 Dry Bay 943 - - 98 12 3
Totai 8761 1719 1746 5428 57 T 364 5

sSamples processed at sea.
bSumples not sexed or immature,

periods between sampling. By and large, however, it is my opinion that spawn-
ing began and ended in the Yakutat area between the dates indicated, In
the Kodiak area, samples were larger, periods between samples shorter, and,
in general, samples were more representative of the fishing areas. The data
suggest that the mwajority of scallops spawned between June 3 and June 8.
However, 21 of 230 scallops examined between July 12 and 14 were only par-
tially spawned. The gonads of the 21 partially or incompietely spawned in-
dividuals were largely ecmpty or spent, but small clusters of free eggs and
sperm could be seen and the gonads did not appear entirely collapsed.

Samples examined in early August indicated initial recovery was well
under way, and by the end of August the majority of gonads were sufficiently
recovered so that gametes were visible and sex was easily determined by
color. Recovery progressed steadily thereafter, and by late November the
cycle was complete, as the gonads were again at least three-quarters full of
sex products.

Spawning svallops in this sty were observed only during June and carly
July, and only one annual spuwning occurred. 1¢is likely that timing of the
spawning period will exhibit yearfy fluctuations, or even that seasonal variation
oceurs between one area and another. However, 1 thinlk it is conclusive that
they spawn during the summer, primarily during eacly June, but extending
into July. The mechanism that triggers spawning is uncertain, hut temperature
changes seem to be involved. In laboratory experiments on sea scallops from
the east coast it was found that they could be induced to spawn by first slowly
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Observations on the stages of the maturity and sexual composition of sealops from the
Kodink area, 1968-69.

Bate

1968

Now.

Dec.
1969

Jan.
IFeb,

Alar.

Ay,

Alay

June

July
Aug,

Sept,

Qct.
Nowv,

Dec.

Totals

Stage of gonad condition

Collection Swnple
location wize  Male Female 1 [ 11t Iv

22 Cape Karluk 121 53 6h 113 7
29-Dec, 12 Cape Karluk 1339+ - ~h 1539

11 Halibut Bay 120 65 52 117 3
29 Cape Karluk 116 61 35 116

17 Aalina Bay 100 31 18 99 1
28 Cape Chiniak 1340 213 211 131
3-11 Marmot Island 230~ 132 96 228 2
12 Marmot Tsland 39 35 23 58 1

7 Cape Tkolik 708 37 12 79
11 Ugak Island 530 257 203 5530
9-21 Alurmot Island 503s 247 256 503
2l Uygak Island 118 63 40 3 5
8-17 Halibut Bay §252 396 421 317 8
23 Katmai Bay 75% 33 42 75
28-31 Kukak Bay 4300 218 212 130

3 Kupreamol Struit 172 75 97 i72

8 warmot Bay 75 48 27 73

12 Cape Tkotik 123 86 37 i16 e 2
14 Teak Esland 125 67 55 108 14 3
30-Aug. 8 Murmet Bay 1529~ 836 680 1073 443 £3
1l " 100 47 83 49 51
22 " 44 17 17 8 36
3u-41 " 3500 1o 139 50 298 1 1
31 " 596~ 340 255 42 553 i
12 " 52 0 32 14 19 19

28 v 15 33 2 75

21-25 " 534 278 256 53¢
36 ” 100 48 52 100

17 " &) 76 1 3

Y265 3996 3603 1535

1475 2459 376 30

=Samples processed at sen,
bSamples not sexed or lmumatiire,
*Individnals partially spawned.

raising and then sharply dropping water temperatures (Posgay, 1950, 1933).
Sea scallops on portions of the Georges Bank area have been observed spawning
during late September and October, and of those examined, 92% spawned
or were in the process of doing so within a 4-day period (Posgay, 1938).

Sexuol composition ---

The eurliest published data on observations of

weathervane scallop gonads in Alaska (Haynes and Powell, 1968} were made
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during January 1968 in the vicinity of Kodiak Istand, Alaska. They state
only that the gonads were “ripe” indicating that spawning had not recently
taken place.

It is clear that weathervane scallops are dioecious since no hermaphroditic
individuals were reported. Also, the sexes of the mature adult scallop are easily
distinguished by the charactetistic white coloration of the testes and bright
orange of the ovaries. The gonad of the adult scallop is {ull or ripe {stage 1V)
from about mid-January through the end of May, or until spawning begins.
Dhuring this period 7087 individuals were sexed: 3531 were males (49.89%),
and 3556 were females (50.29%), nearly a 1:1 ratio. Sex determination at other
times of the year, especially during the spawning and postspawning periad
{stage 1) was more difficult. At this time the gonads of both sexes appeared
similar, although the ovaries of the females tended to retain a faint amber
or light pink coloration. In the laboratory, sex could be determined micro-
scopically at any time of the year but for field purposes this technique was con-
sidered unnecessary and impractical.

Size al maturity — It 1s beyond the scope of this paper to enter into a
lengthy discussion of the size and growth rates of commercially harvested
weathervane scallops in Alaska. However, to state in meaningful terms when
a scallop had reached sexual maturity, it became necessary to classify them
into size groups according to the number of concentric rings present on the
upper valve. This was done only for shells having two, three, and four rings
present. Shell heights were determined by measuring, to the nearest millimeter,
the straight-line distance from umbo to outer shell margin. This measurement
makes no allowances for differential seasonal growth,




2118 JOURNAL FISHERIES RESEARCH ROARD OF CANADA, VOL. 27, NO. 11, 1970

Studies on age and growth of the east coast scallop, Placopecien magel-
lanicus, have shown that the concentric rings found on the shells are formed
annually and are therefore an indication of age (Baird, 1953; Stevenson and
Dickie, 1954), During this study monthly or bi-monthly samples of about 100
shells of the smallest sizes available were collected by the author for an age
and growth study by another agency. Although the results of this research
are unpublished, observations indicated that a single ring is {ormed anaually;
it begins to appear by late December, with new or more rapid growth appearing
by late April or May. There remains some doubt as to the age of the scallop
at the time the first ring has completely formed; hence, it is not implied that
the number of rings present as determined during this study can be directly
related to the true age of the animal. I do believe, however, that my ohservations
on the formation of the ring from examination of more than 1200 samples
gathered over a l-year period is sufficient evidence to state that a single ring
is in fact formed annually. This adds significance to the discussion of size at
maturity in relation to the number of rings present. Eventual publication
of age and growth studies should support this.

The number of concentric or annual rings present were easily determined
since young scallop shells were comparatively free of excessive marine growth.
Apparently, so-called “false rings” or checks occur, but my observations
tend to indicate these are normally distinct from the annual growth rings,
at least after the formation of the initial growth ring.

Examination of 2027 individual scallops during the course of this study
showed that 85 had 4 annual rings, 115 had 3 annual rings, and only 9 had 2
annual rings present. No scallops with less than two annual rings present were
recovered from the samples examined. The reason for the absence of smaller
scallops in the commercial eatch is unknown but may be due to gear selectivity,
or stock segregation, or both,

Scallops with three annual rings present from the Kodiak area (sample
size = 93) ranged from 74 to 128 mm in shell height, with an average of 104.2
mm. These from the Yakutat area (sample size = 22) ranged from 73 to 92 mm
in shell height, with an average of 84.6 mm. Only nine scallops with twe annual
rings present were found in the Kodiak samples, none from Yakutat. Scallops
with two annual rings averaged 85.8 mm in shell height and ranged between
65 and 99 mm. Of the 93 scallops having 3 annual rings from the Kodiak
arca, 81 were mature (87%) and 12 were immature. Of the 22 scallops with 3
annudls rings from the Yakutat arvea, 13 were mature (5994} and 9 were im-
mature. All 9 scallops with 2 annual rings were immature and all scallops
with 4 or more annual rings were mature (Tuble 3).

The majority of scallops reach sexual maturily after formation-of the third
annual ring and ali are mature after formation of the fourth ring. Unfortunately,
the sample size of scallops having four or fewer annual rings present was small
as a result of their scarcity in commercial catches, Scallops with three annual
rings from Kodiak averaged 19 mm larger than those from Yakutat, and the
difference for seallops with four annual rings averaged 23 mim. Tt is apparent
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TaBLE 3, Average size at maturity for weathervane seallops from the Kodiak and Yukutat
areas of Alaska, 1968-69,

Avg Size No.
Area Sumple  shell height range annual
sampled size (man) (mun) rings Mature  ITmmature
Kodiak [s, 1t 123.8 08147 4 ! 0
Yakutat 14 100.6 94-115 4 14 i}
Kodiak Is. 23 104.2 74-128 3 51 i2
Yakutat 22 84.6 73-92 3 13 9
Kodiak Is. 9 85.8 65-99 2 0 9
‘Totals 209 179 30

that growth is more rapid in the Kodiak area than in the Yakutat area. This
difference in average growth rates and size apparently is not related to sexual
maturity as the majority of scallops from both areas reached sexual maturity
after formation of the third annual ring.

Acknowledgments — This investigution was partially funded with federal aid under the
Commercial Fisheries Research and Development Act of 1969 {P.L. 90-551) as Project Number
5-23-R.
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January 23, 2009
Alaska Board of Fisheries (BOT)
Alaska Department of Fish & Game
PO Box 25526
Juneaun, AK 99802-5526

RE: Proposal 187
Dear Chairman Jensen

In consideration of our review of ADF&G’s submission of RC 28 & 29 submitted today,
we would like to rescind our proposal 187.

RC28 is an email from Richard Gustafson (ADFQG), who has been onboard many
department survey’s in the Kayak Island Scallop beds just north of the Yakutat beds and other
surveys. Until today the ASA was unaware the surveys were recording the gonad conditions, Mr,
Gustafson’s reputation is irrefutable and his email is satisfactory proof to us that our suspected
earlier spawning dates were not correct. We would like to ask him and the department to send us
copies of the data from his work in these surveys. In particular gonad conditions and bottom
temperatures.

RC29 is a study done by Dr, Daniel Hennick in 1970. We were aware of some references
to this study and made several requests for a copy, but this is our first look at it.

While we regret the late timing of these ADF&G RC submissions, however we do now
agree with ADF&G that the Weathervane Scallop does indeed appear to spawn as late as June.
Our goal is the same as the State of Alaska and we do not want to do anything that may harm the
sustainability of the Scallop stocks.

Mr. Tom Minio of the Scallop Vessel Provider has agreed to take out Kodiak ADFG
personnel, at no cost, in early June {o collect Scallops to be used at the Observer training center
in Anchorage. The ASA in return we would ask ADFG to check gonad conditions & bottom
temperatures and make a small report available to us.

The ASA would like to thank the Board of Fisheries and the Department of Fisheries for
their careful consideration of our proposal.

Best regards, Jim Stone /4/:1 5 /l-.;, \Sﬂcc; //g/ /4g§ 7.
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Pertaining to proposal 185 permit stacking in the golden king crab fishery.

The Proposers of this proposal would like to see permit stacking for the Golden
King Crab fishery in Southeast Alaska to allow for 150 pots to be fished from one vessel.
Under the current permif system there is a maximum number of permits set for this
fishery at 57. During the past 11 years an average of 36 permits made landings in the
fishery from a high of 48 in 2003 to a low of 16 in 1997. I contend that these active
permits are not the ones that will be stacked. 1 believe that currently inactive permits will
be brought mto the fishery.

-Maximum number of pots fished on average in the past 1] years 3600
~-Maximum number of pots aliowed if all permits consolidate under this proposal 4275
-Maximum number of pots allowed if all permits consolidate under a 120 gear limit 3420

-Maximum number of pots allowed if just non active permits come back and stack under
proposal 4650

-Maximurn number of pots allowed if just non active permits comeback and stack under a
120 gear limit 4020

I do not think that if is fair to put a financial hardship on a person to stay
competitive in this fishery. This proposal will force those already participating to find
another permit o stack on to their vessel because a person cannot participate at 50% less
efficiency or even 20%. It was insinuated that because of the cost to operate vessels and
gear in these fisheries there is a need to consolidate that just is not the case. I know of no
one that is having a hard go of it because they can not fish moxe gear off their vessel this
is just a means to make a few people more affective and in my opinion give them an
unfair advantage.

Lastly I would like to point out that the group that submitted this proposal is the
Southeast King And Tanner Task Force this group was formed at the direction of a
former board to be a collection of Industry and Department persons working together to
resolve issues in these fisheries I do not believe that it is fair for a select few to be using it
to be bringing proposals before the board. 1 think any proposals coming out of the King
and Tanner Task Force should be agreed upon by the Task Force and Dept before coming
to the board also I believe that a consensus of the fleet should be looked into before
submitfing a proposal under the guise of the King and Tanner Task Force. Otherwise A
person should be submitting these proposals under there own name. I have only addressed
this on the Golden Crab fishery but I have the same feelings in both the Tanner and
Red/blue fisheries.

Submitted by: Yancey Nilsen K69 Permit Holder
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Opposition to pot stacking in the Tanner and Golden Crab fisheries.

These proposals are on a fast track that would have profound changes in the
Fishery. These effects not only impact Management, but, Marketing, Producers and
Processors. There needs to be a lot more public input and study on what these
changes would do. The Golden King fishery depends on a fresh market and 2
lengthy season. Most of the available quota is caught by a small percentage of
permits. Adding 20% more efficiency to these permits will have a large effect on the
rate of catch. This would effectively shorten the season even more. Stacking permits
would most likely put all permits to work. No one vessel or perrmit should be allowed
more then 100 pots. Stacking in the Tanner fishery, if allowed, should be keptto a
cap of 100 pots. Allowing more than 100 pots in the Golden crab fishery, so as to
make it easy to swiich from Tanner to Golden, is creating a class of vessels never
seen before. The burden on Management 1o control this class of highly efficient
Fishermen could create 2 much shorter season. The best way to reduce fishing effort
1s by changing the season 1o a later date. ~ Thank You
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January 24, 2009

JohnJensen Chairman
Board of Fish
Alaska Department of Fish and Game

Dear Sir,

My name is Michael See; | am the Chairman of the Iy Strait Advisory Committee. {am
writing this letter to inform you that we would like to withdraw our proposal # 164 To Have
King Crab Recognized as a Subsistence Food. In proposal #165 To Open Part Frederick to
Subsistence and Personal use for King Crab, we would amend the proposal by removing
the word subsistence but would like to have Port Frederick open for Personal Use. The
purpose of our proposals was to make king crab accessible to our community members. It
is our hope we can work together in protecting the reseurce but at the same time, we hope
to be able to havest the crab to feed our families.

Sincerely, -

Michaei See Chafrman

icy Strait Advisory Commitiee
FO Box 253

Hoonah, Alaska 99829

Page 2
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5 AAC 02.108. Customary and traditional subsistence uses of
shellfish stocks (C&T findings).

Prepared by the Division of Subsistence, Alaska Department of Fish and Game for the
Alaska Board of Fisheries, January 2009

Winter 1989 Board of Fisheries meeting, Petersburg and Juneaun

King and Tanner Crab

The Board found no positive customary and traditional use of king and Tanner crabs in

Southeast Alaska, except in Yakutat. Negative findings were made for all communities
except Yakutat. No finding was made for Metlakatla.

The Board found customary and traditional use of king and Tanner crab in the waters of
Yakutat Bay, inside a line from the western-most point of Point Manby to the southern-

most point of Ocean Cape including Russell Fjord.

Marine Invertebrates Other than King and Tanner Crab

The Board found customary and traditional use marine invertebrates (including shrimp)
other than king and Tanner crab in the Yakutat area and in the upper Lynn Canal area for
Haines and Klukwan, as follows:

in the waters of Yakutat Bay inside a line from the western-most point of Point Manby to
the southern-most point of Ocean Cape including Russell Fjord.

in the waters of Dist, 15-A (Lynn Canal) north of Point Sherman;

Marine Invertebrates Other than King and Tanner Crab and Shrimp

The Board found customary and traditional use marine invertebrates (not including
shrimp, king crab, and Tanner crab) for the communities of Hoonah, Angoon, Kake,
Craig, Klawock, Hydaburg, Kasaan, and Saxman, as follows:

in the waters of District 14-E of the longitude of Point Dundas;

in the waters of District 12 between the latitude of Parker Point to the latitude of Point
Caution; in the waters of District 13-C east of the longitude of Point Elizabeth;

in the waters of Section 9B north of the latitude of Point Ellis including Bay of Pillars,
Rowan Bay, Security Bay, Saginaw Bay, Keku Strait, Port Camden, Murder Cover,
Herring Bay, and Eliza Harbor; and in District 10 west of a line from Pinta Point to Point



Pybus including Pybus Bay and Pinta Rocks, and in District 5 north of 56 40' N latitude
including Rocky Pass down to and including Summit Island and Big John Bay;

in the waters of Sections 3-A and 3-B;

in the waters of District 2 north of the Iatifude of the northernmost tip of Chasina Point W
of a line from the northernmost tip of Chasina Point to the easternmost tip of Grindall Is,
to the easternmost tip of the Kasaan Peninsula;

in the waters of Section 1-F north of the latitude of the northern-most tip of Mary island
except waters of Boca de Quadra and in 1-E south of the latitude of Grant Is.,

Spring 1993 consistency review and re-authorization

Summary. At its spring, 1993, meeting the Board of Fisheries completed its work
reauthorizing subsistence regulations for Southeast Alaska, In its main actions the board:

Adopied proposals #121-134. Coliectively these proposals reestablished the subsistence
fisheries that had existed prior fo passage of the 1992 State of Alaska subsistence law for
the Yakutat and Southeast areas. The new regulations do not include reference to
communities and do not permit subsistence fishing in non-subsistence areas.

Customary and traditional subsistence use findings since 1993

shellfish, except shrimp, king crab, and Tanner crab, in waters of District 5 north of a line
from Point St. Albans to Cape Pole, in the waters of Section 6-A west of a line from
Macnamara Point to Miichell Point, and in waters of Section 6-B west of the longitude of

Macnamara Point;

Dungeness ctab, shrimp, abalone, sea cucumbers, gum boots, cockles and clams, except
geoducks, in the waters of District 13;

shellfish, except king and Tanner crab, in the waters of Districts 7 and 8.
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OPTIONS FOR AMOUNTS REASONABLY NECESSARY FOR SUBSISTENCE FINDINGS
(ANS FINDINGS), KING CRAB AND TANNER CRAB, PROPOSALS 164, 165, 166, 167, AND
168

Prepared by the Division of Subsistence, Alaska Department of Fish and Game for the Alaska Board of
Fisheries, January 2009

Background: the following are options for the board to consider if it chooses to establish findings for
the amount reasonably necessary for subsistence uses (ANS finding) of king and/or Tanner crab as part
of its actions on Proposals 164, 165, 166, 167, and 168. An ANS finding for fish stocks with
customary and traditional uses is required under AS 16.05.258(b).

Proposal 166 addresses crab stocks in Section 6A, District 8, and a portion of District 10. Proposals
164, 165, 167, and 168 address crab stocks in Districts 12, 13 and 14.

For each stock, estimated harvests are based on the results of systematic household surveys conducted
by the Division of Subsistence and reported in the division’s Community Subsistence Information
System. Estimated harvests by residents of communities within the area addressed by each set of
proposals are the basis of the ANS. When more than one estimate for a community was available, the
mean per capita harvest for all available study years was used. If no estimate was available for a
community, it was assigned the mean per capita harvest for other communities in the area. Harvest
estimates are expressed in pounds usable weight.

Proposal 166: Section 6A, District 8, District 10

Tanner Crab King Crab

Population Per capita Estimated Per capitg Estimated
Community 2007 harvest in lbs| harvest, 2007| harvest in Ibs| harvest, 2007
Petersburg 3,071 0.82 2,518 2.37 7,278
Wrangell 1,947 1.09 2,122 0.77 1,498
Kake 535 0.14 75 0.52 277
Point Baker 16 0.33 5 1.21 19
Port Protection 56 0.58 32 1.38 77
Subiotal 5,625 0.84 4753 1.63 9,151
Thoms Place 7 0.84 6 1.63 11
Remainder of Wrangell -
Petershurg census area 370 0.84 313 1.63 602
Krupreanof 26 0.84 22 1.83 42
Totals 5,028 0.84 5,004 1.63 9,807

low high low high

ANS range = 3,820 5,094 7,355 12,258
(= mean +- 25%)
Rounded to nearest 500 lbs 3,800 5,000 7,500 12,500
ANS Option 3,800 to 5,000 usable pounds of Tanner Crab

7,500 to 12,500 usable pounds of king_] crab
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Proposals 164, 165, 166, 167, and 168

Options for Amounts Reasonably Necessary for
Subsistence Fi*ndings (’ANS F‘indings)ﬁ

Prepared for Alaska Board of Fisheries,
January 2009

DIVISION OF SUBSISTENCE




Background

= ANS finding for fish stocks with
customary and traditional uses is
required under AS 16.05.258(b).

= Proposal 166 addresses crab stocks
in Section 6A, District 8, and a
portion of District 10.

» Proposals 164, 165, 167, and 168
address crab stocks in Districts 12,
13 and 14.

DIVISION OF SUBSISTENCE



—stimated Harvests

= For each stock, estimated harvests
are based on the results of
systematic household surveys
conducted by the Division of
Subsistence.

» Estimated harvests by residents of
communities within the area
addressed by each set of proposals
are the basis of the ANS.

DIVISION OF SUBSISTENCE =~



Proposal 166:

Section 6A, District 8, District 10
Tanner Crab King Crab

Population Per capita Estimated Per capita Estimated
Community 2007 harvest in Ibs| harvest, 2007| harvest in Ibsjharvest, 2007
Petersburg 3,071! 0.82 2518 237 7,278
Wrangell 1,947 1.09 2,122 0.77 1,499
Kake 5351 0.14 751 0.52 277
Point Baker | 161 0.33 51 1.21 19
Port Protection i 56! 0.58 321 1.38 77
Subtotal 5,625 0.84 4,753 1.63 9,151
Thoms Place 7 0.84 6 1.63 11
Remainder of Wrangell - . ; i
Petersburg census area ; 370, 0.84 313 1.63 602
Krupreanof '; 26 0.84 22 1.63 42

]
Totals i 6,028] 0.84 5,094 1.63 9,807
low high low high

ANS range = 3,820 5,094 7,355 12,258
(= mean +/- 25%)
Rounded to nearest 500 ibs 3,800 5,000 7,500 12,500
ANS Option 3,800 to 5,000 usable pounds of Tanner Crab

7,500 to 12,500 usable pounds of king crab

IVISION OF SUBSISTENCE



Proposals 164, 165, 167, 168:
Districts 12, 13 and 14

Tanner Crab i King Crab

Population Per capita Estimated Per capita Estimated
Community 2007 harvest in Ibs| harvest, 2007| harvest in Ibs} harvest, 2007
Pelican 110 8.15 897 1.03 113
Sitka 8,640 0.88 7,581i 463 40,028
Port Alexander 60 0.23 14 0.32 19
Hoonah 8521 1.34 1,146 4.80 4,093
Gustavus 442! 1.27 561 0.84 371
Angoon 478i 1.05 504 1.10 524
Subtotal 10,5821 1.01 10,702: 427 45,149
Elfin Cove : 21 1.01 21 4.27 91
Totals 10,6034 1.01 10,723} 4.27 45,239

low high low high

ANS range = 8,042 13,403 33,930 56,549
(= mean +/~ 25%)
Rounded to nearest 500 lbs 8,000 13,500 34,000 56,500
ANS Option 8,000 to 13,500 usable pounds of Tanner Crab

34,000 to 56,500 usable pounds of king crab

DIVISION OF SUBSISTENCE
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Board Members,

This letter is written in support of Proposal 184. This proposal would allow one vessel to have two
tanner crab permit holders on board with 150% of the gear currently allowed to one permit. Proposal
181 (Tanner Management Plan) was replaced with an RC. This RC is a management plan that was
developed in cooperation with the department. Season lengths are set pre-season, with amount of pots
registered for the fishery taken into account. Participation in the tanner fishery is currently at an all
time low, mostly due to the poor economics of the fishery. Tanner crab prices have declined over the

last ten years as fixed costs escalate.

The tanner fishery is drastically different from the golden king fishery. it takes place in much shallower
water with short pot soaks. A fisherman goes through a much targer amount of bait, If a fisherman has
more pots in the water, his expenses for the season remain the same, Fuel costs are fixed, as are bait
costs {the same number of pots will be hauled in a set amount of time). The big difference will be that
pot soak times will be longer. This will allow for larger CPUEs and allow the escape rings to release more
of the undersize and female crab. While the gross stock of the vessel will likely go up by less than 50%,
the net profit to the vessel and crew will increase by a much larger amount.

There are currently 87 tanner permits available to be fished. CFEC expects this number to reach its final
number of 83 by early 2009. Some of these permits have remained out of the fishery because they were
interim and could not be transferred. Many of these permits are currently becoming transferrable and
will be available for sale. The last ten year average of participating permits is 71, with a high of 93.

There are currently 33 permanent brown/golden combination permits. The most possible tanner only
permits will be 50. If one-half of the combination permits target golden king crab (at least half currently
are} then the largest possible number of permits that will target tanners is 66. Last year was the lowest
participation in the tanner fishery with 49 permits participating. That means there may be 17 tanner
permits available to enter the fishery. If these all enter at half value the largest amount of effart
possible in the tanner fishery will he 58 permits, far below the ten year average.

The only opposition to the tanner stacking proposal on the committee was by two fishermen whao hold
dual permits, but choose to target golden crab. Stacking tanner permits is the best thing that could
happen to the golden crab fishery. Fishermen like myself who also hold dual permits but choose to
target tanners at the start of each season will remain viable and remain out of the golden crab fishery
until tanners closes each season. The alternative is for the economics of the tanner fishery to continue
to decline. |, and others like myself, will be forced to skip tanners to target goldens. The set GHLs in
golden crab will be split more ways, and seasons will continue to get shorter. Much of the value in the
golden crab fishery is a live market. The live market can handle a very limited amount of crab each
week, and shorter seasons mean less total value to the fleet. As more effort is applied in the golden

crab fishery, the tanner crab resource will become more underutilized.

Thank you for your consideration,

lohn Barry, F/V Pillar Bay
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To: Alaska Dept of Fish & Game, Board of Fish & other Interested Parties
From: Tad Fujioka
Date: Jan 24 2009
Re: Southeast Bhellfish Proposal # 168
Sent via fax

T am the author of Proposal 168. It was submitted out of a desire to provide residents the
opportunity to harvest king crab in the Sitka area whenever there is a harvestable snrplus
of crab rather than being restricted to only those times when the harveatable surplys is
large enough to support a commercial fishery, Ihave recently been informed that a
subsistence designation for Peril Straits would be a complicated and burdensome path
towards this goal. I understand it to be the department's position that this goal could be
met under a personal use fishery provided that the department has the anthority fo reduce
bag limits and gear allowances as needed for conservation purposes. Hence, I request
that proposal 168 be modified to eliminate references to subsistence. I further réquest
that the comments that I submitted on propogals 164-168 be similarly modified,
Additionally, I ask that the department not only be given the authority to modify lmits
and gear allowances as needed for conservation, but that they also be directed to use this
flexibility to maximize the number of days between July 1 and March 31 that the king
crab personal use fishery is open.

2009-01-24 14:53 9077474706 Page 1
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January 24, 2009

John Jensen Chairman
Board of Fish

Alasha Department of Fish and Game

Dear Sir,

My name is Michael See; | am the Chairman of the lcy Strait Advisory Committee. 1 am
writing this letter to inform yeu that we would like to withdraw cur proposal # 164 Te Have
King Crab Recagnized as a Subsistence Food. In proposal #165 To Open Part Frederick to
Subsistence and Personal use for King Crab, we would amend the proposal by removing
the word subsistence but would like to have Port Frederick open for Personal Use. The
purpose of our proposals was to make king crab accessible to our community members. it
is our hope we can work together in protecting the resource but at the same time, we hope
to be able to haivest the crab to feed our famifies.

Smc:erely. ~
/
</

Michaei See Chalrman

ley Strait Advisory Commritiee
PO Box 253

Hoonah, Alaska 99829

907 945 3440

Page 2
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Alan Reeves

Otto Florschutz
Wrangell, AK 99929
1/24/09

Reference proposal 141:
Amend to: Max pot limited in Southeast Alaska Spot Shrimp fishery at 120 pots no larger

than 487,

From comments heard while participating in committee work we believe 120 pots is a
good compromise position between the two gear groups. It would also eventually solve
the problem of two pot sizes confusing ADF&G harvest data.

No action would eventually see most every fisherman fishing 140 pots leading to too
much gear, accelerated fishing and stock management concerns.
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Southeast Alaska Fishermen's Alliance
9369 North Douglas Highway

Juneau, AK 99801

Phone 907-586-6652

Fax 907-523-1168 Website: http://www.seafa.org E-mail: seafa@gcinet

January 24, 2009

Board Support Section
Alaska Dept of Fish and Game
John Jensen, Chair

1255 West 8™ Street
Juneau, AK 99811-5526

RE Committee Report B - Sports Sheilfish

After attending the committee meeting and listening to the discussion we would like
to provide the following information about proposais that we submitted.

Proposal # 137

We would like to withdraw the shellfish portion of this proposal and only the
shellfish portion. The intent was for finfish as the narrative in the proposal
indicated and we look forward to the February meeting where we can discuss this
issue.

For proposals #368, #139 & #160
Instead of deferring action on these proposais until the February meeting, SEAFA
is instead offering the following recommendations and provide our rationale below.

Abalone: [bag and possession limit of five; no annual limit] no open season. may
not be taken or possessed

Dungeness and Tanner crab: in combination: bag and possession limit of [five] three
crab; [no annual limit] annual limit of 25

Razor clams: bag and possession limit of_10 clams; [no annual limit] annual limit of
10 clams

Rock Scatlops: bag and possession limit of five scallops; [no annual limit] annual
limit of 5 scallops




Weathervane scallops: bag and possession limit of_10 scallops; [no annual limit]
annual limit of 10

Shrimp: bag and possession limit of 3 pounds of tails or 3 quaris of tails [10
pounds or 10 quarts); [no annual limits] annual limit of 10 pounds of tails or 10

quarts of tails

Other shelifish species: no bag, possession or annual limit

King crab: no open season; may not be taken or possessed
Geoducks: no open season; may not be taken or possessed

Rationale: We originally asked that action on #139 and #160 to be deferred to
February so that consideration of proposal #286 be deliberated but after listening
to the discussion we ask that the board take action on these proposal but also
consider annual limits for each individual shellfish species, This would have similar
results as changes to the possession limit definition. We have provided above for
most species for the annual limit to be equal to the current possession limit. For
Dungeness crab since the stock is healthy, there is more catch data available for
this species, we suggested a higher possession limit. We would also recommend
that as abalone stocks are currently seriously depressed partly due to sea otter
predation it would be appropriate to make this species available for personal use
only at this time.

Thank you for considering our comments and we would be happy to answer any
questions or concerns you may have regarding these recommendations.

Sincerely,
Kathy Hansen

Kathy Hansen
Executive Director
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Delegation of Authority

Under AS 16.05.270, the Alaska Board of Fisheries delegates to the
Commissioner of the Department of Fish and Game authority to adopt
and make regulatory changes to 5 AAC to comply with the superior
court’s judgement in Kenaitze v. State, case no. 3AN~-91-4569 Civil
(Alaska Super. November 26, 1993}, consistent with AS 16.05.251
and the subsistence law at AS 16.05.258(a) and (b), including the

following:

(1) make findings under the subsistence law at AS 16.05.258(a)
and (b), and adopt, amend, and repeal regulations as necessary and
appropriate to comply with the superior court’s order to provide
for subsistence fisheries within the nonsubsistence areas described

at 5 AAC 99.015;

(2) adopt, amend and repeal personal use fishing regulations
as necessary for conservation of the resource due to regulations
adopted undexr (1) of this delegation. Where possible, changes to
personal use fisheries should result in the same level of
opportunity and the same management measures provided by regulation
during the 1991--1992 fishing season.

This delegation authorizes the commissioner to adopt and make
permanent emergency regulations providing for fishing seasons,
periods, areas, gear, and necessary adjustments to management
plans, as necessary to provide a reasonable opportunity for
identified subsistence uses.

DATE/TIME: _April 28, 1994 @ 3:41pm

LOCATION: _TELECONFERENCE
VOTE: [Yes/No/Absent] (6/0/1: Edfelt absent)

é%%ﬁL(L«ﬂMuu/

rew, Chair
Alaska Board of Fisheries

UABEXEC\WBDELS4; p 3 [04£29/94 @ 2:53pm

http://www.boards.adfg.state.ak.us/fishinfo/regs/ff94149x.pdf
SEAFA 25 /A



List of Department Reports
and Board of Fisheries and Game Records
For Use in Development of Subsistence Findings
In Former Nonsubsistence Areas

Alaska Department of Fish and Game
Apni 1994

Anchorage-Matsu-Kenai Nonsubsistence Area Fisheries

Alaska Board of Fisheries, Subsisfence Regulation Review Sheet, November 1992,
Chinook, Coho, Sockeye, Pink, and Chum Salmon, Lower Cook [nlet, 14 p.

Alaska Board of Fisheries, Subsistence Regulation Review Sheet, November 1992,
Chinook, Sockeye, Cohe, Pink, and Chum Salmon, Upper Cook Inlet, 22 p.

Alaska Board of Fisheries, Subsistence Regulation Review Sheet, November 1992,
Finfish Other Than Salmon, Cook Inlet, 13 p.

Alaska Board of Fisheries, Subsistence Regulation Review Sheet, February 1993,
Shellfish, Cook Inlet, 10 p.

Alaska Department ot‘ Fish and Game, Dmsmn of Commercial Fisheries Management

and Development. k Inl men 1992.

Alaska Department of F:sh and Game Dmsxon of Commercxal Fushenes Management
and Development. 2 AN3 G .

Alaska Department of Fish and Game, Division of Commercial Fisheries Mahagement
and Development. k Inl ifi ] .

' le water Fishfi . Prepared by Ronald T.
Stanek James A. Fall, and Rita eragha Division of Subsistence, Alaska Department
of Fish and Game, November 1992, 64 p.

Hoffman, Andrew, Kelly Hepfer and Paul Cyr.
h . Division of Sport Fish, Alaska

Department of Fish and Game, 1993

Mills, Michael J. Har h, 3 ’ i I
1992, Fisheries Data Senes No. 93- 42 Dmsxon of Sport F:sh Alaska Department of

Fnsh and Game, October 1993,

Nelson, Dave et al. Are . ; ishe)
L Dmswn of Sport F:sh Alaska Department of Flsh and Game. May
1993,

Stanek, Ronaid T.
November 1992

. Division of Subsxstence Alaska Department of Fish and Game,

34
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Summary of Actions, Board of Fisherigs, Subsistence Consistency Review Findings.
February 23-27, 1993. Division of Boards. Alaska Department of Fish and Game, p.
36-37.

Whitmore, Craig, Dana Sweet, and Larry Bartlett. Areg Management Report for the
ngrg;;ggai Fisheries of Northern Cook Inlfet, Division of Sport Fish, Alaska
Department of Fish and Game, [993.

Proceedings of the Board of Fisheries, November-December 1990, Soldotna and
Anchorage, and associated materials:

Athons, David. Lower Cook Inlet Management Report to the Alaska Board of
E_L&h_e_ﬁ Division of Sport Fish, November 1990.

Braund, Steven R. Cook Iniet Subsistence Salmon Fishery, Technical Paper No.
54, D:vmon of Subsistence, ADF&G, December 1980 ((Revised November
1982)

Bucher, Wesley A. and Rance Morrison. Review of the 1990 Lower Cook Inlet
Salmon Fishery, Report to the Board of Fisheries, Division of Commercial
Fisheries, Regional Information Report No. 2H90-10, October 1990.

Delaney, Kevin. verview of let Fisheries: tatewi
Perspective, Regulatory Management Plans, and Allocative Issues. Report to the
Alaska Board of Fisheries, Division of Sport Fish, November 1990.

Eisheries. Division of Sport F:sh November 1990

Fall, James A. and Ronald T, Stanek. An Qverview of Subsistence and Personal
Jse Sglmgn Eisheries in the Cook Iniet Area. A report to the Alaska Board of
Fisheries. Division of Subsistence, ADF&G, November 1990,

. McBndc, Doug and S teve Hammarstrom Img_c_mm_agﬂ_Pe_rfg_[_mg_g;_g_f

in the Southery Di e A Taska Board of
glshenes May 1991 Dmsxon of Subsxstence Alaska Depanment of Fish and
ame
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ey iteria Worksheer for Findings on Customary and Traditional Uses of
r t Salmon. Alaska Board of Fishenies, November 1990.
Division of Subsistence, Alaska Department of Fish and Game,

riteria Worksheet for Finding ma aditional
Smelt in Cook Inlet, Alaska Board of Fisheries, November 1990. Division of
Subsistence, Alaska Department of Fish and Game.

Transcript of Proceedings Concerning Finfish in Lower Cook [nlet, November
6-14, 1990. Board Members in Attendance: Bud Hodson (Chairman), Mike
Chihuly (Vice-Chairman), John Hanson, Bernard "Bud" Ivey, Deborah Lyons,
Michael Martin, and H. "Robin" Samuelson.

Transcript of Alaska Board of Fisheries Hearing, November 27, 28, 29, 30,
1990. Board Members in Attendance: Bud Hodson (Chairman), Mike Chihuly
(Vice-Chairman), John Hanson, Bernard "Bud" Ivey, Deborah Lyons, Michael
Martin, and H. “Robin" Samuelson.

M= Fersond ."_l' e DA DUd ishe
niet. Alaska Department of Fish and Game, November 1990,

Anchorage-Matsu-Kenai Nonsubsistence Area, Mountain Goats in Portions of
Units 7 and 15(C)

Abbott, Susan (Editor). Mountain Goat. Federal Aid in Wildlife Restoration, Annual
Performance Reports of Survey-Inventory Activities, Division of Wildlife
Conservation, Alaska Department of Fish and Game, | July 1990-30 June 1991 (1991),
1 July 1991-30 June 1992 (1992), | July 1992-30 June 1993 (1993).

Alaska Board of Game, Subsistence Regulation Review Sheet, Customary and
Traditional Use Regulations, Seasons and Bag Limits, November 1992, and
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Game Establishing Subsistence Fisheries in the Former

qﬂlh Findings of the Commigsioner of the Alaska Department of Fish and
Nonsubsistence Areas Described in 5 AAC 99.015

Under a delegation of authority from the Beoard of Fisheries on
April 28, 1994, which is attached to this affidavit, I have made
findings under the subsistence law, AS 16.05.258, to provide for
the subsistence uses of salmon and other fish in the former
nonsubsistence areas described in 5 AAC 929.015.

These findings are based on a review of previous Board of Fisheries
findings of customary and traditicnal uses of salmon in these
areas, reports prepared by the Department of Fish and Game,
including materials prepared by the Division of Subsistence that
relate to the uses of the affected fish stocks, previous
requlations of the Board of Fisheries providing for subsistence
needs, and public comment. The reports and other materials I
relied upon are listed on an attached document.

I find as follows:

Anchorage -- Matsu Valley -- Kenali Area

1 There are customary and traditional uses of salmen stocks and

4.

of smelt in the former Anchorage-Matsu-Kenali nonsubsistence area.
These stocks are described by the department as:

early run king salmon (Upper and Lower District)

late run king salmon (Upper and Lower District)

early run red salmon (Upper and Lower District)

late run red salmon (Upper and Lower District)

pink salmon (Upper and Lower District)

chum salmon (Upper and Lower District)

early run coho salmon (Upper and Lower District)

late run coho salmon (Upper and Lower District)

native coho salmon of the Fox River in Kachemak Bay (Lower
District:)

smelt in the Cook Inlet (Upper and Lower District)

2, There 1is a harvestable surplus of these fish stocks in the
former Anchorage-Matsu-Kenal nonsubsistence area. This finding 1is
based on run forecasts published annually by the Division of
Commercial Fisheries (Geiger and Simpson 1994}.

3. The amount of the salmon stocks reasonably necessary to provide
for subsistence uses (in numbers of fish), based on the method
developed by the Board of Fisheries in 1993 and the best available
data showing historical harvest, 1is:

C&: 9403 -Fp )




= N e i

{(Upper District) king salmon: 797 - 1,737

{(Upper District) red salmon: 9,617 - 47,269

(Upper District} pink salmon: 878

{Upper District} chum salmon: - 206

(Upper District) coho salmon: 113 - 4,552

{Lower District) all salmon: 4,663 - 8,247

Smelt in Cook Inlet (Upper and Lower District): 153,000

4, The attached regulationé provide a reasonable opportunity for

the identified customary and traditional wuses in the former
Anchorage-Matsu-Kenai nonsubsistence area

Valdez Area

1. The Board of Fisheries has made no previous findings regarding
customary and traditional uses of fish stocks, nor have subsistence
fishing regulations previously been adopted, for the former Valdez
nonsubsistence area. Because the question of whether there are
customary and traditional uses has not been before the BRoard of
Fisheries, I do not find that it is appropriate or necessary to
make such a finding at this time. The Board will take up the
gquestion of customary and traditional uses in this area as part of
its normal schedule.

Ketchikan Area

1. There are customary and traditional uses of salmeon stocks in
the former Ketchikan nonsubsistence area and of smelt, Dolly
Varden, herring and herring spawn on kelp, bottomfish, and halibut.
These stocks are described by the department as:

Salmon and Dolly Varden in waters of: :

Section 1-C in Checats Cove east of the longitude of
Edith Point

Section 1-D in Yes Bay north of a line from Syble Point
to Bluff Point

Section 1-E in waters of Helm Bay north of the latitude
of Helm Point and in waters of the Naha River and
Roosevelt Lagoon

Section 1-F in waters of George Inlet north of 55
degrees 25 minutes N. Lat. and in Boca de Quadra in
waters of Sockeye Creek and Hugh Smith Lake within
500 yards of the terminus of Sockeye Creek



Herring and herring spawn on kelp in waters of Section 1-F
between Point Sykes and Foggy Point to a distance of 2
nautical miles offshore.

Bottomfish and halibut in waters of Section 1-F north of the
latitude of the northernmost tip of Mary Island, except waters
of Boca de Quadra, and in waters of Section 1-E south of the
latitude of the Grant Island light.

2. There is a harvestable surplus of these fish stocks in the
former Ketchikan nonsubsistence area. This finding is based on run
forecasts published annually by the Division of <Commercial
Fisheries ({Geiger and Simpson 1994).

3. The amount of salmon necessary to provide for subsistence uses
(in numbers cof fish}, based on the method developed by the Board of
Fisheries in 1893 and the best availabhle data showing historical
harvest, 1is:

Sockeye: 3,541 - 6,155

Pink: 27 -~ 343
Chum: 19 - 158
Chinook: 7 - 37

Coho: 13 - 17

I have not made specific findings for £fish species other than
salmon because there is not an adequate historic harvest record,
specific to this area, upon which to base a finding.

4. The attached regulations provide a reasconable opportunity for
the identified customary and traditional uses in the former

Ketchikan nonsubsistence area

Juneau

1. The Board of Fisheries has made no previous findings regarding
customary and traditional uses of fish stocks, nor have subsistence
fishing regulations previously been adopted, for the former Juneau
nonsubsistence area. Because the .question of whether there are
customary and traditional uses has not been before the Board of
Fisheries, I do not find that it is appropriate or necessary to
make such a finding at this time, The BRoard will take up the
question of customary and traditional uses in this area as part of
its normal schedule,

Fairbanks



1. In the former Fairbanks nonsubsistence area there are customary
and traditional uses of Tanana River Subdistrict 6-C salmon, and
Delta River salmon. There are also customary and traditional uses
of freshwater fish species, including sheefish, whitefish, lamprey,
burbot, sucker, grayling, pike, char, and blackfish in the Yukon
drainage area, which includes the Fairbanks area.

2. There is a harvestable surplus of these fish stocks in the
area. This finding is based on run forecasts published annually by
the Division of Commercial Fisheries (Geiger and Simpson 1994).

3. The amount necessary to provide for subsistence uses {(in numbers
of fish}, based on the method developed by the Board of Fisheries
in 1993 and the best available data showing historical harvest, is:

Chincok: 1,337 - 2,193
Chum: 6,541 - 7,341
Coho: 1,328 - 3,840

I have not made specific findings for fish species other than
salmon because there is not an adequate historic harvest record,
specific to this area, upon which to base a finding.

4, The attached regulations provide a reasonable opportunity for
the identified customary and traditional uses in the former
Fairbanks honsubsistence area

4/.'

Signed: .
Commissioner

Carl L. Rosier,

Date: ja/}i?;/Q;}/(




To: Board of Fish Members
From: Gary Slaven, Petersburg, AK

This R.C. is in response to the requests for Customary and Traditional Findings for Red
King Crab in SE Alaska, Proposals 164-168.

Please find enclosed the SAAC regulations showing no C & T for Red Crab in SE
AK/Yakutat area. Also enclosed are articles from the February 2nd, 1989 Petersburg
Pilot showing the resuits of the Board of Fish Meeting in Petersburg.

It is my understanding that the process for reversing a Board finding is different than for
an original finding. 1 believe the Board’s most recent example would be in Cordova
where you were asked to make the personal use fishery at Chitna a Customary and
Traditional subsistence fishery. I believe you were told that you didn’t need to make a
new C & T finding unless you had new and compelling evidence.

Thank you for serving on the Board of Fish and good luck in the future.

:’/- [~}

/
Gatry Slaven
E/V Coral
Petersburg, Alaska
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Board of Fisheries Subsistence Proposal Policy
5 AAC 96.615 SUBSISTENCE PROFPQSAL POLICY.

{(a) It is the policy of the Boards of Fisheries and Game fo consider subsistence proposals for
topics that are not covered by the notice soliciting proposals under 5 AAC 96.610(a). To be
considered by a board, a subsistence proposal must be timely submitted under 5 AAC 96.610(a),
and

(1) the proposal must address a fish or game population that has not previously been
considered by the board for identification as a population custornarily and traditionally used for
subsistence under AS 16.05.258; or

(2) the circumstances of the proposal otherwise must require expedited consideration by the
board, such as where the proposal is the result of a court decision or is the subject of federal
administrative action that might impact state game management authority.

(b) A board may delegate authority to a review committee, consisting of members of the board, fo
review all subsistence proposals for any meeting to determine whether the conditions in (a) of this
section apply.

{¢). A board may decline to. gct on a subsistence proposal for any reason, including the following:
(1) {hedoard:has:previously.considered:the:same-issue and there is.no.substantialnew
evid&ﬁqewarranting reconsideration; or
{2) board ast;on omrtherproposatwould affect-other.subisistence;users.who-have not had a
asEpisrtunilystosaddiess:the-boardien.the-matter.

(EH. 8/17/91, Register 119; readopted 5/15/93, Register 126)
Authority: AS 16.05.251 AS 16.05.255 AS 16.05.258

State of Alaska | ADF&G | Sport Fish | Wildlife | Commercial Fish | Habitat | Subsistence | Boards | Admin
Webmaster » Accessibility « OEQ Statement « Terms of Use « Privacy + Copyright © 2003 - 2008

Last updated: June 16. 2008

1/25/09 11:31 AM



5 AAC 02.108. Customary and traditional subsistence uses of shellfish stocks

(a) The Alaska Board of Fisheries finds that the following shellfish stocks are
customarily and traditionally taken or used for subsistence:

(1) shellfish in the waters of Yakutat Bay, including the islands within Yakutat Bay, west
of the Situk River drainage, and south of and including Russell Fjord, within a line from
the westernmost point of Point Manby to the southernmost point of Ocean Cape;

(2) shellfish, except king and Tanner crab in the waters of Section 15-A,
(3) shellfish, except shrimp, king crab, and Tanner crab,
(A) in the waters of District 14 east of the longitude of Point Dundas;

(B) in the waters of District 12 between the latitude of Parker Point and the latitude of
Point Caution, and in Section 13-C east of the longitude of Point Elizabeth;

(C) in the waters of Section 9-B north of the latitude of Point Ellis, in waters of District
10 west of a line from Pinta Point to Point Pybus, and in waters of District 5 north of 56@
40'N. lat.;

(D) in the waters of Section I-F north of the latitude of the northernmost tip of Mary
Island, except waters of Boca de Quadra, and in waters of Section 1-E south of the
latitude of Grant Island light;

(E} in District 2 north of the latitude of the northernmost tip of Chasina Point and west of
a line from the northernmost tip of Chasina Point to the casternmost tip of Grindall Island
to the easternmost tip of the Kasaan Peninsula;

(F) in the waters of Section 3-A and 3-B;
(G) in the waters of District 5 north of a line from Point St. Albans to Cape Pole, in
waters of Section 6-A west of a line from Macnamara Point to Mitchell Point, and in

waters of Scction 6-B west of the longitude of Macnamara Point;

(4) Dungeness crab, shrimp, abalone, sea cucumbers, gum boots, cockles, and clams,
except geoducks, in the waters of District 13;

(5) shellfish, except king and Tanner crab, in the waters of Districts 7 and 8.

(b) Shellfish may not be taken for subsistence purposes in the nonsubsistence arcas
described in 5 AAC 99.015.

History: Eff. 5/15/93, Register 126; am 6/27/93, Register 126; am 6/15/95, Register 134,
am 6/19/97, Register 142; am 5/31/98, Register 146; am 7/18/2003, Register 167



Kake receives subsnstance

desig _natlon frm Fish

A faifly’ strxct inferpretation of
judgement eriteria 6n community
subsigtance -décigions by the
Alaska Board .of Fisheries left
most Southeast residents without
the highest priority fishing rights.

After hearing staff repoits; com-
mitfee ‘and private citizen
testlmony and debating the related
issues’ at length the board gave
continued subsisterice fishing
righits to ten of 29 cormmunities or
population areas. It took rio @ction
on four locales and rejected the
designation for ofhers.

‘Those communities which were
found to have “custornary and
traditional. use” of speafxed tigh
stocks in their area, and received

subsistence fishing rights include’

Kake, Angoon, Hoonah, Yakutat,
Klukwan Craig, Klawock
Hydaburg, Sazman and Kasaan.

For different reasons in each
case the-board took no -action on
Haines, Skagway, Hyder and
Wrangell. If rejected subsistence
designation for Petersburg (in-
eluding Kupreanof city and the
Beecher Pass area), Sitka,
Gustavus; Pelican and Elfin
Coves, Tenakee Springs, Point

Baker Port Protectlon Port Alex—

" USPS NO. 053570-00 '

Publistied Weekly by

. Bilet. Dublighine, 168

ander, Thome Bay,Cafﬁnan Cave,
North Whiale Pags, ‘Holks, Edna
Bay and Meyers Chuek.

In-a continting effort fo calm
fears that anyone wouid somehow
instantly lose some fishing
privilege currently enjoyéd, board
Cheirinan Gary Slaven regul_arly
anndtineed that all cominunities
wihich did net receive subsistence
designation could continue to
harvest fish stocks under personal
usé regilations. ‘

Neither did the comiinunities
receiving subsistence designation
gain an immediate right to any
more of any particular fishery
stock. The value eame in that
thiese locales: ‘enjoy the highest
pnonty among competmg user
groups —- including commercnal
spoits and persunaluse - atsuch
time that the volume of 2 fish stock

Seattie fish bro

Continued from Page 1
per pound at Le: Havre, Fratice,

“Fish being v-shaped, headed,
all small sizes fish and half gutted,
with marks from nets,” the telex
states in part..

- The NMFS news release ex-
plained, “The arrests stemmed
from infernational investigations
of complicated Iaundering and
relabéling schemes involving the
llegal mterceptmn of salmon
taken by vessels from Taivwainin

§ the North Pacific Qcean' and
eireumnventing

directed af-
Tailwanese and Japanese ex-

i PEoii b 2L SRS Sk P

falis to & level that requires state

authomtles te reduce harvest

levels.

In addx_tion, in many cases, now-
subsistenee communities did not
receive subsistence rights for cer-

tain species; most commonly king -

and tanrer erab, shrimp. In addi-
tion, boundanes of the designated
“dormeﬂes"’ in which subsistence
users must live were also
specifically described, most often
following city limits or those and
obviously' related ‘‘suburbs.”
Specific fishing areas in which
subsisterice rights could he exer-
cized were:alse noted.

For exariple, subsistence use
for Kake includes “residents
domiciled in the eity of Kake and
in the Kupteanof Ysland drath
into Keku Strait south of Point
White and north of Portage Bay

ker...

tinuing,” the releage contmued It

said profitéers from within and -

without. the United States were
seliing fish-direetly from the Far
East to Europe. :

Lagt Jutie, an infermant within.
the fishing'industry repor'ted that
he had been contacted by a Seats
tie fish broker deing business as
AMPAC Seafoods, and asked to

asgist in a scheme te import |

Taiwanese caught ‘high. seas
salmon into Japan via the USand
-Canada, the release said. That in-
formation prompted the NMEFS in-
vestigation. Further information

wrria Aarralasnid Fhmmarirds ssanifansd

Boat I-Iarbor ” Those folks can

contmue “oustomary-and tragi-

tional uses of herring, herring roe,-
Bottorn fish; halibut-and shellfish,

excluding kmg -and-tanner ‘crab

and shrimp, in:
— District $B north of the latitude
of Point Ellis, mcludmg Bay of

- Pillars; RowanBay, Security Bay,

Sagmaw Bay, Kekt Strait, Port
Camiden, Murder Cove, Herrmg
Bay a_nd Elizabeth harbor;

== inDistriet 10 west of a line from
Pinta. Point to Point Pybas in-
chiding Pybus Bay and Pinta
Rocks;,

—and. in Dlstnct 5 north of the
56%40° north latitude including
Rocky Pass down to and including
Sutnrnit Istand and Big John Bay.
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Kake receives subsistance...

before the herring would spawn,
Hodson had moved to ase 25%.of

the harvestable hiomass abovethe

Alaska Departinent of Fish &
. Game’sthreshhold amount of the
Cralg-Klawock stocks. Based on
nrojections for the 1990 season. this
ywild-be 250 tons-of harvestable
rring which would be taken
away from the bait fishery. This
would be valued at §446,000 at a
-priceof ten cents per pound. °
The hoard agked if any more
- harvestable areas existed for bait,
ADF&G spokestmen felt they-could
not-mahage these stocks as they
would need a cap on what could be-
taken. As the number of boatg in
a-competitive bait fishery is not
- limited, it would be easy to exceed
a100-ton cap. .
In the early 1970s it had atwo
. million pound. threshhold . level
_which was doubléd in 1983 on
" grounds that they didn't feel they
could manage. for a.smaller

SHALREL - TFAVIL MR wARMCR | wmesurm gyt g o

Continned - .

None of the smallest panhandie
settlements received subsistence
destgnation despite, in most cases,
their request for thelabel and their
large volume home . use - of

‘seafoods.

The guideling the-board used for

its decisions was a set of .eight

criteria which-gave general topics
which were to be considered-but
let the degree of weight each
should receive for the board to

determing,

The critéria. lnciuded
— length and consistency of use of
a stock; demonstrated by long
term, regular ‘harvest excluding

mterruptwns by clrcamstances
_beyond the iisers’ control.

— ﬂn"é_ﬁholﬂ Tevel™ "

“One-of the deciding factors was
thatthere is more demand for hait
novy thanthey are able to provide.
The board had received a letter
from Sitka-Sound Seafoods stating
thie company’s concern i any cut
4n the bait fishery.

Board member Foster pointed
put that theindustry would always
need bait, He emphasizedthat the
waif fishery takes many smail her-

1g:which could create biclogical

Jneerns. -

The board felt that probably
those who were in the roe-on-kelp

T— seasonallty,

harvests in“specific seasons ‘of
each year.

— means and methods of harvest,
demonstrated by efficient,
economic techniques adapted to
local cireumstances.

— geographic areas with
Teasonable small-oat or beach
aceess to the nsers' regidences.
— means of handling, preparing,
preserving.and storing the harvest

in traditional ways used by -

pravious generations, but not ex-
cluding technological advances.
-— intergenerational transmigsion
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or recurting

. Tesources.

of knowledge,skills values and
lore, again passed down the

" generations. "

— distribution and exchange -of
harvest items through trade,

_barter, sharing or gifi-giving

within a definable community of

personssy

— and diverse use of resources in

- a-given area with consideration to
‘economic, cultural, social .and

nutritional elements.

Like a maze which each com-

munity attempted to pass through,

- the criteria served to knock .g
locale out of consideration as it ~

was found'to ohviously betneeting
afew of the reguiiremnents, bt also

'deﬂnitely, or-with questionable:

,zmtz_meet the resf,

year when the combined Fish &
Game Board completed a similar
process resulting in-.consideration
for subsistence designation only
for ‘commitinities which had then
beer:identified ag “fural.”

The board’'s most: dlffu:ult decij-
sions, and deadlocks, came when
it considered the commmuties
with & sizeable minority native

population whose spokespersons

could show proof that they con-

tinued to- harvest resources |

through subsistence methods. At
the sametime, the prospeet of law
suits ¢hdrging discrimination
against naiive towns kepl board
legal counsel busy Larri Spengler
offering suggestions of that ex-
planations of factors-in decision
reasoning would provide 2 legally
defengible.

Considering eommnunities north
to south through the penninsula,

) . the board's first tough call came

when it-reached Haines. It chose

} - to-make no finding.. Ditlo for

Skagway, but largely because it
was unceriain of the degree the
community used

‘The dehate over the city and
‘borough of Sitka lasted six hours

8/ ldst-Eriday before a subsisience -
- de:ngnatmn was rejected by a 42
vote. - .

-Joe -Derﬁmﬁ;.’ofj(etchikan and

MikeChihuly, of Ninilchik votedin

favor “of Bubsistéiice -rights for
Sitka while-Slaven, uf Petershurg;
Val Angdsan, of Dillingham; Bud

% Hodson; of Anchorage and Bob- -
- Loehman,.of Kodiak rejected the
- ongtion,

~Board member Jesse Toster

wag weathered in‘at ‘Quinhagsk -
and missed all.of the stbsistence”
deliberations,

Bure

ikan anid Juneau werenot 3
: conmdered because the citles had
. ‘hothbeen-désignated *“urban” last

fisheries

A decigion on Wrangell was also
rejected, butfargely because of a

‘substantial statistical inconsisten-

cy. A 1987 Subsigtence Division
survey showed Wrangell’s popula-
tion was 37%, but the 'US Census

-population count in-
dicated only 16% of the: commmﬂ-'
ty was native.

In addition the .ce: us ‘was
house-by-house survey -whil ,
‘87 sampling -wag based -on- @
represeniative: sampling “of the

_population, giving it a Targer

margin of error. .

n eatled: the data “con-
fhctlng ‘the point where it’s
almost pointless to-go any: fur-

the. board---eventually

Zall
which-did: notrecewe a deterzmna
tion and those whieh wererejected
for subsistence rights'can petition
the board for reconsnderation al
future meetmgs

Alreraft Malnten
hr..inspections. F
and airport facil
scheduiling. Ask -
phone

CHIROF

“Natura.' Health

HOURS: MONDAY - FRID
AVAILABLE EVES. OR FOI
400 Mah
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: by Bab Tkaez

“This Board of Fisheries will be

- different than most of the Board of

Fisheries meetmgs vou folks have
attended,” " ‘its = ‘chairman,
Petersburg . flsherman Gary
Slaven, said as the two-week
meetmU opened on the afternoon
of January 23,

His reierenee he explamed was
to.the panel’s first week tagk of

determining whethér residents of

-each of 29 Snutneastem comi-

munities”: have ' practiced
“‘customary and traditional’ uses

of various fishéries resoufes and
would quaiify for designation as
subsistence communities. -

He didn’t knew how tough it

would get miil five days and eight
hours later when the' board’s

dehate over subsistence rlghts for.

Petershurg concluded with rejec-
tion of the designation.-

Subsistence designation does net -

give a community a right {c any
more of any particular fishery
steck. It dees give the locale the
highest priority among comipeting
Fighing interests — ingluding com-

The ﬂrst of Petersburg’s two
final city manager applicants is
sehieduled o arrive here this
weekend- for a.two day visit.

. Perry Beek, now.city manager
of Winders, Ca., will meef with the
‘city couneil, and the- publie, this
Friday and Saturday. David

- Palmer, . city manager of Cralg,

-Alaska, will follow the same
schedu]e on. the weekend of Feb
10

Beck is expected to arrive on
Frldasr morning’s jet. Alter check-
ing in at the Tides Inn he will be
escorted on a mini-tour of the city.

before lunching with council

members and avaﬂable depart—
: ‘ment heads.” -

A tour of ¢ity fac:htnes during’

‘which bie will coniinue meeting
department bosses  and staff
-members follows lunch. Beck will
glse tour Petersburg General
Hospital and the schools that after-

lates tc visit

noon. He is not scheduled. for -a din-

ner meeting, but continues
reeeting department heads in the
evening, ‘

Saturday at 10 a.m. the mayor

and council will conduet aformal,
public, interview with Beck in the '

council chambers. The session is
expecied to last aniil about nOO.

The public's flrst scheduled op-
portunity to meet the candidate
will come then, when he funches at
Harhor nghts pizza parior. Beck
will be available there until 2 p.m;
wher he will {ake a psycholugwal
evaluation test

Following the test héi 1s again on
his own until a 6 p.m. dinner with
the ‘mayor ‘and council at the

Beachcomber Ina, ‘The public

&again can mest the applicant in an
informal reception there begint-
ing-at abouf 7:30 p.iy. Beck will
leave on Sunday’s southbound jet.

level
'authontxes to lirnit harvests.

merc1a1 sports .and personal
use —at -such time that the
voluree of a fish steck falls to

that requires - siate

" When it addressed Petersburg,

-the board had already considered

11 communmities ranging in size
from Sitka to Elfin Cove and had
begun o cieveloped 2 patters: for
its decisions. ' Bui several
factors — not the least of which
was a highly divided local au-
dience . watching their every
move — gave the discussion a
drama which the others lacked.

Whether locally concermed or
not, anyone who had paid any at-
tention“t,o earlier debates kmew
Petersburg would: be one of the
“problem” “1t1es

Censaderatmn of Sltka had taken
six hours as the board debated
what portion of a community must
show custoinary and iraditional
resource use for the entire town to
peceive the priority right. The flip
gide of the question was whenr did

the truly subsistence. harvesting

residents of a town: becorne t0o
small a percentage and lose their
subsistence right?

- The board eventually took o ac-
tion on ‘Haines, Hyder -and
Wrangell because it could net
resolve this questionte its satistac-

tion, and each of those towns can
request a future reconsideration.

But a “substantial portion of

Petersburg’s residents wanied the
Issue decided last Saturday night

ana kad been urgmg the board tc

Tide Table

FEBRUARY 1989

' High Tides
:'A.M.
e TIME  FT.
43 b 10:33 158

Sat  0:00.

TIME

PR
FT. TIME FT..

140 11.25817.1

 Low Tides
AM.

4:33 .
524

15 SUN (38
& Mon 1:11
7 Tues 146
g Wed 2:23

‘154 1211 183
168 1256 19.1
179 141 192
186 225 188
) 196 -3:10 177

a:11
6:54
7:36
220
S:05

Presented as a Pubhe Servie

]ust say no. ,

Any town ] decnsmn was o be
based on eight criteria mclumng
the length of time and. regularity
with which residents harvested the’
resource. Other factors were their
methods of harveshn,_,, handling,
preserving and preparing the fish
stocks and whether those methods
and traditions had been handed
down through family generatmns

Petersburg’s Fish & Game Ad-
visory Board voied last month to
recommend ‘against subsistance
designation for the city. Several
local commercial fishermen, in
{estimony last week, explamed
their reasons for opposing the
label here. |

Among thém Bob Nilsen sald
subsistence users were already
fairly treated as demonstrated by
reductions in commercial fMg
Seasons.

Scoit Hursey, an adwsory board
member spesking on his own
behalf, urged the board to “he
very strict” in its determination.
He sympathlzed with their charge'
which he ecalled “an almost im-
possible tagk.” However, he aise
emphasized his concern that large
scale subsistence designations
would threaten comnercial
fishing operations. -7

But representatlves of the
Petersburg Indizn Asseclatmn,

like regional and state native

groups, spoke forcefuily in defense

_ of their right to continue the tradi-

tional harvest methods they and
their ancestors have practiced for
centuries.

g Petersburg Indian Association
(PTA) spokesman Victor Guthrie,
{estifying before advisory cornmit-

Continted on Page 2



Ke s

Withdrawal of Proposal 178

Mr. Chairman And Members of the Board of Fish I would
like to withdraw my proposal #178 pertaining o management of
the Golden king crab fishery. I am withdrawing my proposal in
light of the fact that in Dept. comments they state that they can
adjust GHL during the fishery. Although this is always what [ had
believed when I asked if that was the case last year 1 was told it
was not. Seeing it in writing in staff comments is good enough for
me thank you for your time and consideration. I hope by
submitting this request to withdraw it will make your jobs a little
simpler.

Thank you, Yancey Nilsen K69 Permit Holder



Proposal 185

The Southeast King and Tanner Task force would like to withdraw
support for the portion of this proposal pertaining to Permit stacking in the
Golden King Crab Fishery. After further consultation with the fleet it has
been determined that there is not enough support for a change at this time.
The fleet has expressed a desire to remain with the current pot and vessel
limits. Thank you and please consider this an official request to pull that

portion of the proposal.

Southeast King and Tanner Task Force



RC # 47

This RC revises the ‘Narrative of Support and Opposition’ section in:
Committee D: Dungeness crab

Proposal 156

Narrative of Support and Opposition:

» The Sitka AC representative explained that a proposal was presented at the 2006
board meeting by a nonresident (who has a vacation house nearby Chaik Bay) that
resulted in a closure of Chaik Bay to commercial fishing for Dungeness. He
noted the following:

o The board ruling in 2006 was in part based on information that there were
no Dungeness crab populations close to Angoon, which he believed was
false.

o 'The Chaik Bay area is a significant part of commercial fishing grounds
and that there is no subsistence use in the area.

o A charter lodge has operated pots in Chaik Bay.

o No objections from Angoon and support from members of the Sitka Tribe
of Alaska (who sit on the Sitka AC) to reopen Chaik Bay.

¢ A committee board member asked the department if the prior closure was due to
biological concerns in the area. The department reiterated that the closure in 2006
was not due to biological concerns.



Ao

To:  John Jensen, Chairman
Alaska Board of Fisheries

From: Brent Akers
P.O. Box 845
Petersburg, AK 99833
(907) 772-4711

Re: Request for Withdrawal BOT Proposal 166
Mr. Chairman,

I (Brent Akers) reluctantly request that my proposal (#166) requesting a Customary and
Traditional (C&T) Use Finding be established for red king crab in the waters surrounding
Petersburg be withdrawn from Board of Fish consideration at this time. However we
remind the board that the Petersburg Fish & Game Advisory Committee voted
unanimously in support of the proposal. My request for withdrawal is driven by two
primary factors 1) uncertainties about the potential ramifications of a positive C&T
determination on the ability of local Petersburg residents to retain equal access to red
crab, and 2) pressure {from commercial fishing interest groups and individuals requesting
that 1 withdraw my proposal.

I sincerely hope the initial submission of Proposal #166 has served to highlight the
frustration local Petersburg residents currently feel over ADF&G’s mismanagement of
the red king crab resource in Southeast Alaska. I sincerely hope that the attention this
proposal has received will put ADF&G, commercial fishing interests, and the BOF on
notice that Alaskan residents need to be better taken care of with regard to having access
to Alaska’s fisheries resources. Otherwise, I fully intend to resubmit a similar proposal
requesting C&T use determination for red king crab in the waters surrounding Petersburg
during the next BOF cycle, or sponer,

Sincerely,

Ll

Brent Akers
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Reference proposal 154:

Comments:

Wrangell AC is in support of this proposal and this was not adequetly
expressed in the committee report.. We feel this proposal would not
negatively impact the sport industry and user as they would still be able to
meet their need in the rest of Southeast. This proposal would also assure all
AC’s that additional areas in their region when proposed for closure would
be for local and state resident needs only. With this assurance local AC’s
might accept local closures with more favor. The Wrangell AC sees the
commercial guided sport industry as benefiting from the closure of these
areas to commercial fishing. Most commercial fishers in these areas are local
who have now been displaced to provided an area for non-resident use.

Otto Florschutz

Wra_ngell AC
January 25, 2009
L EV O I e



Proposals 184 & 185

Mr. Chairman Members of the Board of Fish, My name is
Mike Nilsen I am a King and Tanner crab fisher here in Southeast
Alaska. I urge you to oppose proposals 184 & 185 pertaining to the
stacking of permits in the King And Tanner Fisheries. Let me start
out by saying that these proposals should be considered
restructuring proposals. These proposals will create an economic
hardship for persons to participate in this fishery. I do not feel that
is just to cause a person to have to find another permit to fish off
their vessel Just to stay competitive 1 feel that this amounts to
reallocation. 1 also believe that in thesc times it is wrong to
consolidate more causing loss of crewmember jobs. In closing |
would like to say that I think this permit stacking plan would back
fire by bringing latent permits into the fishery resulting to more
gear on the grounds.

Mike Nilsen K69 Permit Holder

REm
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Prop%20167[1]
pear members of the Board of Fisheries:

Re: proposal 167

The closure of the personal use King Crab Fﬁshery in District 13, due to department
concerns for the well being of the resource, does not constitue new or compelling
information which might justify consideration of a request for a ¢ & T finding.

The Department is charged with the maintenance of healthy populations of fish and
game. Proposal 176 will give the Department latitude in managing the King Crab
stocks which will benefit all users of the resource.

Use, meﬁns of harvest, transmission of knowledge, etc., are not factually differént
from those which obtained in 1989 when the board did not find for C&T status in the
case of King Crab.

Prop. 167 is overly broad, and in seeking a C&T finding "and/or close 13B and 13C to

commercéa] harvest of king crab” is allocative in nature and therefore should be
rejected.

Peter Roddy  (speaking for myself only) /9
Sitka, AK

Page 1
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State of Alaska,
Board of Fish

January 25, 2009
To whom it may concern;

Re: Proposal #185

| am totally opposed to any form of permit stacking in the
Tanner crab fishery. | believe that if this is adopted it would
concentrate even more gear in traditional fishing grounds. It
would cause regulatory and enforcement issues, i.e. Glacier
Bay lifetime access permits. It would create an inequity
between operators with large platforms and the "small boat"
fleet. It would eliminate employment opportunities for
deckhands and restrict the opportunities for new operators to
buy into the fishery.

////7%‘

J. Andrew Knight
T19 Permit holder

F/V Kathy K.
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Ronn Buschmann :
Box 1367 :
Petersburg, Alaska 99833,

|
John Jensen, Chairman ‘ January 25, 2009
Alaska Board of Fish |
Petersburg Alaska 99833 |

1
1

r
Re: Proposal # 185 as am?nded
Dear John and Commissi$ners,

I am writing to oppose tlpis proposal for Red and Tanner Crab Pot
Fishery permit stacking. I believe this will lead to further concentration
of capital and fishery priviileges. In addition, given the mechanical
requirements of efficiently operating two permits from one boat, this
proposal, if accepted, Wouild lead to a de facto reallocation of the Red and
Tanner crab fisheries to larger boats and the better capitalized operators
in the fleet. Although this would probably lead to an increase in permit
value, it would cause a loss of opportunity for those interested in
entering the fishery and ci!‘eate further impediments for young fishermen.

Fifty years ago the act of statehood abolished salmon fish traps. The
reason for taking away the rights of the fishtrap owners was that the
fishtraps reduced opportulnities for local seine fishermen and that it
concentrated the capital returns from the salmon runs into the hands of
those who could afford to pwn the trap sites and build the expensive
traps. This proposal would create for the red and tanner crab fisheries

the same situation that st!atehood abolished for the salmon fishery.

Both fisheries are near the end of a long CFEC process of reducing
entrants to optimum participant numbers. It seems prudent to observe
these fisheries for several years once the optimum number is reached
before considering major changes such as Proposal #185.

LI

Sincerely,

Ronn Buschmann(K49 owner)



s

Hello, I"d like to start by thanking all the board members who are here participating in
the board of fish meetings in Petersburg, Alaska this week. My name is Luke
Whitethorn, I live in Petersburg, Alaska at 100 Odin Lane. I have been a commercial
fisherman for 20 plus years. I currently own a red/tanner crab permit for southeast
Alaska. I am writing this letter to OPPOSE proposal 185 pertaining to lawful gear for
registration area A on the stacking of tanner permits allowing a pot limit of 120 pots per
vessel. I feel this would bring more permits into the fishery faster causing a stress on a
stock that is trying to rebound and intensify this fishery. I also OPPOSE this proposal
because I feel that allowing two permit holders aboard a vessel would cause many crew
members to lose their jobs, which will cause stress on an already shrinking economy.
This fishery has already gone from 100 to 80 pots. I strongly feel that we should try to
rebuild the tanner stocks before we intensify this fishery.

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Luke Whitethorn/ F/V Haakon

A



Proposals #184 and #185

Mr. Chairman Board of fish Members I would like you to consider
proposals 184 and 185 restructuring proposals and take no action or oppose
these until the public has further time to comment. I would like to see these

submitted as restructuring proposals.

Thank You Yancey Nilsen K69 Permit Holder
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Monday, Jqnuaty 26, 2009

Bidard of Fisheties

I request to, revoke my subsistence proposal,

Sincerely,

Robert Har!;man

%%%L:;

733 - 0454
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RC 60

PROPOSAL 318 - 5 AAC 47.021. Special provisions for seasons, bag, possession, and size
limits, and methods and means for the salt waters of Southeast Alaska Area. Correct an error
by amending this section as follows:

(h) In the Petersburg/Wrangell vicinity, shrimp may not be taken in the waters
[(1) OF TWELVE-MILE ARM WEST OF A LINE FROM PRINCE OF WALES
ISLAND AT 55°29.07'N. LAT,, 132° 37.60' W. LONG., TO THE
NORTHEASTERNMOST TIP OF LOY ISLAND AT 55° 29.07' N. LAT., 132° 36.7(
W. LONG., TO THE EASTERNMOST TIP OF CAT ISLAND AT 55° 27.80' N. LAT,,
132°39.08' W. LONG., TO PRINCE OF WALES ISLAND AT 55° 27.80' N. LAT,,
132° 40.93' W. LONG., INCLUDING WATERS NEAREST HOLLIS ANCHORAGE;
AND] .
{(2)] cast of a line from Indian Point at 55° 36.85' N. lat., 131° 42.02' W, long., to the
northeastern most tip of Betton Island at 55° 31.95" N. lat., 131° 46.37' W. long., to the
southeastern most tip of Betton Island at 55° 29.90' N. lat., 131° 48.18' W. long., to
Survey Point at 55° 28.07' N. lat., 131° 49.87' W. long.

(i) In the Prince of Wales Island vicinity: [,]
(1) the waters of Klawock Harbor between the Klawock River Bridge and a line from the
Klawock blinker light to the Klawock oil dock are closed toj
(A) [(1)] snagging; a fish hooked anywhere other than the mouth must be released
immediately;
(B) [(2)] sport fishing for sockeye salmon;
(2) shrimp may not be taken in the waters of Twelve-mile Arm west of a line from
Prince of Wales Island at 55° 29.07' N, lat., 132° 37.60' W. long., to the northeastern
most tip of Loy Island at 55° 29.07' N. lat., 132° 36.70' W. long., to the easternmost
tip of Cat Island at 55° 27.80' N. Iat., 132° 39.08' W. long., to Prince of Wales Island
at 55° 27.80' N, lat., 132° 40.93' W. long., including waters nearest Hollis

Anchorage;

ISSUE: This is a housekeeping proposal to remove a Prince of Wales Island regulation from the
Petersburg/Wrangell subsection and correctly place it in the Prince of Wales Island subsection.

WHAT WILL: HAPPEN IF NOTHING IS DONE? Regulation will remain in the wrong
subsection.

WILL THE QUALITY OF THE RESOURCE HARVESTED OR PRODUCTS PRODUCED
BE IMPROVED? No

WHO IS LIKELY TO BENEFIT? Everyone will benefit from a regulation listed in the correct
section.

WHO IS LIKELY TO SUFFER? No one
OTHER SOLUTIONS CONSIDERED? None

PROPOSED BY: Alaska Department of Fish and Game (HQ-08F-067)

ER S S At S e R R e R e e e e B R S A il R s



Propesal 141:

Revisit reguest

Due to the B.O.F.’s action on this proposal, likely to have significant
effect on some but not all fishers and that would likely cause those same to
invest in new gear costing between $11,000.00 and $19,000.00 each. We
propose the B.O.F. revisit this proposal not to wholly reverse its decision but
in hope of reaching a better and less costly compromise between gear
groups.

Reasons for compromise

Cost to fishermen $11,000.00 to $19,000.00 each

Cost to region, excess of 1 million dollars.

Inequity between pot size limits, 140 vs. 100 pots.

100 pot fishermen not likely to double pick causing resource stress.

New compromise action:

130 pots, 48” or smaller.
Benefits

100 pot fishermen only need to buy 30 pots.
100 pot fishermen won'’t be double picking.

Negatives:

Small pot fishermen or potentially all fishermen loose 10 pots or 7%
of their fishing capacity.

Alan Reeves
Wrangell, AK 99929



Proposal 152 intent language RC 62
5 AAC32.125

The board intent to allow permit stacking operations would be as follows:

multiple CFEC permit holders must be on board the vessel
When
1. gear from multiple permit holders is in the water AND
2. crab are on board or
3. selting or retrieving gear

The 300 total pot limit per vessel remains in (a)

The pot buoy marking requirements for multiple permit holders remains in (d) and (¢}



RC 63

Miscellaneous Business
Alaska Board of Fisheries
Jan, 21-27, 2009
Southeast Shellfish - Petersburg

Proposal 318, shrimp regulation (RC 60)
Petition from Cook Inlet Aquaculture Association (Misc. Tab; RC 18)

Discussion on deliberation materials and staff comments
for 2009/2010 meeting cycle

Adjourn
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