September 8, 2016

Chairman John Jensen, Alaska Board of Fisheries
ADF&G Boards Support Section

P.O. Box 115526

Juneau, AK 99811-5526

(907) 465-6094 FAX
dfg.bof.comments@alaska.gov

Re: Aleutians East Borough strongly opposed to Agenda Change Request #4

Dear Chairman Jensen,

This letter is to state the Aleutians East Borough’s strong opposition to ACR #4, slated for
consideration at the October 2016 Work Session. We believe this ACR is misguided and the
conservation purpose as stated in the ACR, ‘Limiting commercial harvest of Chinook in this fishery to its
historic levels will contribute to the sustainable Chinook runs in the AYK and Norton Sound Areas’, is
flawed. The science and data show that this is a non-issue, plus this subject has already been addressed
by the Board twice this year. We respectfully request that you not accept ACR #4.

The ACR suggests reducing commercial Chinook salmon harvest to historic levels. Actually,
recent June harvests of Chinook, with the exception of the anomalous lightning strike in 2015, are below
historic levels. This includes the June South Unimak & Shumagins harvest of 3843 Chinook for 2016.1
We calculated average June Chinook harvests in South Unimak and the Shumagin Islands from several
sample range of years using ADFG data.? The average June Chinook harvest for the South Unimak &
Shumagin Islands areas for years 1975 — 2014 was 4247 Chinook; for years 1975 — 1990, 4228 Chinook;
for years 1980 — 2014, 4729 Chinook; for years 1980 — 1990, 5754 Chinook; and for years 1990 — 2014
the average was 4503 Chinook. The recent range of years 2000 through 2014, average of 3187 Chinook,
is less than the other historic levels since 1975. In the same document, a table? including the South
Alaska Peninsula Chinook harvest dating back to 1908 ranks 2005 to 2014 as the second lowest average
overall Chinook harvest range of years for the area.

In addition, the recent Gulf of Alaska Chinook salmon genetic study from NMFS, Genetic Stock
Composition Analysis of the Chinook Salmon Bycatch Samples from the 2014 Gulf of Alaska Traw|

1 ADFG Inseason Commercial Harvest Estimates
http://www.adfg.alaska.gov/index.cfm?adfg=commercialbyareaakpeninsula.salmonharvestsummary

2 South Alaska Peninsula Salmon Annual Management Report, 2015 (FMR No. 16-02) Appendix B3 on page 60
http://www.adfg.alaska.gov/FedAidPDFs/FMR16-02.pdf

3 South Alaska Peninsula Salmon Annual Management Report, 2015 (FMR No. 16-02) Appendix A10, pages 23-25
http://www.adfg.alaska.gov/FedAidPDFs/FMR16-02.pdf
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Fishery*, shows that 99% of the Chinook salmon caught as bycatch in other Gulf of Alaska fisheries are
not bound for the Yukon, Kuskokwim, Norton Sound or the Arctic, but instead the majority are bound
for the West Coast and Pacific Northwest. This would indicate that reducing fishing time in the June
South Unimak and Shumagin Islands salmon fishery would not benefit Chinook runs in Western Alaska.

The South Unimak & Shumagin Island June Salmon fishery is a healthy, vibrant and sustainable
fishery, critical to the local economy in the communities of False Pass, King Cove and Sand Point.
Fishermen, shore-based processors and many support businesses depend on the June season,
documented as a commercial fishery in the area for over 100 years, and sustaining the native people for
thousands of years. The adoption of ACR #4 could have severe regional economic impacts.

The Alaska Board of Fisheries has twice addressed virtually this same issue, brought forward by
the same petitioner, first as Proposal 184 in February 2016, then as an emergency petition at your
March 2016 meeting. We urge you to finally put this issue to rest by showing unanimous opposition to
this ACR #4 that is controverted by the science and data.

Thank you for your consideration and the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

Ernie Weiss
Natural Resources Director
Aleutians East Borough

4 NOAA Technical Memorandum NMFS-AFSC-311, http://www.afsc.noaa.gov/Publications/AFSC-TM/NOAA-TM-
AFSC-311.pdf
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September 13, 2016

Chairman John Jensen, Alaska Board of Fisheries
ADF&G Boards Support Section

PO Box 115526

Juneau, AK 99811-5526
dfg.bof.comments@alaska.gov

Re: Requesting the Alaska Board of Fish Accommodate Western Gulf Fishermen by
Adjusting the Board’s Meeting Cycle Schedule

Dear Chairman Jensen,

The City of Sand Point requests a change to the Board of Fisheries meeting cycle organization. The
Aleutians East Borough (AEB) - and the communities within, including Sand Point and King Cove - has for
a number of years asked the Board to consider a meeting change to accommodate the active Western
Gulf fishermen that would like to participate in the public process.

The AEB’s recent Assembly Resolution 17-03 encapsulates the real rub for our area, which is that Alaska
Peninsula fishermen who fish for Pacific cod are at the height of that particular season when the Area M
finfish meeting occurs every 3 years in February. The majority of our P cod fishermen also salmon fish in
the summers. Thus, the timing of the finfish meeting forces many fisherman to choose between being
out on the water to make a living or participating in a hotel for the Board’s public process.

Instead, Alaska Peninsula fishermen would rather the Board consider addressing all regional finfish
issues, including cod and salmon, at a December meeting, a more convenient time of year for many local
fishermen. We hope this change could lead to more active participation at the Board level from our local
fleet.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment and for considering this meeting cycle request.

Sincerely,

Glen Gardner, Jr

Mayor

City Office e P.O. Box 249 e Sand Point, Alaska 99661 ¢ 907.383.2696 ¢ 907.383.2698 FAX
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Board of Fish and Game
Boards support section
PO box 115526

Juneau Alaska, 99811

To the board of fish and game:
Cc: Clarence Sable Fish Coalition:

My name is Bill Connor, | am a member of the Clarence Sable Fish Coalition, | have made a request with
an ARGC, to extend the longline season and also to allow the longline permit holders the option to use
pots to harvest their EQS.

| am asking for your support on the ACR submitted by me on behalf of the Clarence Sable Fish Coalition.

Beginning Sept 25" to November 15 (the closing date by existing regulation) to allow longline permit
holders the option to use pot gear and reopen the season for long line gear.

We believe this ACR falls under an unexpected event, ever increasing killer whale interaction and
predation on longlines causing excess unaccounted for sablefish removals, and for conservation, the
reduction of bycatch.

Currently NPFMC is also working hard on measures to reduce bycatch in the gulf as we should here in
state waters.

Here a few reasons to allow the use of pots and to extend the longline season.
AS times change so do fisheries, and to conduct them without change is going forward blindly.

Pre 1960 whaling was a legal business. The whale population was disappearing. Since late 1960 these
populations have exploded. With this explosion, these mammals have overpopulated and are becoming
opportunist feeders, quite like protected park bears.

We have the tools to adjust to these changes and we must to keep Alaska fisheries sustainable.

The Clarence Sable Fish Fishery is now being beaten down by the removal of 85% of the allowable quota
in 75 days when it could be spread out over a much longer season. It is disappearing in massive amounts
by the whales predation on the longline fisherman causing unaccounted for removals of sable fish
affecting the biomass. This could be remedied by pots.

If we allow these changes we will reduce bycatch considerably by lengthening the longline season and
by allowing pots. WE would be adjusting to our environmental change. This would be a conservation
move for our fishery.

By lengthening the season it allows us to fish on different stocks as they move through the fishing
grounds. Not just the one that is present June and July and half of August.
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| have included statistical information that was provided by the STATE OF ALASKA FISH AND GAME
GROUND FISH DEPARTMENT _ (which | requested.)

Questions:

1.

How many pounds of bycatch (by species) were caught each year from 2006-2015 in the SSEI
pot fishery?

Why are halibut not included in the bycatch numbers?

How much bycatch of each species were caught each year from 2006-2016 on the SSEI LL
survey?

How many times has the state survey vessel had whale predation 2006-20167?

For the SSEI LL fishery: how many pounds of by catch are caught each year? | would note that
the states bycatch is quite significant to the total pounds caught each year, as well as my by
catch noted on my fish tickets. So | guestion if the bycatch numbers are not a bit low over all,
since my fish tickets represent 15% of the total, and the total bycatch if you include halibut is
quite significant. But not so with pot gear.

For the SSEI LL fishery: what is the AHO and EQS for the fishery each year and what is the
bycatch percentage to Sablefish?

How many skates of gear were hauled each year to reach the quota?

How many pots were hauled each year to reach their quota?

Thank you in advance for taking the time to read and discuss this letter with the other members

Bill Connor

Member of the Clarence Sable Fish Coalition
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Submitted By PC 05
Linda Kozak 10f1
Submitted On
9/20/2016 11:01:31 AM
Affiliation
Crab Observer Oversight Task Force

Phone

907-486-8824
Email

lkozak@agci.net
Address

PO Box 2684

Kodiak, Alaska 99615

TO: Alaska Board of Fisheries
From: Linda Kozak - Crab Observer Oversight Task Force
SUBJ: COOTF Membership

In the past six months, two members of the Crab Observer Oversight Task Force have resigned from their positions. A call for nominations
was sent out to the various crab organizations in Alaska and Washington, as well as to the cooperatives. The nomination period was open
for about 45 days and during that time, only one name was submitted for consideration.

The members of the Crab Observer Oversight Task Force would like to recommend that the Board of Fisheries appoint Craig Lowenberg
to fill one of the vacancies on the Task Force.

Following is contact information and a brief summary of Craig's involvement in the fishery.
Thank you for your consideration to this request.
Craig Lowenberg:

Having been born and raised in Kodiak, AK into a fishing family, | have been involved in the fishing industry, one way or another, essentially
all of my life. am currently the manager and co-owner of a vessel that participates in the BSAI Crab Rationalization program. In 2011, |
was appointed to serve on the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council Advisory Panel as the Oregon fixed gear representative. My
current term expires in 2018. lalso serve on the Board of Directors for Alaska Bering Sea Crabbers (advocacy group for crab harvesters)
and Inter-Cooperative Exchange (FCMA Cooperative).

I believe the Crab Observer Oversight Task Force provides an important function and look forward to the opportunity to participate. Feel
free to contact me at your convenience if you have any questions or would like additional information. Thank you.

Craig Lowenberg

12042 SE Sunnyside Rd
PMB 333
Clackamas, OR 97015

602-451-7752 ¢
503-454-0837 f
craig@craiglowenberg.com
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Submitted By PC 06
Stanley R Steadman 10f1
Submitted On
9/16/2016 4:07:55 PM
Affiliation
no affiliation- sport fisherman

Phone
9072622365
Email
sego56@hotmail.com
Address
178 W RIVERVIEW AVE
Soldotna, Alaska 99669

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. | have been fishing on the Kenai River for 30 years and live in Soldotna. Over the years | have
seen the numbers of Out of State fishermen skyrocket. With this happening it has been more and more difficult for local families to find a
place to fish from the bank, unless we want to get on the river at 5 a.m. and often "wait in line for someone to leave." It used to be that

we could head out after work with family and enjoy an evening of fishing. That time has passed. It is particularly difficult to find a place to
fish when the minimum escapement level has been reached and the limit goes to six fish. Fishermen from out of the area are not going to
leave their spots until they have caught their six, making it all the more difficult to find a spot. My suggestion would be to come up with a
management plan that keeps the catch limit at three fish. Also, in one area | like to fish, the Kenai River Center, there is always the same
group of German'’s who catch their limit in the morning, come back and catch it again after lunch, and then give it one more shot after
dinner. |know this because | like to go in the morning (I practive the one and done approach--1 fish and go home), then try it again in the

evening. This approach didn't work well this year, because | could not stay all morning or evening to find a spot. |would suggest Fish and
Game target key spots to nail these out of state fishermen. Thanks
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Submitted By PC 07
Tom Manning 10of2
Submitted On
9/20/2016 2:29:26 PM
Affiliation
Krestof Clam Co.

Phone
907 463 3431
Email
sayulitamex@gmail.com
Address
622 Hemlock Way
Juneau, Alaska 99801

Ak. Fish & Game Board

I am writing to request a species inclusion of Geoduck clams to section Ak. 5 AAC 41.070. | was advised that the same wording used to
allow Weatervane Scallops would be appropriate to include Geoduck clams for hatchery spawning in established hatcheries outside of
Alaska. Iwould like to propse a section F to this list, adding Geoduck clams.

Alaska hatcheries have so far been ubable to produce viable geoduck seed in State for Alaskan shell-fish farmers. | have had a clam farm
for over 12 years and have only received healthy stock twice and they were not in sufficient quantuty to support a commercial operation.

Thank you for your consideration,
Tom Manning

5 AAC 41.070. Prohibitions on importation and release of live fish

(a) Except as provided in (b) - (d) of this section, no person may import any live fish into the state for purposes of stocking or rearing in the
waters of the state.

(b) Live oysters native to and originating from the Pacific Coast of North America may be imported for aquaculture purposes, under a
permit required by this chapter, and may be released into the waters of the state only if the

(1) broodstock is derived from oysters commercially cultured on the Pacific Coast of North America through three or more generations;
and

(2) disease history or an inspection indicates no incidence of disease that is not indigenous to the state or is not considered to be a risk to
indigenous stocks, and oyster health or marketability.

(c) Ornamental fish not raised for human consumption or sport fishing purposes may be imported into the state, but may not be reared in or
released into the waters of the state. Fish wastes and waste water from ornamental fish may not be released directly into the waters of the
state.

(d) Weathervane scallops originating from wild stocks or cultured stocks in the Southeastern Alaska and Yakutat Areas may be imported
for aquaculture purposes and may be released only into the waters of the Southeastern Alaska and Yakutat Areas under a permit required
by this chapter only if the

(1) broodstock was taken under the provisions of a permit issued by the department;
(2) broodstock was certified by the department's fish pathology section before transport out of the state;
(3) broodstock was held continuously in a department-approved isolation facility;

(4) weathervane scallops proposed for import have been held continuously in a department-approved isolation facility before import into
the state;

(5) disease history, or an inspection, of the weathervane scallops proposed for import indicates no incidence of a disease of transport
significance.

(e) A person may not import, own, possess, breed, transport, distribute, release, purchase or sell within this state any species listed under
50 C.F.R. 16.13, as revised as of October 1, 2002, as an injurious live, or dead fish, mollusk, crustacean, or their eggs.

(f) Geoduck Clams originating from wild stocks or cultured stocks in the Southeastern Alaska and Yakutat Areas may be imported for
aquaculture purposes and may be released only into the waters of the Southeastern Alaska and Yakutat Areas under a permit required by
this chapter only if the


mailto:sayulitamex@gmail.com
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(1) broodstock was taken under the provisions of a permit issued by the department;
PC 07

(2) broodstock was certified by the department's fish pathology section before transport out of the state; 20f2
(3) broodstock was held continuously in a department-approved isolation facility;

(4) Geoduck clams proposed for import have been held continuously in a department-approved isolation facility before import into the
state;

(5) disease history, or an inspection, of the geoduck clams proposed for import indicates no incidence of a disease of transport
significance.



Submitted By PC 08
Joel Doner 10of 1
Submitted On
9/28/2016 7:47:06 AM
Affiliation
Anchorage Advisory Committee

~~Members of the Alaska Board of Fisheries,

We, the Anchorage Fish and Game Advisory Committee, are writing to support the salmon habitat proposal that seeks Board of Fish
action to recommend that the legislature update Alaska’s fish habitat permitting law under Title 16. Itis notable to our committee that this
proposal was brought forward by a diverse group of Alaskans who practice subsistence, personal use, commercial, and sport fishing. Itis
not often that a proposal comes before our body or yours that is supported by representatives from all of the fisheries user groups.

AS 16.05.871, which gives the Department of Fish and Game its authority to issue permits for development projects that may impact fish
habitat, lacks specific criteria that defines what is or isn’t an acceptable level of development activity in Alaska’s anadromous fish habitat.
The Board of Fish specifically developed the Sustainable Salmon Policy to “ensure conservation of salmon and salmon’s required marine
and aquatic habitats, protection of customary and traditional subsistence uses and other uses, and the sustained economic health of
Alaska’s fishing communities.” 5 AAC 39.222(b). As Alaska faces an ever increasing number of applications for both large and small
development projects, we think all Alaskans will agree that ensuring development is done in a responsible manner that truly protects the
sustainability of our fisheries resources is critical.

Thus, it is time for Alaska to revisit one of its oldest laws in order to ensure it contains the appropriate sideboards to assist the Alaska
Department of Fish and Game in clarifying how development should be permitted in anadromous fish habitat. Thank you very much for
your careful consideration of this matter.

Joel Doner, Chair
Anchorage Fish & Game Advisory Committee



Submitted By

Linda Fisch
Submitted On

9/27/2016 10:10:19 PM
Affiliation

Phone
9073762055
Email
akfish@mtaonline.net
Address
P.O.Box 876286
Wasilla, Alaska 99687
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I commercial fished in Cook Inlet for over 10 years and Iam a long time Alaska resident living in Wasilla for 29 years Kenai peninsula for 5

and Fbks for the 10 years as | was a young 20 yr old. My Husband is born and raised in Palmer third generation. | SUPPORT AND

STAND FOR THE SALMON PROPOSAL TO STRENGTHEN ALASKA'S fish habitat permits through a revision of and an update to Title
16. As board of fish members it makes sense to support this proposal and keep Alaska thriving. | reside along Paradise Lake in Wasilla. |
have experienced first-hand how the non-specific and broad language in Title 16 has many loopholes which allow projects to continue that
degrade and reduce the abundance of our salmon. The State of Alaska is facing a budget crisis and the economy is unlikely to improve in
the new few years-- Our State Constitution was drafted with salmon as a key focus. | implore you- do not lose focus now. Salmon employ

thousands of Alaskans and attract ten more thousands of tourists. As Members of Board of Fish you have the ability to recommend

changes to Title 16 that protect Salmon habitat and ecosystems in the Cook Inlet Watersheds. Please do this Please otherwise Alaska will

go down the tubes.
Sincerely

Linda Fisch


mailto:akfish@mtaonline.net

Submitted By PC 10
Patricia Scudder 10f1
Submitted On
9/27/2016 2:39:27 PM
Affiliation

I have been fortunate to spend about half my time in Alaska each year, visiting my family, who have made Alaska their home since 2005.
One of the things about your great state that has both impressed and appalled me at the same time are the abundant salmon resources.
My time in Alaska has been spent fishing throughout South Central from Homer to the Denali Hwy, in Prince William Sound and in almost
any stream that I can find in between. Alaska is unique in the protections that have been given to salmon, but more needs to be done. As
members of the Board of Fish please update Title 16 and listen to the people — both in Alaska, and from consumers and tourists of other
states that spent upward of $30 a pound for fresh, Wild Alaska Salmon at the start of each summer. Alaska is the “last frontier” for certain,
but you should learn from the mistakes made in New England and the Pacific Northwest and ensure that Alaska’s salmon remains
abundant through enhanced habitat protection. Thank you for putting this proposal on the agenda for your work session in October 2016.

Thank you -

Patricia Scudder



Submitted By PC 11

Emily Leak 10f1
Submitted On
9/28/2016 2:05:52 PM
Affiliation
Phone
303-895-5742
Email
leak.emil mail.com
Address
PO Box 230751

Anchorage, Alaska 99523

Emily Leak’s Public Testimony: 9/27/16

My name is Emily Leak, | am currently a student at UAA and | would like to give testimony on the resolution to title 16.

-l was raised on wild fish and game, my parents were adamant that it was the healthiest way to raise and feed their children

-My parents are hunters and fisherman and | was raised hunting, fishing, hiking and camping and was taught to appreciate the outdoors
and its capacity to feed our family.

- My first summer in Alaska, before | had decided to live here forever, | ate salmon everyday. At every social event, every meal | shared with
family and friends we ate moose and salmon.

-And it became clear to me immediately the abundance of our wild fish and game here in Alaska.

-Igrew up in CO and left because of the growth of the state

-huge influxes of people, hundreds of people per day and I felt it was losing its feeling of being a resource rich rural area

-My decision to stay in Alaska indefinitely has been strongly driven by the prospect of continuing to live in the way | was raised and the
potentiality of raising a family the way | was fed on wild fish and game

-for these reasons | feel strongly that our salmon populations and salmon habitat need to be protected and preserved for the future so that
this way of life can remain a possibility for future generations

-That is why | support the resolution to title 16 and | encourage you to support the resolution as well


mailto:leak.emily@gmail.com

Submitted By PC 12
Satchel Pondolfino 10f1
Submitted On
9/28/2016 7:55:03 PM
Affiliation

Iam a lifelong Alaskan, born and raised here in Anchorage. Like most Alaskans | have grown up with the luxury of having salmon as a
staple at the dinner table. | never realized what a gift this was until | moved to Oregon to attend university. | quickly discovered that most
people go fishing at the local costco and salmon especially, is saved for special occasions. Well thankfully after a few dismayed phone
calls to my dad, my alaskan roots provided for me and a cooler full of salmon soon arrived on my doorstep and my dinner table quickly
became a popular one.

Now that | am back living in Alaska again, | am so happy the days of the cooler are over and | have returned to a state with abundant of
salmon runs and deep freezers. | studied environmental policy in university. It is clear to me when legal language is too vague to serve the
purpose itis intended for. It is also clear to me that the culture around salmon in Alaska is unique to our state, and is dependent upon
sustaining strong runs so that we have the resources to maintain this way of life. Title 16 is long overdue for an update, | urge you to do
what you can within your power to make sure we protect this amazing resource by adopting the resolution to upgrade title 16.



Submitted By PC 13
Lorraine Crawford 10f1
Submitted On
9/29/2016 11:01:21 AM
Affiliation
Citizen

Phone
907-252-7431
Email
scrawfor@alaska.net
Address
36615 Chinulna Drive
Kenai, Alaska 99611

Iwould like the Board of Fish to strengthen the sustainable salmon policy (Prop N, Title 16). It is fundamental to protect fish habitat for the
sustainability of all user groups and all fish species. |would urge the BOF to vote on this proposal and strenthen state law to protect all fish
habitat.
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Submitted By PC 14
Matthew Koenig 10f1
Submitted On
9/29/2016 1:31:36 PM
Affiliation

Phone
(740)602-0298
Email
matthew.koenig90@gmail.com
Address
540 Irwin St
Anchorage, Alaska 99508

Dear Board of Fish members -
First up Iwant to thank the Anchorage AC for hosting this meeting and opportunity to provide input.

My name is Matt Koenig - and I'm writing to support the proposed changes to Title 16. |did not have the good fortune to be born and
raised here, but | felt drawn here because Alaska is rich in natural resources - including abundant fishing opportunities, and that is
something that is increasingly rare in the world.

Before | was here | lived in Los Angeles. There were kings there once, or so I'm told, good luck finding any now. |lived in the Pacific
Northwest for a time - there are salmon, but due to a lack of information and foresight the runs are not historic levels. Overfishing and
harmful fishing practices, habitat loss through dams, hatcheries, pollution and the effects warming streams have caused a death by a
thousand cuts situation. The lower 48 is playing a game of habitat recovery and remediation - spending millions of dollars to revert
impacts as best they can to restore runs to a portion of what they once were. We’ve seen what can happen.

I don’t want to see this in my new home in Alaska.

In my mind this is a no brainer, we have to learn from the mistakes made in the Lower 48 and do a better job in Alaska to protect our wild
salmon. It all comes back to habitat. Without habitat, there are no salmon. It's crucial that title 16 is updated to give ADF&G clear
guidelines and enforceable language for when a permit should be approved or denied, to give them the tools that they need to ensure
salmon habitat is protected for future generations.

Thanks for your time.
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Submitted By PC 15
Rebecca Long 10f1
Submitted On
9/29/2016 2:19:58 PM
Affiliation
self

Phone
907-733-1656
Email
longfellow1741@hotmail.com
Address
POB 1088
Talkeetna, Alaska 99676

~~Upper Cook Inlet Area All Finfish Meeting
Rebecca Long Comments Supporting Habitat Protection Proposal

September 22,2016

I support the Proposal that the Board of Fish recommend to the Alaska Legislature to clarify the criteria for fish habitat permitting to better
protect Cook Inlet Fisheries.

My family has made its living as commercial fish tenderers and fishers and in the tourism industry in Southcentral Alaska. We are also
personal use fishers.

I have had personal experience with at least 10 Habitat Permits in Southcentral Alaska. My experience has shown that fish habitat has
been jeopardized by some of these permit approvals

[ILack of Public Transparency

There is no public notice of applicants for Fish Habitat (FH) permits. Thus, there is no way for the public to even know about the existence
of the permit application or even commenting on these permits. Many times the public finds out about the existence of a FH permit only
when the applicant applies for a state Land Use Permit. The Department is losing valuable local knowledge of the waterway and area
involved in the permit without a mechanism for prior public knowledge of a permit application.

[nconsistent Permit Terms

Some FH permits restrict crossing of anadromous streams only to the winter months when the ice/snow conditions can support the
equipment crossing being permitted.

But then you get FH permits like the last two years at the mouth of Larson Creek near Talkeetna that are allowing crossing of an important
anadromous stream with heavy equipment over 10,000 pounds right in the middle of sockeye salmon migration and spawning. There
seems to be no rhyme or reason to the permit terms.

I believe that the Board of Fish’s enacted Sustainable Salmon Policy should become part of Title 16. This would strengthen the Alaska
Department of Fish and Game’s Habitat Permits and address the above-mentioned weaknesses of the current policies...

This Sustainable Salmon Proposal in front of you is supported by sport, commercial, personal use and subsistence fishers, business
owners, tribal entities and the scientific community. It would be a habitat protection measure that will ensure our anadromous fisheries
continue to be sustainable. The 61 year old Title 16 regulates our fisheries and is unique among the state governments. But changes are
necessary in order to keep pace with the modern world. Regulatory streamlining by Alaskan administrations since 2000 has eroded
habitat protections and the public’s ability to sufficiently protect anadromous fish habitat. Degradation has occurred. Our salmon fisheries
were Alaska’s first economic engine. We want it to continue to be important economically especially in the low state budgetary years.

What is atrisk:

110,840 seafood industry jobs in Southcentral, of which are 7660 jobs held by Southcentral residents,

LAn estimate of $247 million in direct labor income. With the multiplier impact generation of another $164 million for a total of $411

million,

[ Total economic input to Southcentral of $1.2 billion considering the wholesale value and the gross value through secondary impacts. (All
3 bullet points are 2013 data from The Economic Impact of the Seafood Industry in Southcentral Alaska, June 2015 by the McDowell group
for the Alaska Salmon Alliance.)

Because there is no regulations in Title 16 that define protection of fish populations and their habitat, the HB permits are issued with few
restrictions. | believe the habitat criteria in the Board of Fish Sustainable Salmon Policy could be used to define those protections and
strengthen Title 16.

I urge you to act in support of this current proposal before you.

Rebecca Long


mailto:longfellow1741@hotmail.com

Submitted By PC 16
Denis Ransy 10of 1
Submitted On
9/29/2016 2:31:43 PM
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~~Denis Ransy Comments to Upper Cook Inlet Area All Finfish 2016 Meeting In Support of Sustainable Salmon Proposal by Lindsey
Bloom et al

Our Board of Fisheries would do us a great service if it recommended to the legislature changes to the Fish Habitat Permit system to
completely enforce the Sustainable Salmon Policy. This action would go a long way toward maintaining Cook Inlet’s valuable salmon runs
for all users.

I have fished for personal use for 40 years and commercial fished for 15 years so | know how important anadromous fisheries are.
Alaska’s salmon fisheries are without a doubt one of the world’s few remaining truly sustainable anadromous fisheries. Where else can a
fishery supply food for: all residents who desire it, a viable commercial fishery, and thousands of residents and non-residents jobs.
Alaska’s Sustainable Salmon Policy's is currently not being implemented in the Alaska Department of Fish and Game’s Fish Habitat
permits. Permitting practices for heavy equipment moves, construction projects, mining and other potentially habitat and waterway
damaging activities are very loose. Oversight inspections and penalties for infractions are rare. Waivers of requirements are commonly
allowed. All these problems endanger our world class fisheries, and many long-held liviihoods. | have witnessed these situations in my
home neighborhood of Larson Creek regarding Fish Habitat Permits; and | am aware of other situations.
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To the Board of Fish members -

My name is Allison Haines, and |am a student at UAA and a lifelong Alaskan. In the twenty years I've lived here, | have spent a significant
amount of time outdoors. The beauty of our state is unparalleled, and our unique landscape allows the state to be international leaders in
markets such as seafood. The seafood industry is Alaska'’s largest private sector employer, and creates over 63,000 direct jobs
throughout the state. And we love catching and eating fish! We have the right as residents to have a say in how decisions - which could
adversely affect our environment and economy - are made.

That is why | am writing in support of the proposal to give Title 16 a much needed update. The ambiguous nature of Title 16 is overdue for
a change that will let Alaskans have some control in protecting salmon habitats. People like my uncle and his family heavily depend on
subsistence fishing. Please listen to the chorus of Alaskans calling for change. We want to be a part of decisions will which shape the
future of our state and our lives. |implore you to approve the proposed revisions to Title 16, for the good of Alaskans, fisheries, and the
world.

Thank you for your time and service,

Allison Haines
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Dear Board of Fish members -

My name is Ashley. |started my relationship with Alaska about 12 years ago as a freshman at APU. |came here from Connecticut and
had never tried salmon. Ididn’t try it my freshman year, but before long | came to love wild salmon as any other Alaskan does. | have
enjoyed itin all its culinary varieties, teaching my camp kids about them and watching salmon bring people together.

In the state that our country is in, we need more things that bring people together. We need to make changes to title 16, that has seen
limited updates since statehood. We need to make these changes more specific, and detailed so the permitting process is clear and has
improved criteria. We need to protect salmon for future generations, for our industry and the people of Alaska of all backgrounds.

Thank you for your time.

Ashley Plante
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Dear Alaska Board of Fisheries,

As an Alaskan resident of over thirty years and an avid sport fisherman, | am writing to support your implementation of the Sustainable
Salmon proposal, and the proposed changes to title 16. | believe that this proposal will help to strengthen Alaska’s fish habitat and protect
this habitat for generations to come. Iam concerned how the current title 16 does not solidly define the nature of fish protection.

Alaska natural resources should be kept healthy for Alaskans and not traded for outside interests. |believe that updating title 16 will help
accomplish this task! Alaskans deserve a law that states clear intent to protect fish and fish habitat.

Thank you for your time and attention to this important issue - please let the state legislature know my comments.

Sincerely,

Lyn Frank





