AC Comments for Arctic-Yukon kuskokwim Finfish
January 26-31, 2010

Lower Yukon AC1
Minto Nenana AC2
Fairbanks AC3
Yukon Flats AC4

- Middle Yukon AC5

Delta AC6
Tanana Rampart Manley AC7
Ruby AC8



Lower Yukon Fish & Game Advisory Committee - RECEIVED
Meeting Minutes of October 7-8, 2009
0OCT 09 2009

BOARDS
Members Present: Ted Hamilton (Emmonak), Edward and Amelia Adams (Nunam Iqua) , John
Riley (Pitka’s Point), Joseph Bell (Hooper Bay), Marcel Isadore (Alakanuk), Marvin Okitkun
(Kotlik), Charles Paukan (St. Mary’s), Sebastian Cowboy (St Mary’s Alternate), Joseph Peter
(Marshall); Stanislaus Shephard (Mountain Village), Bibiana Sage (Mountain Village Alternate)
and Evan Polty (Pilot Station).

Meeting began at 11:45 am.

Members of the Public Present: Anna Tinker of Pitka’s Point Council, Nathan Oney of Pitka’s
Point; Thomas George, Pitka’s Point Native Corporation; Paul Beans and Alexie Walter, Sr
with Azachorok Inc, Harry Wilde, YKDelta RAC, Ephrim Thompson with YDFDA , of
Mountain Village; Ray Oney of Alakanuk; Jack Scutheis and Gene Sandone of KwikPak
Fisheries; Tim Andrews of AVCP; Michael James City of Alakanuk; Leslie Hunter, Katemal
Shorty, William Manunik, Vasillie Sergie, Charlie Chees, Joseph Peter, and Bill Myeruk of
Marshall and Nick Andrew, Jr Ohugumiut TC, Exec Director; Nicholas Tucker, St of Emmonak

ADF&G Present: Amy Marsh, Eric Newland, Steve Hayes, Sherry Wright
ADF&G fishery report was provided by Eric Newland.

Questions were raised about the Pilot Station sonar and why it is not accurate. High water and
high silt movement interferes with the sonar, but the numbers did not change the management
strategy.

A request that the department listen to the local people with their suggestions and information.
We know this river — if the fish are not there, we’ll move and find them. The sonar hurt them big
time this summer. High water affects the sonar and this is not the first time. We cannot depend
on sonar anymore. ADF&G is looking into moving the sonar. Discussion of moving to Pitka’s
Point, Russian Mission and/or Marshall have been discussed. Moving the left bank sonar
downstream is another point of discussion. The test fishery gives them information on the
species coming through. The department doesn’t just focus on one point of information. The
escapement goal for Canada has not been met in the last three years, which is also part of the
department’s concern.

Tim Andrew spoke about the region. What is happening to the Lower Yukon area is cultural,
social and economic genocide. We fall between the Bering Sea industry and the Canadian
treaties and this area consistently bears the brunt of the conservation, hurting both the
commercial and subsistence harvest. He has received calls from many people, elders, who were
not able to put up enough saloonik to meet their subsistence needs. How can we trust the Pilot
Station numbers again, when facing these kind of consequences over and over. The sonar has
been pointed at the mud in one instance, miscounted because of high waters. We have inherited
this resource from our ancestors, and must be cared for as they did before us.

Charles Paukan, Sr agrees with Mr Andrews assessment of the unrealiability of the sonar counts
at Pilot Station, with inaccurate counting, running off four hours and on eight hours. When
estimating fish, those off times can account for a great deal of fish. Our ancestors fished year
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around and considered things like the wind direction and what kind of season they may have.
Fish were used for their family and to feed their dogs. He has spent 50 years on the river and
seen many changes. The elders went by season, not by numbers. He also noticed many sandbars
along the river. There were not any 50 years ago. Natives don’t go by paper, what they see
today. They go by season and hope for better communication with ADF&G.

Evan Polty, Sr spoke about the sonar at Pilot Station and how it has not been working.
Subsistence is a way of life and it has been jeopardized here all the way up to Canada. The area
is no longer suitable due to changes in the river. We need to be one voice to put the sonar on the
Yukon where the erosion doesn’t affect the counting. The villages know where the eddy’s grow
and better places to put sonar for more accurate counts.

Alexie Walter was told when he went to Anchorage to testify, that subsistence is the priority.
Now, he has windows to catch his subsistence fish. Weather doesn’t always cooperate with
windows. The first pulse run is when they would like to get the fish. They are not fishing all the
time, about three hours allows enough fish if you can get them when they are coming in. People
still have large families here for which they need to provide. Some bartering with subsistence
use is not seen as wrong (up to $600), but when they begin to be making $10,000 that is too
much. This adversely impacts the subsistence fishing.

Stan Sheppard had a list of options that the Mountain Village Fisheries Working Group
discussed. Voluntary reduction of harvest, only federally qualified eligible, ... were some of
them. The elders have taught them, it takes different gear in different places on the river.
Shallow place using a shallow net, deeper waters need a deeper net.

Marcel Isadore — this is the first time in his life he has heard people say they didn’t harvest as
many fish. He went up and down the river and people were not able to put fish up for the winter.
Many people are too proud to go on public assistance and they were asking how am I going to
feed my family? I am feeling sorry for my fellow native. Something needs to be done. We live
in the 21% century. We have cell phones. We have satellite TV.

Nastasha Andrew (Nick Andrews wife). She has lived here 75 years. There was no ADF&G
saying when to fish. They put enough fish for their family and their dogs. No one was coming
around or flying over taking their nets away. We Natives grew up with water and land. We eat
it, we don’t always go to the store and have no money to go buy whatever they want. Not like
today, whatever you want run up to the store with food stamps. We have five boys and had a
hard time. Even with a job, it was not enough. Hunting and trapping provide for the family.
Today’s young people have easy life, people working, lots of money. Their ways were putting
up fish, staying home with the children while the husband tried to provide for the family. You
can’t go to the hospital even if you are sick, because of no money. No health aides — now there
is free tickets to the hospital. This public assistance is spoiling the young people and makes
them lazy to go hunting for the family. It has been tough raising my kids. Some days, she didn’t
know what to feed her children. No freezer or refrigerator. We didn’t have much, but we were
happy whatever we had on the table. We live on fish. It hurts, like this summer for many of the
clders. ADF&G make us cry. She was ready for ADF&G to come to her, but they didn’t show
up. Too much fighting over land. What is God going to do to us someday? He is the Maker of
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everything. We will not always be sitting easy. Too much fighting over everything —
everything. If we go to the city, will they kick us out because we don’t have lots of data to look
up and show others, so they consider us ignorant?

Nick Tucker — We have never been stupid. We were just told we were stupid. We have been
given the opportunity to speak, but were also put in the corner. We have always been patient and
kept our mouth shut because we respect the land and what we have. I have never in my life seen
at the meetings, elder’s crying, men like Marcel cry and in Emmonak when we had the heating
fuel crisis, we would give households boxes of food. People if you have ears, it’s time to start
hearing us. I am privileged to have testified before the President and his resource committee. If
you have anything, let me know. I don’t care who you are, if you see something broke, don’t
wait for your neighbor to do something. We have no more room to be patient. We don’t have
any obligation to Canada. I’ve been in a few of those negotiations. The key word is ‘endeavor’
— that means we will try. We will do our best to see that they have some fish, but we need to
take care of USA. I just heard 70,000 fish to Canada. The other thing is when we have low
numbers expected like this summer, by golly if we expect poor returns, and then after the fact
90,000 in Canada, instead of cutting off subsistence, start to 8 — 15% in commercial fishing. The
2005 over-escapement of summer chums has killed themselves off. Regarding the sonar —
ADF&G over the years have asked for the knowledge and expertise of the native people. We
have heard the talk, but not seen the walk. If you really desire to work with us, then do so and
make sure these statements get to the commissioner. Do it — don’t just talk about it. Stop talking
and start using your heart. We don’t want a handout of cookies. He is concerned about the
turnover of people manning the sonar contributing to inaccuracies. Let’s give them the
commercial fishermen to get the 8%. It only takes a little brain to know there are fish out there
and to go to someone to work with them. They have told ADF&G you can’t keep testing the
same spot over and over and over. The eddy where 109 kings were caught in one period is no
longer there. Near the Y2 line. The sandbars next to the river is nothing but snags. He hopes
that today we will be heard. Some of the proposals are so stupid they would make a 3 grader
laugh.

Alexie Walters — The people who prosecuted the test fishery would fish 20 minutes here and 20
minutes here. He disagrees with the way this methodology, because a few feet away another
local may be taking in a good number of fish. These test fisheries are misleading. Some will be
lucky, some will be shortchanged with those windows. You can play around all you want with
windows during commercial, but let the villages have a chance at that first pulse of fish.

Paul Beans — Nick and Alexie took the words out of my mouth. I followed the fisheries on the
internet this summer. The sonar makes it to the Anchorage Daily News and goes up to Eagle. In
Canada, they were commercial and sport fishing. The situation is getting worse and worse in 'Y
1 —3. They are hit with so many proposals coming up that will impact them. Mountain Village
formed a Fisheries Working Group to discuss these issues.

Vassily Sergie — Fish go where they want to go. He wants to know what does it take to the
Boards to understand that they are hurting here? Does it require someone to cry? How do we
control those people out in the ocean and the fish coming in from there. Who is regulating those
fisheries? We need to find out what is going on out there in the ocean. This is just a little
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portion of the world where we live and try to survive. Natives along this river have to report
everything to ADF&G. If you can find a way to control those people in the ocean, we could fish
as we have. For many years, we have been complying with ADF&G regulations.

John Riley, Sr— We go to the meetings to speak out. When we have a local meeting I feel sorry
that my words might be pointing to ADF&G, but I don’t know where else to go, because they are
the managers of the river. There were only three days in June that were allowed to fish for kings.
They used to listen to the local people. They used the local people gear. Now they are so busy
cleaning wood out of their set nets. We used to be called dumb. We are very smart people. My
doctor says eat this fish it is good in oils. Now it is so regulated, we can’t even stay healthy. We
have faced disaster after disaster. He tips his hat to Nick Tucker for the wake up call he has
pronounced. The buyers wanted the king salmon for $5 per pound. When it is commercial
opening we need to be able to sell that fish. The money is needed to be able to go moose
hunting. ADF&G says “Don’t sell that fish, don’t sell that fish”. He is fortunate his youngest
son is a go-getter. We can survive with 80 kings. I don’t know about my neighbor, if he can
survive. We couldn’t put the fish rack on the beach. Ican’t just stand there and let the fish go by
— it will hurt other families. Even before we know how many fish are going to come in, we are
already being told we are going to be cut down. How is that possible? Why? Then the sonar
came after those decisions were already made. They are getting praised from up-river and we
are hurting. Koyuk River thank you thank you — but ADF&G is our boss. His son told him they
weren’t allowing them to sell their king salmon. I don’t mind giving fish away — eight fish he
brought home that was taken away. That was our only chance we had, then we were told the
sonar wasn’t working right. Pollack fisheries are throwing our fish away. Who is helping them?
So many of these proposals coming from the Fairbanks area and pointing at the Lower Yukon
fisheries. It is not easy to go and plead and beg for our way of life before all these state and
federal boards. It seems like once it goes on the paper, it is very hard to take off. Ihave a
commercial fishing permit I paid for, but was told not to sell the fish. We don’t make proposals
for people 100 of miles away from here. That is why we don’t try to make those kind of
proposals. We are not that way.

Steve Hayes — Responding for ADF&G and backing up to 2008, fishing was delayed to ensure
escapement goals could be met. Not selling the king salmon was a way to allow for chum
harvest. Those fish that were retained got used by residents of Ruby and Eagle so that they could
meet their subsistence needs.

It would have been preferred that giving up kings was voluntary.

Sebastian Cowboy — Thanks for Jack Scultheis for informing us about this meeting and realizing
we are not alone. There is another guy worried about our future. Thanks to letter of support.
Tribal governments from Russian Mission all the way to Y1. We have to be heard. We are
recognized tribal government and we need to work together. If I happen to be living next
summer I’ll be out on the river. If you come by you’ll hear me.

Charlie Chees — Commercial fisherman — we have had low runs of kings and chum going up the
river the last 2-3 years. The thing I see in the paper was by-catch 2008 almost 100,000 kings.
Why are they wondering what is causing the low run. I can see what is causing the low returns.
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We need to make our voice be heard. Commercial and subsistence users are only getting more
and more regulated. If ADF&G will not help, we’ll get another who will help. Sonar needs to
be upgraded or updated to one that works properly. This summer I was fishing and I have a fish
depth finder. I drift with a 45 foot net — some places on the river are 70 — 80 feet deep. The
weather and nature is having an impact on the river. The fish will not live in warmer water or
will not go to that warm water. Every village has representatives — us fishermen and subsistence
users must make their voice be heard. This year they got very little amount.

Edward Adams — Nunam Iqua representative. The village now has about 200 total people,
mostly youngsters with only about 30 adults. Thanks for those who have spoken up. This is our
land and water that we have rights to. We don’t need to listen to someone from Canada to tell us
what to do. They used to speak about unwritten law. We don’t write down our plans and in the
elders time what they hear is in the heart. They taught as children to remember what we hear. [
am starting to understand what the elders were saying. Perhaps it is time to make our own
proposals for our land and water. When we had no TV, no radio, no other things that mess up
our mind, we observed what the elders had to say. Now there is too many things in the new
generation telling us what to do. What is going to happen to our younger generation? They are
not observing our ways — going to the Western culture. We can’t turn back the clock, let’s turn
the Western culture to our advantage.

Nick Tucker — Recommends to the AC to get together with ADF&G in a work session to educate
the BOF so they will understand what we are talking about when they hear us. One BOF
member didn’t understand what a 6 inch mesh was. Charlie Campbell from Tanana says not
many people are in need of the fall chum anymore — find a way to lower that so we can have
some commercial opening. Keep your ears open and be listening. Sit down with Denby Lloyd
and make those adjustments as they become available.

Ted Hamilton — Thanks for all who have spoken. We are not done. We need to move to the
proposals and prepare comments.

Harry Wilde, Sr— We are having a problem down here. The reason people up-river from Holy
Cross to the end of Alaska have so many villages. Here we have from Russian Mission down to
the mouth of the Yukon. We have support of the Lower Kuskokwim. When we have a meeting
in Bethel, we move it down to the Lower Yukon.

Jack Scultheis — KwikPak Fisheries managers. The majority of the proposals did not come from
the native people up-river. They have been generated by Stan Zurray out of Manley AC and
Virgil Umphenour of the Eastern Interior RAC. The people in Kaltag voted these down. You
have two people, one who grew up in Phoenix, AZ and the other in Boston, Mass. Trying to tell
you how to live. These proposals are trying to shut the fishery down. What this AC says is
extremely important. They will have five AC’s to speak, where you will only have one. Gene
Sandone is here to try and help and provide information. I’ve been coming to the Lower Yukon
since 1975 and have become very attached to the people and the region. Listen to what your
elders have said. This fishery is only worth 4% of what it was only 12 years ago. You can’t let
this continue to happen.

Page 5 of 15 ]
A/C COMMENT #




Lower Yukon Fish & Game Advisory Committee
Meeting Minutes of October 7-8, 2009

Gene Sandone — Retired ADF&G, regional coordinator for Yukon, gave a Powerpoint
presentation to the AC that overviewed the proposals concerning the Yukon area for its 2010
meeting.

Nick Tucker — I hope we have some financial experts to help testify on our behalf at the board
meeting. They need to see these numbers in human form.

Ted Hamilton asked if there is any market for colored chums?

Gene Sandone also gave a presentation on the disparity in representation for the Lower Yukon
River area compared to the communities up river and an action plan for the Lower Yukon.

Nick Tucker — There is a need for protest before the board that we are not equally represented.
An injunction to stop the AYK meeting due to a lopsided ability to address the issues. AFN may
also be able to weigh in. No more BOF meetings until this is resolved.

Harry Wilde — Also there is discrimination for Western Alaska on the federal RAC.

Ephrim Thompson — Our city councils have lawyers that can be asked to help the people here in
the village.

Tim Andrews — Some of the process we have had allies in some of the Fish & Game Advisory
Committees and some on the RACs. AFN will not take up issues that will pit one user group
against another.

Stan Sheppard — spoke from the Mountain Village Fisheries Working Group meeting of
September 28 (noted as MVFWG).

Nick Tucker had to leave the meeting at 6 pm and asked the AC to vote no on Prop 88 — 97 that
will restrict our fishery. Prop 98 vote yes and discuss Prop 99. The windows of two 36 hours
should be voted down due to a concern of over-escapement. 3 year study is not enough.

Ray Oney also had to leave and asked for the AC to also look at the proposals voted on by the
YK Delta RAC.

Board of Fisheries Proposal comments

Prop 81 ACTION: Support 12-0
Description: Clarify subsistence fishing schedule in Subdistrict 4B and 4C

Comments: This is considered housekeeping. In the past, we have been giving people a little at
a time and now they want the whole cake. We need to make a proposal, no fish wheel, set net no
longer than 25 feet long. Things that most people would think are silly, but it has become us or
them. Maybe by proposing those type of things, they will realize what they have been doing to
us. Fishing started in the Yukon in the late 1800s with Jack Emma and the mission. They fished
at 50 cents per fish or less and now they are trying to take this away from us. We need to get
tough right back. We need people that will DO something. We can talk and talk all we want.
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Earlier we heard that it’s not the local people, it’s greedy business people who keep chipping
away from our lives. I'heard this many years back, something is coming. I can’t make proposals
for people upriver, because I don’t know what they do.

Prop 82 ACTION: Tabled
Description: Modify subsistence fishing schedule in Subdistrict 4A
Comments: There is a concern of this becoming a requirement

Prop 83 ACTION: Opposed 0-12
Description: Require recording subsistence harvest on catch calendar

Comments: ADF&G was going house to house recording harvest in Mountain Village. There is
no current requirement to record subsistence harvest. This would require a person to carry a
calendar. Most of the people fish in an open vessel and this requirement would impose an
unnecessary hardship. What would be the cost for waterproof calendars? The Fairbanks AC is
in a non-subsistence area. I’ve never seen anyone from Lower Yukon selling from outside any
meeting these salmon strips. Federal customary trade is unlimited, unregistered and
unenforceable.

Prop 84 ACTION: Opposed 0-12
Description: Extend Subdistrict 4B & C drift gillnet area for king salmon

Comments: The federal government has allowed a drift gillnet fishery in this area. Set gillnet
and fishwheels are the only legal gear in state waters because they are believed to harvest only
local stocks. The committee considered tabling the proposal but concern of the need to address
the impact on the lower Yukon. More opportunity that may impact Canadian escapement will
most likely result in less havest opportunity here.

Prop 85 ACTION: Opposed 0-12
Description: Extend Subdistrict 4B & C drift gillnet area for king salmon and fall chum
Comments: This is basically the same as Prop 84, with the addition of fall chum.

Prop 86 ACTION: Opposed 0-12
Description: Allow set gillnet to be tied up during closures in Subdistrict 5D

Comments: Knowing the skill and time it takes to work setnets is part of fishing. If nets are left
in the water they face fines and it is likely that some fish will be taken. This doesn’t make sense,
as there is also debris in the river that will likely get caught up and damage the nets. Concern of
lack of knowledge of that fishery was expressed. Concern of the resource presided.

Prop 87 ACTION: Tabled 12-0

Description: Review triggers, GHR, fishing schedule in king salmon management plan
Comments: Taking a look at these tools had support, but fear change in the GHR. A suggestion
of using this proposal as a tool for windows and the ability to harvest during the first pulse. The
concept of triggers doesn’t always apply every year, because every year things are different. For
example, the coho fishery came in later last year. Being tied on to a trigger gives guidance to the
department, which they must stick to. Not sure we want to have our hands tied so tightly.
Triggers would be problematic for king salmon, using the Pilot Station sonar and the errors.
Confidence in ADF&G ability to count the salmon accurately right now doesn’t exist. The
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department needs to bring a clear proposal with a management plan that people can review it and
make an informed decision. There is no desire to sign a blank check.

The AC stood down for a dinner break until 7 pm. The committee resumed the meeting at 7:09
pm.

Prop 88 ACTION: Opposed 0-12
Description: Prohibit drift gillnet gear in subsistence and commercial fishing

Comments: Those who currently use this gear would be required to purchase setnets in order to
utilize their commercial fishing permits. Not any eddies down there. If these are passed, there is
only one place people may be able to use. If this passes, we might as well go and plug up the
river. Exaggerations regarding the Lower Yukon river catches that are in error need to be
corrected.

Prop 89 ACTION: Opposed 0-12
Description: Restrict the depth of commercial and subsistence 6 inch mesh gillnet to 35 meshes
Comments: Same comments as Prop 88

Nick Andrew joined the meeting after dinner.

Prop 90 ACTION: Opposed 0-13
Description: Prohibit subsistence and commercial gillnet over 6 inch mesh size

Comments: Reduction of the mesh size will not work to get more fish upriver. Fishermen know
that small fish go out of the net to help make escapement. Reducing the mesh size will not fix
any problem. There is a Federal Subsistence Board proposal that has been deferred until the
BOF takes some action. Beginning from Holy Cross during the teleconference this summer,
there was eight who said they don’t have king gear. Further up, they claim they don’t have chum
gear. During this summer, we were the target again, not allowing us to fish with king gear, and
won’t let us sell our kings caught during commercial season. Thanks and praise to ADF&G
came from the same people who said they didn’t have any gear. The key is they only target
kings, but now want chums, too. A three year study on 7, 7 % and 8 inch gear mesh may be the
basis of board decision. Many people that benefit from this study also support it. The years of
this study were some of the worst producing years for king salmon. Ichnyphonus, uncertain
ocean conditions resulting in smaller kings were some of the problems. This is only on three
shots, that doesn’t give it much credibility. King gear is expensive in an area that has been
economically impoverished, in part, by constant regulatory restrictions. If they want this, let
them have it, but don’t impose these restrictions on the lower river. The seas have cycles. We
never used to see martin or beavers. We travel a different direction to harvest wolves. The
elders said when they saw some of these kind of changes, they moved to the coast. A D N Aug
24, 2009 article blamed higher acidity from the ocean in the water as the reason for smaller
kings, not the fault of Y1 — 3. We catch less than 15,000 kings for subsistence. Once the women
say “you’re done” the fish no longer go in the nets. Many of the rivers studied do not have mesh
net fisheries in existence anymore, yet are still experiencing smaller stocks in the return. Smaller
net mesh will most likely result in more chum harvest and earlier closures on the fishery. It
removes a management tool that can give protection on some stocks. A man in Fairbanks was
touting $150 nets, saying the lower river people are getting ripped off. What type of material can
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he make that cheap of net? How long will that net last? Being forced to replace gear is
expensive and burdensome.

Prop 91 ACTION: Opposed 0-13
Description: Limit commercial king harvest during chum directed fisheries until border
escapements into Canada are achieved

Comments: There is a belief that the motivation behind this proposal is the ability to harvest

federal subsistence fish and customary trade. We are too weather dependent to take so many
fish.

Prop 92 ACTION: Opposed 0 -13
Description: Prohibit sale of kings during non-king directed fisheries

Comments: Not being able to sell kings has really hurt this area. Please see the many comments
given during public testimony on this meeting.

Prop 93 ACTION: Opposed 0 - 13
Description: Prohibit retention of kings during chum fisheries
Comments: Same comments as Proposal 92.

Prop 94 ACTION: Opposed 0 -13
Description: Require windows during lower river commercial and subsistence fishery
Comments: It was stated that this proposal intends to have the commercial and subsistence
fishery happen concurrently. There are reasons to have separation in the fishery. This summer
some people were out trying to catch their subsistence fish and a commercial vessel came down
the river right on top of where they were fishing. This created competition and a disorder.

Prop 95 ACTION: Opposed 0 -13
Description: Reallocate commercial king salmon fishery

Comments: This proposal smacks of greed. The lower river fish is rich with oils and provides a
better quality fish for commercial purposes.

Prop 96 ACTION: Opposed 0 - 13
Description: Reallocate commercial summer chum fishery
Comments: We give away and we get nothing. It doesn’t make sense.

Prop 97 ACTION: Opposed 0 - 13
Description: Reallocate commercial fall chum fishery

Comments: Same comments as Prop 96, just a different season. In this, you sell something for
nothing, which is not the Yupik way. We don’t give away unless we’re blood related. The
generosity of the Yupik is still alive today.

Prop 98 ACTION: Support 13-0
Description: Open commercial fishing between Black River and Chris Point

Comments: No one knows why this section of the river was closed. There are some streams and
creeks and some good areas which would benefit fishermen. This is the only proposal asking
lower river to benefit Y1 fishermen. Many people need that help. Black River was open for
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commercial fishing over 50 years. The fishermen have a very small area to fish on Black River,
so they are very crowded with nets. Some of the people will go to Chris Point to fish, just to not
be so crowded. This will help some of the Scammon Bay people and others along the mouth of
the Yukon. Why not extend this out to three miles?

Prop 99 ACTION: Opposed 0-13
Description: Open Andreafsky River to commercial fishing

Comments: The Pitka’s Point and St Mary’s people spoke to this proposal. Some time back, the
local people voluntarily closed that river. There used to be a lot of set netters at the mouth, but
they closed it at the request of their elders. Maybe they are trying to use this as a tool to let
more fish up the river, but could be wiped out in one season. As far back as I can remember it
has not been opened for commercial. ADF&G puts markers right at the mouth, from the south
mouth to the north mouth with no fishing in between the lines. The Yukon and the Andreafsky
Rivers have moved over the years. More people were starting to fish at the mouth, and so the
markers were moved further south to allow fish to reach the spawning grounds. FWS has a
counter in the east fork of this river. The mouth has a long sandbar, not like it used to be. The
tides are the most important thing on the coasts, bringing fish in with it. It would be kind of nice
to see from the barge line how much change has occurred on the Yukon over the last 20 years. It
seems like no one is studying that. Even the mission had a cannery at the time this river was
fished. The proposers should stay in their own yard — you don’t know how we live. I don’t
know how to live in another area, because I don’t live there. We don’t have so many choices in
the lower river on earning income. If this proposal had come from St Mary’s, Pitka’s Point or
Andreafski, it would have respect.

Meeting stand down at 8:45 pm. We will resume at 9:00 am.

Meeting resumed at 9:15 am with the following members present: Ted Hamilton of Emmonak;
Marcel Isadore of Alakanuk; Joseph Bell of Hooper Bay; Marvin Okitkun of Kotlik; Nick
Andrew and Joseph Peter of Marshall; Stan Sheppard and Bibianna Sage of Mountain Village;
Edward and Amelia Adams of Nunam Iqua; Evan Polty of Pilot Station; John Riley, Sr of
Pitka’s Point; Charles Paukan, Sr and Sebastian Cowboy of St. Mary’s.

There were also a good number of public present.

Ted Hamilton read the NPFMC public notice of evaluating measures to limit chum salmon
bycatch in the Bering Sea Pollock Fishery. The council will review the Salmon Bycatch
Workgroup discussion paper at their meeting in December 2009. Ted has drafted a letter to the
council that needs review and help from the committee.

Tim Andrews spoke about the 15 and 16 year olds and children working in order to help feed
their families. The waste going on in the Bering Sea Pollock fishery is having an adverse impact
on our fishery. There are no fines imposed on them. The protest fishery took 100 kings, which
were distributed to the elders. An arrest was made, and these fish were not being wasted. This is
a huge disparity. Over 60% of our diet is fish, and 80% of that is salmon. People in the Lower
Yukon realized this summer just how important kings are both for commercial, but even more
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importantly for subsistence. Clean up of the Pollock fishery MUST occur. This is a multiple
angled approach to the Pollock fishery.

Magnuson/Stevens Act protected 200 miles of waters from the foreign entities that were
harvesting huge amounts of salmon. We don’t want to throw out the Magnuson/Stevens Act, but
rather make it work for us.

John Riley - Some of those boats taking Pollock are big enough to fit one of our villages. They
hired local people to throw chums away. How many years have they been throwing our kings
away? We must write down everything we catch. We are constantly targeted. What is wrong
with coming home and writing it on the calendar? They not only throw some away, but eat them
too. Native law is not to waste any fish or game. Where is the help? When will we get help?
My right of life is being too often and too much violated.

Edward Adams remembers the teleconference we had. Senator Inouye from Hawaii mentioned
that if we need help, come to him and he will do anything he can to help us. In some ways, we
need to level things and look to a higher authority to do it.

Alexie Walter has gone to testify many times of the hard times we are facing. I won’t give up,
but will keep talking. They have heard us how many years? We are always waiting for someone
to take action on what we are saying. Corporations have to fund raise and pay good money just
to go to these meetings. He has met someone from Greenpeace who expressed interest in
coming to help, but only by invitation. We know when the abundance of kings is en route —
don’t let them fish at that time. If things are status quo, we’ll be back again talking about it. I
hate to beg, but we are at the point to beg.

Stan Sheppard — There was talk about how to address the Lower Yukon committee. Greenpeace
has a lot of say so, almost getting run over by the big boats, yet they are still out there. They are
more focused on North Pacific and Area M. After Area M agreed to cut down their harvest, the
kings were returning. The salmon and birds come to raise their young and return. Just like it is
illegal to tamper with the baby birds, it should be illegal to tamper with the baby salmon.

William Andrew — We have obligations that are for the best interest of our people. You make
leaders by sending a strong statement, whether by one or by a thousand. We need the voice to
take the message for our people. We have representatives in state government, AVCP and their
attorneys. These people have obligations to us. We have 56 villages, but sadly, our lawmakers
are susceptible to the same greed as others. The moose, birds and salmon sustain us. They have
educated scientists. We have elder knowledge — they are the local experts. 100% of the time,
the elders know what is going to occur in the upcoming season. As you return to your villages,
send a resolution to our bigger brother — AVCP and those others to ask them to use those bigger
resources to remember their obligation to us. We have the power to shut you down. If it takes us
sending that message, we will. We have obligation to put food on our table.

Sebastian Cowboy — The young people are beginning right now to carry on this fight. Harry

Wilde and I won’t be here for long. He stayed in a Kodiak B&B and the owner used to
commercial fish. There were big boats in the boat harbor there that are taking over our fisheries.
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We have learned that Yukon fish are swimming in Kuskokwim River. Native elders say — go out
in the country and get what you need only. Do not waste food or time. In future, the fish will be
hard to get. Years ago there was hardly any fish in Yukon and Kuskokwim. We have to get
help. The one resolution I see is that tribal governments are recognized by the government and
AVCP is recognized. Starting in 1975, the regional corporations were established. We need to
get the voice of the villages to be stronger. Thank you to the younger people and the elders that
have come to show their support of what we are trying to do. We have to work together. Thanks
for Harry Wilde being here.

Tim Andrew — there has been an incredible amount of press coverage of the subsistence fishery
mostly due to the protest fishery that occurred. This has raised the awareness of the public of
this issue. Many on the web have expressed support of the subsistence fishery and others have
stated NPFMC made a mistake in their management. The commitment to their people was their
motivation — not greed. We need to revisit our priorities. If we don’t stand up and make a
statement, they will continue to trample on us and impact our ability to feed our families. AVCP
is responsible to all these villages — to the people. Quyana for those brave individuals who took
that stand for their people and their children.

Gene Sandone — Asked for a show of hands for how many did not meet their king salmon
subsistence needs? Almost everyone raised their hands. Asked for a show of hands for how
many did not have enough opportunity to meet their king salmon subsistence needs. Again,
many raised their hands and that truth will reach the board. The federal government is also
responsible to make sure you get your subsistence needs met. You need to participate in the
public process. There is a need for people to step up and speak up. I am concerned that next
year will be even fewer returns. Escapement goals are what the BOF look at and is usually a
range. There are people taking 500 — 700 kings, making strips and that is where some of the fish
are going. Fish taken that are not the target must be forfeited.

Leslie Hunter — Thinks maybe Greenpeace can go boating around those Pollock fishing vessels.

Nick Andrew, Jr — Welcomes the Lower Yukon Fish & Game Advisory Committee to Marshall.
We appreciate that you chose Marshall to have your meeting. This summer was very
challenging for all our people. Smoke houses were empty in mid-June. Usually by then, all our
subsistence needs are met. We were told we should harvest other fish. Nothing compares to our
king salmon. Women he spoke to with voices shaking, asking how am I going to feed my
family? We did not act blindly — we looked for escapement numbers, traditional data and tried to
act responsibly — not to diminish the run. As we prepared for the protest, we asked the
community for support. Marshall is about 400 people. Half of the people didn’t agree and
reported us, called us criminals. We saw beyond the horizon to see the future of the fishery, the
injustices of the state and federal managers, the injustice of our former Governor who refused to
acknowledge that we were in a crisis. We questioned whether or not it was the right thing to do,
and said yes — because as Yupik Eskimos, our people have been here since time immemorial.
That means the way we live, feed ourselves and exist predates the establishment of modern
America. So we went out with volunteers, expecting to be cited and perhaps leaving the village
in handcuffs. The Lord was on our side that day. We felt like the lowest form of criminal that
evening, but we provided for the elders who can’t provide for themselves, the widows, the
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disabled. We made sure those people had at least some fish to put away. Then we got together
and decided what we did was right. We took on the system — the state and federal fishery
management and sent a strong message to the rest of the world, that no we will not sit idle and
quiet as an injustice is happening. We could have all been cited. There was an eleven year old
boy with them who said he was not scared. This was not for the here and now, it was for the
future and his words woke him up. If this had not been done, we’d still be fighting for handouts,
and leftovers. All our tribes are federally recognized with sovereignty. Part of sovereignty is
fighting for your rights. YK Delta eats more wild food than any other place in the state or even
in the nation. That very right can’t be taken away. In the near future, if anymore injustices are
happening, you have every right to contest those regulations because of tribal sovereignty. Many
people don’t understand what that means. Our populations are ballooning which is why we need
to address these managing agencies and take a stand. Please, tell your tribal councils and let
your people know you are Yupik.

Edward Adams — He is AVCP board member and has been a leader for Nunam Iqua for 30 years,
That takes commitment and he has never given up. You have to keep after what you are going
for. AVCP needs support from the communities. He appreciates the new grandpa here and Tim
for his work and standing up. Sometimes we get just enough in attendance to have a quorum,
still we try to get the work done. Later on, we get complaints — tribal council / school board /
city is not taking care of this... He is glad to hear what the elders have to say, because it reflects
what is in my heart. What is in my heart is not written down on paper.

Paul Beans — Declaration of the disaster was in October 2008. Mountain Village has put
together a fishery working group that can and will send in their comments. More of the villages
perhaps can also put together these types of resolutions. Hiring a lawyer or others that can help
address these issues on the Yukon. It costs money to have these meetings and communication
always pose problem.

Ted Hamilton read the NPFMC letter draft. We will plan to hold a teleconference meeting so
that members can see the letter and provide input. Some of the bullet items can be removed,
others expanded upon. Maybe we used a white man bandage and we should have used a Yupik
bandage to make sure it healed. The Marshall people are heroes to the Lower Yukon because
they were the only ones willing to take a stand for what was needed. We will feed our people,
even if it means we go to jail or have things confiscated. Those are material things that can be
replaced. They did not break any Yupik law — to take care of their own. When people get stuck
over here, they become Yupik. This letter was tabled until the teleconference.

The manipulation of the information that occurs in testimony only confuses people. Ted has
witnessed how some people pick and choose information out of a document, without taking the
whole meaning of the document and treating it like a Bible. After awhile, he realized that style
of testimony isn’t for the resource, it is only for that individual. When we take away the top
layer we are all the same. We need to eat, sleep and pray.

We had a discussion of the advisory committee system and separating the committee into more
of the local villages. They are not able to meet, they are outnumbered by upriver committees and
represent the same number of people. They are not getting their subsistence needs met. One of
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the concerns is missing the valuable input from the elders that gather. One suggestion was
keeping in Y1, Y2, Y3 committees. Another was dividing in half or in fourth. Then when we
come together at board meetings, we will be more developed. Yupik people always surprise me.

Sherry Wright explained the process to establish a new Fish & Game Advisory Committee.
There are both pros and cons to splitting up the AC.

More testimony time before the board

The ability for limited staff to attend meetings and the time needed for multiple meetings
Travel during winter between villages and the cost associated with that travel.

The combined knowledge gained by all the villages and their elders attending

We need to do our work ahead of time and send the work in to the appropriate board

We are appointed by our tribal council, so we should see what they think about this idea of
dividing Y1, Y2 and Y3.

One strong voice from every village on the Yukon allows us to look at the issues broadly.
Will the split cause villages to start from ground zero

Will our meetings move forward or will we lose the momentum that has been built?

We realize other ACs are getting almost 3 hours to set before the boards, while the Lower River
gets 15 minutes.

Thanks for those who have been involved in the process for years. Harry Wilde went alone years
ago, because he experienced hunger and saw the need to stay involved. People were afraid to
spend their own money to help, but he stayed. We have one voice because we are one people.
Apologies were offered for not standing with him all these years and appreciation of the young
people who are coming today. It is very troubling to be regulated out of our own back yard.

Nick Andrew — Only having one meeting per year is not enough, but two meetings per year
might be enough. The advisory committee members are selected by the native council, which
are federally recognized. The one meeting per year only opens the door. At least two meetings
will allow the door to open. Grants from federal and state are hard to get, but we need to find a
way to have at least two meetings per year.

Rules can be changed. The migratory bird act was cited as one example. Years ago they were
considered criminal for harvesting birds. It will take the Pollock fishery two years to change.
Magnuson Stevens act can be changed to make immediate change to their bycatch.

Harry Wilde — For thousands of years, native Alaskans have harvested fish & wildlife. The
federal government began management, then in 1971 ANSCA was passed to allow lands and
nearly 1 billion dollars, to protect subsistence rights of Alaskan natives. Title 8 of ANILCA
also gives priority for subsistence on federal public land. What makes the Lower Yukon critical
right now

Tim Andrew — Within AVCP, there are five ACs: Central Bering Sea, Lower Yukon, Stoney
River, Middle Kuskokwim, Lower Kuskokwim. He discussed some of the logistical issues with
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developing Fish & Game Advisory Committees. Be sure to send out resolutions and speak to
your legislators about equitable funding for meetings and representation.

Board of Game proposals

Proposal 35: Action: Support 11-0

Revisit the ANS for moose in GMU 18, 19, and 21

Comments: Amy Marsh of Subsistence Division provided a report on ANS for moose in GMU
18. Low water affects the number of moose seen. The current number does not accurately
reflect the amount that is needed for people, particularly in years of low salmon returns like this
past summer. Emmonak alone harvested 135 moose in 2008. That is just one community in
Unit 18. The opportunity to get moose more locally, the opportunity to harvest and the need to
limit other users in order to meet our needs is important considerations. If people are coming on
tribal land, it is important to get some compensation. As the planes fly over, they are driving the
moose further away, making local harvest more difficult. One of the most important tools you
have when you go hunting is your paper and pen. If you don’t recognize them, go up to them
find out who they are, why are they there and why are they trespassing on our tribal lands?
Wildlife enforcement needs to be sensitive to the fact people are camping waiting for the moose
to come and even their planes are landing, driving the moose away. We are only given a few
days to hunt and don’t need the harassment. Moose populations seem to be rising. If this year is
like last year, we’ll have lots of snow and difficulty in harvest. Prefer that sport hunters work
with Native Corporations. The proposal needs a lot of thought. GMU 18 is a very large area.
Perhaps dividing up the ANS below Mountain Village having one number, above Mountain
Village another number, letting the Kuskokwim figure out their own number. 80 — 100 moose is
just a “cup of soup”. I see lots of moose experts that couldn’t even become a guide, but would
be much better guides than the ones I see on TV. Bigger bull moose around Marshall are further
back. If we eliminate those younger bull calves, we’ll have nothing but females who won’t
produce any calves. Changes on the moose hunting harvest need to be made. It took almost 13
days to get a moose and most he saw was young bulls with their Momma’s. Nothing is easy that
you want — it takes effort. Young bulls are easier to catch because they are not educated yet. It’s
sad to hear about opening up young bull season.

The next meeting of the Lower Yukon Fish & Game Advisory Committee will be via
teleconference on October 19 at 10 am in order to prepare comments for the Board of Game
proposals. Hopefully, the proposal books will be available at that time. Agenda will also
include discussion on the draft letter to send NPFMC, who is willing and available to attend the
upcoming board meetings and where and when we will hold the next LY AC meeting,

If you’d like to contact Gene Sandone, he can be reached at 631-6033. He has offered his
assistance to the people here.

|
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Minto Nenana AC Comments on AYK BOF 2009-2010 Proposals ,
RECENED

The committee voted on AYK Fisheries proposals: . ROV 1h 20
Proposal 64 Supported Unanimously. (Minto Flats Northern Pike Management Plan.B OBRL 2
Align areas in the Minto Flats Northern Mike Management Plans.)
The committee liked a conservative approach to pike management.

Proposal 65 Supported Unanimously — With amendment of 10 per day, and 20 total
in possession. (Minto Flats Northern Pike Management Plan. Establish subsistence
daily household limit for winter pike fishery.)

The committee offered the amendment because they thought that 25 per day and 50 in
possession was excessive.

Proposal 83 Supported Unanimously. (Subsistence Fishing Permits. Require recording
subsistence harvest on catch calendars.)

The committee said that you have to report commercial fish, so you should report
subsistence fish. The Canadians are suffering from loss of salmon and this might help
track where they really go.

Proposal 84 No Action. (Lawful gear and gear specifications. Extend Subdistricts 4-B
and 4C drift gillnet area for king salmon.)

This will open up more drift gill net fishing, but they do not take very many. It increases
efficiency. There are Federal permits for drift fishing. This is an intercept fishery. No
action because we don’t want to endorse stuff we don’t know a lot about, and the
resulting effects.

Proposal 85 No Action. (Lawful gear and gear specifications. Extend Subdistricts 4-B
and 4C drift gillnet area for kings and fall chum.)
No Action for the same reasons as # 84,

Proposal 86 Oppose Unanimously (Lawful gear and gear specifications. Allow set
gillnets to be tied up during closures in subdistrict 5-D)

They should pull their nets like everyone else. Impossible to enforce. People tie nets up
differently. Therefore some could be “loosened” a bit and still catch fish.

Proposal 87 No Action, but offered ideas. (Yukon River King Salmon Management
Plan. Review triggers, GHR, fishing schedule in king salmon management plan)
General comments included: Smaller nets catch smaller fish, so big fish can get through.
Downriver folks say that fish fall out of smaller nets and die. Otherwise, not comments
on this proposal.

Proposals 88, 89, 90, 92 Supported Unanimously. (No gill net fishing on entire
drainage, restrict depth, restrict mesh, restrict sale of kings during non-king directed
fisheries)
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Our proposals. We still support them and feel them to be necessary to recover the fishery
on the Yukon River.

Proposal 91 No Action (Yukon River Summer Chum Salmon Management Plan. Limit
commercial king harvest during chum directed fisheries)

Proposal 93 Opposed Unanimously (Yukon River King Salmon Management Plan.
Prohibit retention of kings during chum directed main stem fisheries)
This would allow a lot of wonton waste.

Proposal 94 No Action. (Yukon River King Salmon Management Plan. Require
windows schedule during lower river commercial fishery).

Proposal 95.No Action. (Yukon River King Salmon Management Plan. Reallocate
commercial king salmon harvest)

Comments included: We cannot take away from them to feather our nests. This proposal
will just divide us further. A better way to manage the fishery is to change escapement
goals and have cutbacks throughout the river. That is the right thing to do.

Proposal 96 & 97 No Action. (Yukon River Chum reallocation for summer and fall
chum)

Same reasons as 93.

Proposal 98 No Action. (Fishing districts and subdistricts. Open commercial fishing
between Black River and Chris point)

No action. This does not affect us. It is not our business.

Proposal 99 No Action. (Closed waters. Open Adreafsky River to commercial fishing).
No action. This is not our business. Fairbanks AC should not come up with this either.

Proposal 100, Support Unanimously. (Seasons, bag, possession and size limits and
methods and means in the Tanana River Management Area. Close the Tok River
drainage to sport fishing for salmon.

Comments. This will be a conservation step.
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Fairbanks Advisory Committee
Recommendations to the Board of Fisheries on Arctic Yukon Kuskokwim (AYK)
Proposals
January, 2010

Recommendations were unanimous unless otherwise noted. Twelve members were present

and voting.
49.  Support
50.  Support
51, Support
52,  Support
53.  Support
54.  No action,
55.  No action.

56. Oppose 10-2.
57. Support

58,  This proposal would allow the use of bait at Fielding L.ake most of the winter.
The committee opposed this because the current bait restriction is only three
years old, and we can't determine the impact. The lake trout population estimate
in Fielding Lake in 2000 was 264 fish,

59. Oppose.

60. Oppose. Restrictive regulations were just put in place on Harding during the last
cycle, and the committee wanted to see how those regulations worked before
changing them.

61.  This ADFG proposal would increase the bag limit at Volkmar Lake to three pike.
The FAC believed this could result in excessive pressure, but also recognized
the opportunity for liberalized harvest. FAC amended proposal of two fish with
one over 30". Spearing should remain legal with a two fish bag limit.

62. Suppott,

63. Support.

64.  This FAC proposal to limit subsistence harvest in the Minto winter pike
subsistence fishery was amended to 10 fish daily and 20 in possession to bring
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our proposal in alignment with the recommendation of the Minto-Nenana AC and
the Tanana Manley Rampart AC.

65,  Support.
66. No action.
67. Support.

68.  This proposal would allow rod and reel subsistence fishing — Norton Sound area.
The committee opposes because sport fishing licenses are available for $5, and
rod and reel have never been considered subsistence gear until approximately
2001 for the Nome area,

69.  The proposal also expands hook and line subsistence, but excepts the
Unalakleet River presumably because non-locals harvest fish from that river,
This proposal appears to have a discriminatory basis, and FAC opposed.

70.  No action.

71, No action. Leave it up to local AC.

72.  Oppose.

73,  No action.

74.  No action.
75.  No action.
76. No action.

77. No. action

78.  No action.
79. No action.
80. Support.

81. Support. This proposal would restore traditional days of subsistence fishing.

82.  Support. This promotes consistency with upriver districts. Everyhody fishes at
the same time.

83.  Support. Use of catch calendars to report subsistence harvest and amend to
require catch calendars returned by mail, postage pre-paid by October 31.

84.  Oppose. This proposal would make it easier to target upriver fish,

2 of 20 AC COMMENT# 3



JAN B 2070 10 B 1AM F&G BOARDS SUPPORT NO. 9996 P 4

8%.  Oppose. This proposal would make it easier to target upriver fish.
86.  Support.
87.  Support.

88. See 87. These proposals, 88, 89 and 90 are recommendations to incorporate
into the plan.

89. See above.

90. See above.

91.  Support, but prefer 92.

92. Support

93. Oppose.

94. FAC proposal to make permanent what the Department did in 2009, and amend

the window schedule to specify two 18-hour periods per week in lower Yukon
(Districts 1, 2, and 3). Repeal (¢) and amend d(2) to specify two 18-hours

(instead of 36).
95.  Support.
96. Support.
97.  Support.

98.  Oppose. This proposal seeks to expand the commercial fishery. This is a fully
allocated fishery and this proposal violates the Board's mixed stock fisheries’
policy, 5 AAC 39.220(d).

99.  Support. The lower Yukon region should manage a terminal fishery within their
own boundaries on a sustainable basis.

100. Support.
193-194. See 96-97,

199. Support.
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Late Comment(s) for the Board of Fish

a. The FAC chair has designated Mike Kramer and Virgil Umphenour as our representatives to the
FB meeting in Fairbanks January 26 — 31, 2010, They are authorized to negotiate and fully
participate in cormmittee, testimony and other activities of the Board.

b. The FAC offers the report on Cook Inlet Chinook Ma nagement from 1981 and requests that it be
distributed to the Board members and staff as appropriate.

Submitted by:
Raymond Heuer, Chairman

Fairbanks Fish and Game Advisory Committee
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Throuwgh the ysafs, sport fisheries in Upper Cook Inler tributary streams have
develeped inta very important recreational fisheries for chineok salmon. The
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Table 2,
‘ ascapement. levels.

Susitna drainage observed and expanded roral estimates of

NO. 0017 P 8
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Table 3. Minimum Estimates of Susitna River Chinock Harvestsz, 1876 through 1980,
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Mesh size restrictions were not addressed by the recept court aection that allowed
o additional subsistence utilization of Susirpa chinook, In addition to increased

utilization of Su51tne Stocks by the Subsistence fishery, eommerelal fishermen of
:—*' Upper Caok Inlet have requested the Board uf Fisheriee to proV1de an edditlonei

alleeatlon of Sueltne ehlnook to the commersial frshery
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Effect of Mesgh Size on Chinook Size and Asa Compozition

.Mean lengths and weights of chinook salmon caught with gill nets of various mesh
sizes are quite different, i.e., smaller mesh nets show a smaller average size

of chinoak capturédk In addition, smaller mesh gill nets capture chinooks over

a broader range of sizea ‘than do larger mesh nets. Data'ta;suppurt these state-

L]

AT ments are’ pIQV1ded in Appendlces 1L, III 1v, IK, K, and XI.
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the 5pawnimg=grounds; Age at maturity fdr chindnk,aalmun is varlable and isv:e~
T yDUnger agﬂ and are therefnra typldally amaller th&n fémalea.c This QEneraIM'

'VTI). Smallem me;hzgill mets (3-1/2" - 6" tend. ro sEIectiVEly captufe smalLer

‘_be quita prmmounmedﬂ ‘Vﬁwf' oo . ' ) e e

on the average, congiderably larger than those chinaok salmon maturing earliey,

selective action of g1ll nets also affectg the age composition of the resulting

gill net canch and the age ‘composition of the resultant eacapements. Data col-

lected from Yukon River chingok salmon indicated that the average age of chindok
captured with 5-1/2" mesh was about one-half a vear less than the average age

captured wirh 8-1/2" géar-(Appendix ).

Il

e Effact of Mesh Size on Sex Ratio - ‘ . "

Rl
" . . . X -
-y, n . . . [
e ¢

Fishery bialagists have long recﬁgnized that the actual mesh aize utilized by gimL

net fiéheries affacts the resultant ‘sex xatio of ahinouk salﬁun populations ﬁnv‘f"

’ " ol

1 .“‘

lated tu sex among orher factors. @n the average, male chinonk salmnn mature a;

- )“f

trend is alsﬂ exhibited by Susitna River' chinook salmaﬂ“runs (Appeﬂdiceé Vflaﬁd-“

. . fi AT

chinbok salmom whlch a:g primarily mgles while larger mEShﬁneﬁs (3—1/2" ")

c.

tepd ta éeiect far 1argev salmun which~are primarily femaies, This,effect,aan _:1

M ."'rf * ' R . Y

W R N . . L A

' no o, oo . , . . '

[ ] N T . P ™

"

Jelected sﬁﬁdiesq(Agﬁendiceé'II, IIT, 1V, Ix and: HJ 5haw thﬁt in all cases, o v

maleg con51derably outnumber females in cateches made with small.mesh gearr In~

i . A N

the Yukon River, the Sex rﬂtlﬂ mf ﬁhlnnok salmon sampled wzﬁh 5~l/2" vs 8-1[2"
gear has’ averaged BIDﬂulQOQ and 1505 1009 respectively during the years 1969

through .1979' (APpEndiK‘X}‘;‘»’\ : - ' . o -,"I b :' ‘”la ".: [ B v ":'gn e
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From studies conducéed in the Taku River in 1953, sex ratios of 180¢:1000 for
6" mesh and 76d7100§ for 9" mesh were reported (Appendix II). On the Séikine
River in 1976, chinook salmun.harveated with 6-3/8" mesh gill ners exhibited a
sex ratio of 2099:1009 while the sex ratio in 8 1/2" mesh gear was 93¢ 1509

(Appendix IV), Whlle theae and other data exhlbit 51gn1ficant varlabllity in

i e

gex ratios uf chinonk salmon harvested with varlous megh EIZES 1t is quite

e

tlear that small mesh glll nats C5—l/3"- ‘6”3 targen primarily oﬂ males while

' v

‘large mesh (841/2" 9") gill nets select predom;nantl fEmales. Analyais of
Y

Yukon River data, fnr the p&tiod 1970- 1978 indicatad that the average séx ratio

of tha spawning populatinn has¥béen approximaﬂéiy 17Sd 1009 for, those esaape~t

n'\j

. menta sampled duringfcarca5549urveys.‘ This imﬁlies that ﬁ seriouh imbalance in

Iy
Wor ] w,o ! \F

‘ :

_ SEX ranim haa been Qﬁcurring and that, escﬂpEment‘lqvelé nbsarVe& prabably bear

. w >.
: R

"llttle reaemblande to a¢¢ual seeding level in nha variuus“spamnlng gteunds.'
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This fecundity relationship and estimates of the average length of chinogk

harvested in 6" apd §- -1/2" gi11 ners provides the methddolopy needad ro

evalugte the effect of megh size on

reproductive potential per female. Thue,

it can be estimated thar the average female ¢hinook caughit in 6" meap would

have an average fecundity of 5213 eggs whareas the average female chinook

caught in 8 1/2" mesh would have an

average fecundity nf 7905 eggs, i.a.,

about 50% hlghét repruductive potenﬁial

A

A primary objentive of salmon management in the State of Alaska is to insure

"

‘ adequate ehinook seading ievels in the Epawnlng streams therefora, a worth—

of mesh size an-pq;eptla& egg dep051
S lation compares the, probable affect
by glil net flEhEIlE$ ampluy1ng twn

o 1nd;u&ted that male to femala ﬁqtius

gill nets avgraged abaub ESGd 100@ whereas tha sanje ratin oBSarVed far large‘luzf;

”f"'"' fEEundlty data £ar chiﬁqu harvestgd

b. m' - "
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¥

400 OOO eggﬁ wepsgs lié DOG‘eggs pet

;-w’_c=ffold &ifferenca 1n potential égg depositicn an the spaﬁning ngUnds poses ser1
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" ous questlons xegardlng USE of 8 1/2n

tained yield for. any signlflcanﬁ chin

'

while madeling EXErclse at this ppiﬁt is to examlne the differantlal effects

“

tlpn.‘ For example, the. fo&luw1ng calcu- o
of harVEEt Of 100 Eusitna chinnok salﬂdn

different slzed meSh;‘ Data clted ea:lzer

for chinooh*salmun taken in small mesh

r

in. large m&sh verhus~small mégh giiﬂf“"

. ,r'-y

R nets results in aﬁ thimaEed égg lnsH @n thE spawnlng gruundsﬂnf apprﬁximately

K

100 qhmnuakJsalmﬁn harvested W1thllarge
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mesh and its effeeﬂ bﬁ the lung term sus-
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mesh gill nans averaged ahﬂun 110d 1009 Cdmblning these data wzth average Lo

mesh Veféus«small mesh glll n&ts respectiVEly (Iable 4) Thls two and one—half '
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Table 4. Effect of mash size on reproductive potential and egp deposition on
chinook salmen.

- MESH SIZE
- \ , Small Mazh s .Large Mesh
' - (5" -6k") (8%"-9™

o B
Sex Ratie - 2309:1009 .+ .. " 110¢:1009

v . © U Length . 730-790 mm 4795-875 mm
.o ]

'
. R ' - ! ]
e k] - .- N v
- Average Fecundity 5,200 7,800
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R

"the averege length weight age, and hence productivity and lnng term sustained ',

' frsherlee fnr older, larger individuals and he has SpElelcally recnmmended that

16

A second and even more detrimental effect “pon reproductive potential and long
term sustained yield ean result when large megh gi1l nets selectively harvest
older ¢hinook., an objective of fishery management that leads teward optimal
sustained yield'le to spread the harvest of any stock acrnse all components af"

that srock, i,e., age, length, etc. Consequently, sear that tends to spread

; ite herveet over all sizes and egee in propertion to their abundance 1s advan. -

tagenue over gear that is selective in its harvest along these lines, This

advantage is realizad because selegtive gear, if ellewed to operete for a long

time, can affect the genetic besie of the pnpuletlnn, eseumlng thet the trelt
or treite being selected for or. ageinet are heritehle1 Age at meturity fer ot
chinqok has been ehnwn tn be a partially heriteble ehardnteriStie. A prime.-

nb;entive of fishery manegement for wild stécks ia to ﬁreserve‘the genetlc basis.

3

of Wild Stqcks’ if pQEEible. . . . .' . - ) . F w-' .;.:,.‘ -:; - [

1 '\. - .

, - R o ._“,‘ iy

Reeently 8 Canedien fishery bielagiet has dOCumented a elgnificent decrease iﬁ

‘5‘ v 7

yleld nf chineek selmon etneke returnlng td Celifernie, Oregnn,.weshington

Errtieh Cnlumbien and Snutheeet Aleake (Ricker, 19803 Appendix W) Data fur

" b,
M. - 3

|eimiler long term studiee of ehinnok eelmon edzes in nther ereae df Alaske wéré«w:

. A

-\“ I\

’lanking and hefice nov, included 1n the Ricker repnrt Rfeker hee et;r;huted mu o

of thie documented dhange to eelent1VE herveeting hy beth troll and glll net \ﬁf:_ K

mesh size for gill net fisheries he regulated such that larger then eVerege rndi-f

vlduels are not, eelectlvely rembved by the fishery and’ thne be allewed to spawm. | .
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- : RECOMMENDATIONS

It is the reaammendaticm of the Alaska Department of Fish and Game that -maximum

-legel meeh size for any edditionel gill net fisheries ©of Cock Inlet be 6 1nehee.

Thie manacremen,r. etretegy w:.ll help Aznsure mazxdmum produetidn frum ehinook salmun
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APPENDIX T
) ﬁeview of Alaskan Commercial 1/
Fishery Gill Net Restrictions, 1960-1980=" ,
Mesh size restrictions for Alaskan cummeréial and subsistence salmen gill net ‘
..fisheries have been, in effect sincd, statehood; The Board of’ Fisheries through

'the yéars frequently exercised its regulatory pewers to ehan
i . -$izeiregulations and thé Board haz baged itsg mesh
o data provided By. the ‘staff of the Alaska Departmen

_ t of Fish and Game and upon
needs and' desires of the fishihg public. Rationale for @ach'8f’ these various

regulatory dctions. can ba determined by carefully reviewing prior Board TepoTLs
e and actions although guch a statewide review of actual rationale would b

ge or modify meshy -
restriéuian,réguldtinns-uﬁuh-
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RECEIVED
TAA12 201
BOARDS

Yukon Flats AC BOF Comments 2009-2010

2009/2010 BOF proposals-AYK Comments
Proposal 81 is where the Yukan river stuff starts
Proposal 81-Clarify subsistence fishing schedule in Subdistricts 4-B and C

no comment

Proposal 82-Modify subsistence fishing schedule in Subdistrict 4A

ho comment

Proposal 83-Would require recording subsistence fishing harvest on catch calendars

Oppose proposal due to the amount of restrictions placed on subsistence users

Proposal 84-Extend Subdistricts 4B and 4C drift gill net area for king salmon

Oppose, the people in this area don’t drift gillnet, too efficient way of fishing

Proposal 85-Extend Subdistricts 4b and AC drift gillnet area of kings and fall chum

Oppose- the people in this area don't drift gitinet, too efficient way of fishing

Proposal 86- Allaw set gillnets to be tied up during closures in Subdistrict 5D, instead of removed
entirely

support- as long as it is not mandatory to tie up nets instead of pulling them

\('L | ~ AG Comment # 4
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Proposal 87- did not discus

Proposal 88- Prohibit drift gill net gear for subsistence and commercial fishing in the entire Yukan
drainage

Support- drift gill netting is vary effective -

Proposal 89- Restrict depth of subsistence and commercial & inch mesh to 35 meters in the entire Yukon
Drainage

Support-drift gillnatting is very affective

Proposal 90- Prohibit subsistence and commercial gilinets over 6 inch mesh in entire Yukan Drainage

support -hecause it ties into previous proposal

Proposal 91-Limit commercial king harvest during chum directed fisheries

support- kings are importaﬁt, and bycatch is not good

Proposal 92-Prohibit the sale of kings during a non-king directed fisheries

support- what is to stop people from targeting kings during a non-king opener

Proposal 93-Prohibit retention of kings during chum directed main stem fisheries for Districts 1-5

Oppose- you don't want to be throwing back dead fish- it is saying it is okay to support want and
waste

Proposal 94-Require windows schedule during lower river commercial fishery

need more information on this subject to comment

Proposal 85~ Reallocate commercial king salmon harvest
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no comment-dan’t see how we can reallocate something we don’t have

Proposal 96- Reallocate commercial summer chum salmon harvest

Proposal 97- Reallocate commercial fall chum salon harvest

Proposal 98- Open commercial fishing between Bléck River and Chris Point
Proposal 99- Open Andreafsky River to commercial fishing as a terminal river

Oppose any commercial harvest of any species on the main stem of the Yukon River

Proposal 100- Close the Tok River dralnage to sport fishing for salmen

No comment

i)/[/% AU Comment # 4
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Department of Fish & Game- Middle Yukon Advisory Committee
BOARD MEETING - November 24, 2009

2010 Board of Fisheries Proposal Book Comments:
Proposal 81:
» Motion: Michaet Stickman; 2°": Charlie Green
« Vote: All in favor
Proposal 82
» Motion to amend for only “clum salmon™:
* Motion to adopt amends: Thomas Neglaska; 2™; Paddy Nollner
» Vote: Amend approved
» Motion: Michae] Stickman; 2"% Leo Lolnitz
» Vote: All in favar
Proposal 83
* Motion: Michael Stickman; 2% Fred Huntington Sr
*» Vote: All opposed
Proposal 84/85
» Motion; Dick Evans; 2% Leo Lolnitz
» Vote: All in favor
Proposal 86
+ Motion: Michael Stickman; 2°% Charlie Green
= Vote: All opposed
Proposal 87
* Motion: Michael Stickman; 2™ Leo Lolnitz
» Vote: All in favor
Proposal 88/89/90
* Motion: Michael Stickman; 2"%; Fred Huntington Sr
-+ Vote: All opposed
Proposal 91
» Motion: Michae] Stickman; 2% Charlie Green
« Vote: All opposed
Proposal 92 _
* Motion to amend to allow sale if there is a king commercial opener allowed
* Motion to adopt amends: Michael Stickman; 2 Paddy Nollner
* Motion: Michael Stickman; 2™ Leo Lolnitz
* Vote: All in favor
Proposal 93
» Motion: Michael Stickman; 2% Charlie Green
* Vote: All opposed
Proposal 94
* Motion: Michael Stickman; 2°%: Charlie Green
* Vote: All opposed

\(% AIC COMMENT'# 6
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Proposal 93

» Motion: Michael §tickman; 2*% Leo Lolmitz

« Vote: All opposed

Propoesal 96

» Motion: Michasl Stickman; 2°% Charlie Green

* Vote: All opposed

Proposal 97

» Motion: Michael Stickman; 2. Fred Huntington Sr.
* Vote: All opposed

Proposal 98

» Motion: Michael Stickman; 24 Dick Evans

* Vote: All opposed

Proposal 99

» Motion: Michael Stickman; 2" Fred Huntington Sr.
* Vote: All opposed

Proposal 100

» Motion: Michael Stickman; 2™: Fred Huntington St
* Vote: All opposed

Proposal 193/194/199

* Motion: Charlie Green; 2% Michael Stickman

» Vote: All in favor

Q,{7/ AJC COMMENT # 6
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Delta Advisory Committee vote on2009 F. isheries ™ 12 200

.
Proposals OARDS

Proposali#49, 9-0 support
Proposal#50, 9-0 support
Proposal#al, 9-0 support
Proposal#53, 9-0 support
Proposali#58, (-9 oppose
Proposal#59, 0-9 oppose
Proposal#60, 0-9 oppose
Proposal#61, 9-0 support
Proposal#62, 9-0 support
Proposal#100, 9-0 suppoxt
Proposali#184, 9-0 support
Proposal#189, 0-9-1 oppose

AJG COMMENT #‘,@,—,
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Tanana Rampart Manley AC BOF Comments 2009-2010

Proposals voted on ;
* 64 Pike bag limit supported — 6 for 0 against the
* §3 immediate recording of fish — failed 0 for 6 against.

Back door attack on legitimate customaty trade. :

Burden fishermen with requirements that are very time consummg

Those in opposition should not be making legitimate and legal fishing harder as a way to
destroy its practice. Instead change the law if they don’t like it.

* 84 and 85 Dist 4 driftnet extension - failed 0 for 6 against.

Against for all the reasons that our AC has given for submitting proposal 88 which asks
for driftnetting to be stopped in the Yukon River.

Bven if it was to be allowed the time has come for all areas to be allowed the right to
drifinet not just some areas that raise the most voices. This has produced the current situation -
where in genetal the areas of the Yukon where fish are the hardest to catch are not allowed any
driftoetting rights.

* 88, 89, 90, 92, submitted jointly by Tanana Rampart M::-mley AC, Eastern Interior Regmnal
Advisory Council, Fairbanks AC, Minto Nenana AC and Ruby AC so we passed again 6 for 0
against - Only issuc talked a lot about here was that which was brought up in proposal 90 under
“other solutions considered”. Members mentioned that there is considerable pressure being
brought by commercial interests to try to portray a reduction in mesh size in the 7 to 7 1/2 inch
Tange & 4 conservation measure,
Stan said in affect it will measurably increase the effectiveness of targeting that size of
King salmon that is presently most available for spawning escapement now that we have
practically eliminated from the gene pool the older age classes or 40 and 50 pounders and
reduced considerably the 30 pounders - Most fishermen currently use 8 to 9 inch mesh which has
- become ineffective at catching king especially in the upper river. Unless the board is willing to
g0 to a mesh size like 6 that will allow the larger size portion of our damaged run to make it to
the spawning grounds than we are better off with the 8 to 9" mesh which doesn’t catch the
largest fish anymore canse they don’t hardly exist and a larger percent of the 20 pounders go
right through that anyway.

Aaron said he fished nets all his life and he now nses six-inch mesh as he believes the
fish are so small in the upper River that this is the most effective size. Charlie asked that this be
explained well at the board of fisheries meeting by the AC representative so that the board does
not make a mesh size change in the name of conservation which will just simply further the
decline in size of our King salmorn.

* 91 bycatch of 3000 king — Motion to support passed 6 for 0 against. Qur AC submitted a
similar one,

* 95, 96, 97, Adjustments to king, summer chum and fall chum quotas. Motion to support 6 for 0
against. Some menbers felt some work may be needed on numbers but that these proposals were
and far fairer than the completely unfair current allocations.

* 98 open more commercial fishing areas — motion to support failed 0 in favor 6 against,

A/C COMMENT # /
’
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Minutes of the Ruby Advisory Committee, January 18, 2010

The meeting was called to order at 7:00 pm in the Ruby Tribal Office. Members presm(a
Honea, Don Honea, Tim Gervais, Ed Saren and John Stam. A quorum was established. From USFS
were Genny Bryant and Brad Scotten. From the public was Tiffy Williams.

Minutes from the March 28, 2009 meeting were read and approved. Brad Scotten and Genny
Bryant reported with power point, maps and graphs the recent Novi moose survey. (22 bulls per hundred
cows, 8 vearlings/100 cows, overall a stable moose population.) There were 89 hunters checked in with
28 moose taken, 3 by local hunters.  There are 2,300 moose in 8,600 square miles, There are 50-75
wolves in 10 packs in a 4,781 square mile area. Pack.size is moderate and a pack kills one moose per
week. Beaver populations were discussed and there was also an interest for a possible wolf trapping
clinic.

Next the AYK fishing proposals were discussed and voted on.
Proposal 81. Opposed, unanimous. The people want to retain the ability to fish on the weekend because
that is when they have time.

Proposal 83. Approved as ammended, 3 in favor 2 oppose.  Ammended so as to require the recording to
occur anytime before final processing and taken from obvious view. It was felt that requiring the recording
to oceur at fishing site was burdensome and unsafe.

Proposal 84. Approved as ammendad, unanimeus. Ammended so as to include all of 4-B and 4-C.
There ig no valid reason not to Include the portion above the Yukl River.

Proposal 85. Approved as ammended, unanimous. See explanation of proposal 84.

Proposal 87. TNA, unanimous. There was concern that a review should oecur  with input from
fishermen in 4-B,C.

Proposal 88. Opposed, unanimous. Too drastic 8 measure.
Proposal 89. TNA. unanimous.

Proposal 90. Opposed, 2 neutral 3 opposed. It was felt that having to purchase new nets was o much a
hardship.

Proposal 91. Approved, unanimous. The king salmon should be protected with a quota.

Proposal 92. Approved, unanimous. The king salmon should be protected by eliminating the possibility
of sale.

Proposal 93. Opposed, unaimous, The resource should never be wasted.
Proposal 94. Opposed, unanimous. Fishing times should be set by a biological clock, not arbitrarily.
Proposal 96. Approved, unanimous. Allocations are heavily favored far the lawer rivar.
Proposal 97. Approved, unanimous. Allocations are heavily favored for the lower tlver.
Proposal 98. Opposed, unanimous.
Proposal 99 TNA, unanimous,
Lastly, Tim Gervais brought up the subject of recertification of the pollock fishery. He said that
WRAC was in the process of writting a letter in opposition and that the RAC should formally support this

lettar. A vote was taken and unanimously decided to support this letter at a [ater meeting.
A delegate to the BOF meeting was left open at this time.

Thé mesting was adjuurﬁed at 10:30 pm.
Submitted by John Stam
AIC COMMENT #
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