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What is trawling? 

Trawling is a broad category of commercial fishing that uses a net towed behind the boat. Several different types of trawl gear are 
used depending upon the species being targeted, and the gear operates differently in the water. The following trawl fisheries 
historically and currently occur off Alaska, at these approximate annual harvest levels (volume) and number of vessels.  

• Beam trawl (shrimp) – State waters, SE Alaska – 100,000 lbs to 1.3 M lbs – ~10 vessels 
• Dredge (scallop) – Federal and state waters, Gulf of Alaska, BSAI – 200,000 to 400,000 lbs – 4 vessels 
• Botom or non-pelagic trawl (Pacific cod, fla�ish, rockfish) – majority is in federal waters  

- State waters, Aleu�an Islands cod fishery – state data are confiden�al due to low number of par�cipa�ng vessels, but 
much smaller than federal fishery 

- Federal Gulf of Alaska - ~100 M lbs – 45 vessels (most harvest by catcher vessels that deliver to AK) 
- Federal Bering Sea/Aleu�an Islands – ~775 to 800 M lbs – 50 vessels (most harvest by catcher-processor vessels) 

• Pelagic trawl (pollock) – <1% in state waters 
- State PWS – ~5 to 9 M lbs – 8 to 20 vessels 
- Federal Gulf of Alaska - ~300 M lbs – ~40 to 60 vessels (most harvest by local catcher vessels) 
- Federal Bering Sea – ~2.8 to 3 billion lbs - 85 vessels 

Note:  If you have concerns about salmon bycatch, focus on the pelagic trawl fisheries (pollock), which have extremely low halibut 
and crab bycatch. If you have concerns about halibut or crab bycatch, focus on the bottom trawl fisheries (flatfish, rockfish or cod), 
which have low salmon bycatch. This difference is a reflection of how the gear works and which species is intercepted when fishing for 
the target species. 
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Where is trawling allowed? 

Similar to other fisheries, trawling is managed by ADFG and NMFS, working with the Board of Fisheries (BOF) and North Pacific 
Fishery Management Council (NPFMC) depending on whether it is a state or federal fishery, respec�vely.  These regulatory bodies 
determine the �mes and 
areas and harvest amounts 
for trawl fisheries. Most 
waters (~60%) off Alaska 
(both state and federal) are 
closed to all trawling gear 
types (see more info a 
NPFMC website, image on 
pg. 3 from 2009, colored 
areas are closed waters to 
botom trawling or all 
trawling). Note in addi�on 
to the 100% of the Arc�c 
which is closed to any 
commercial gear type, 95% 
of the Aleu�an Islands is 
closed to botom trawling, 
and 100% of Southeast is 
closed to all trawling (except 
a very small shrimp beam 
trawl fishery near Wrangell), 
and almost all of State 
waters (in red, image pg. 2).  

https://www.npfmc.org/fisheries-issues/issues/habitat-protections/
https://www.npfmc.org/fisheries-issues/issues/habitat-protections/
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Managing Bycatch 

Most trawling off Alaska occurs in Federal waters - not state waters - and federal management has more tools to manage, monitor, 
and count bycatch and discards of all gear types. In addi�on to managing �me and areas, NMFS and NPFMC also manage impacts of 
trawling, such as bycatch and impacts to essen�al fish habitat due to botom contact. Because all fisheries (commercial, sport, 
personal use, and subsistence) have bycatch, these regulatory bodies have developed management tools to track and reduce 
bycatch, which are con�nuously being improved upon.  Some of the federal tools are listed below. 

• Vessel Monitoring System 
Vessels par�cipa�ng in federal trawl fisheries are required to use Automa�c Iden�fica�on System (AIS) – a tracking system 
used in mari�me naviga�on – to document where vessels are fishing. This is required by regula�on, and allows vessels to 
match fishing areas to bycatch counts and move away from areas of high bycatch. 
 

• Monitoring (Coun�ng Bycatch) 
Observers and electronic monitoring (EM) are required both on vessels at sea and at processing plants to count and 
document all bycatch in federal trawl fisheries.  

o 92% of the pelagic trawl catch (pollock) in the Bering Sea and Gulf of Alaska (GOA) is fully observed.  
 100% of the Bering Sea pelagic trawl (pollock) catch is fully observed and monitored every trip. 
 In 2024, 34% of the GOA pollock catch was observed either by a human observer at-sea or at the shoreside 

plant.  However, the fleet is currently transi�oning to using EM cameras as well which is increasing the rate of 
monitoring closer to 90% in the GOA at-sea and onshore, so every salmon in accounted for.  

 In the GOA Rockfish Program, which is required to be delivered in Kodiak, 100% of trips are monitored by an 
at-sea observer. 

 In Federal botom trawl fisheries, 96% of the catch is fully observed, and 4% of the catch is par�ally observed.1  

 
1 These are 2024 sta�s�cs from the federal Observer Program Annual Report. This report is updated annually.  

https://meetings.npfmc.org/CommentReview/DownloadFile?p=db7746c5-5e9b-48af-8efb-6c36e5654fab.pdf&fileName=C1%20Observer%20Program%202024%20Annual%20Report.pdf
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 These are the highest observer coverage rates in the U.S. for any fishery or gear type. The Alaska Bering Sea 
pollock fishery was recently recognized by the Government Accountability Office (GAO) as a leader for this 
reason (see pages 41-44). Every single salmon is counted.  

 
• Bycatch Caps (or Prohibited Species Catch (PSC) Limits) 

While all species of bycatch are accounted for, some species such as Chinook and chum salmon, halibut, crab, and herring are 
designated as PSC in federal fisheries, which comes with more restric�ons and caps on trawl bycatch.  For example, PSC must 
be avoided and if caught, cannot be sold. It can be donated to food banks under a special federal program when feasible.   

o Halibut Bycatch Hard Caps – Bering Sea botom trawl fisheries that fish for fla�ish, rockfish and Pacific cod account for 
the majority of halibut bycatch, but all trawl fisheries have halibut bycatch caps. Nearly all the Bering Sea bycatch is 
taken by the catcher processor fleet in the Bering Sea that fishes for fla�ish, rockfish and cod (‘Amendment 80 
sector’), while in the Gulf of Alaska about half of the bycatch comes from the directed halibut fishery. . The North 
Pacific Council reduced their Bering Sea halibut cap by 25% in 2015. In December 2021, the cap was reduced again 
and the Council approved a measure that links the halibut bycatch cap for this sector to indices of halibut abundance. 
At current abundance levels, this further reduces this sector’s halibut PSC limits by 25% (to 1,309 t of halibut 
mortality).  

o Chinook Salmon Hard Caps –  
o The Bering Sea pollock fishery has a hard cap of 60,000 Chinook salmon in years of higher western AK salmon 

abundance and 45,000 in years of lower western AK salmon abundance.  The fishery is managed opera�onally 
at lower caps (47,591 in years of high abundance and 33,318 in years of low abundance) to ensure the higher 
caps are never hit, which would close the fishery. The fishery has stayed well under the cap each year because 
every vessel is accountable for its own bycatch and is shut down if it reaches its por�on of the cap.  

o The Gulf of Alaska (GOA) pollock fishery’s hard cap is 25,000 Chinook, however they do not intercept western 
AK Chinook.  

 
 
 

https://www.gao.gov/assets/gao-24-106336.pdf
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• Incen�ve Plan Agreements for Chinook salmon avoidance 
Incen�ve plan agreements required by federal regula�on in the Bering Sea pollock fishery further keep fishermen below the 
regulatory limits by requiring fishing coopera�ves to share bycatch informa�on in real-�me so that closures can be put in 
place (by a third party) throughout the pollock season to move the fleet away from areas of high bycatch and towards areas 
of cleaner fishing. This is the key piece of the bycatch management program to keep bycatch well below the hard caps. In the 
GOA, because management systems are somewhat different, par�cipants have a voluntary Chinook avoidance agreement in 
place each year. 
 

• Gene�cs Analysis 
A federal gene�cs sampling program is completed each year for Chinook and chum salmon bycatch to understand the origin 
and impacts to various Chinook and chum salmon runs, as not all salmon in the bycatch are from Alaska. The NOAA gene�c 
sampling allows the North Pacific Council to es�mate the impacts to western AK Chinook and chum salmon in the aggregate, 
post-season.  In 2024, Bristol Bay Science & Research Ins�tute (BBSRI) set up a mobile gene�cs lab in Unalaska and began 
repor�ng weekly chum salmon gene�cs to NMFS and industry during the summer Bering Sea pollock fishery (B season) in an 
effort to get more �mely gene�cs data to improve in-season avoidance of Western Alaska chum.  

  

https://www.akleg.gov/basis/get_documents.asp?session=34&docid=7325
https://www.akleg.gov/basis/get_documents.asp?session=34&docid=7325
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Pelagic Trawl Impact on Salmon 

Is bycatch in the Alaska pollock trawl fishery responsible for the collapse of Western Alaska (WAK) salmon? How much of the 
salmon are Alaska salmon? 

No, the science shows bycatch is not a driver of Western AK salmon declines.  The level of salmon bycatch in the trawl fleet is too low 
to have this level of impact.  Several �mes in the past decade scien�fic analyses were done to evaluate the impact of Chinook and 
chum bycatch on aggregate WAK runs.  The most recent es�mates are <2% for Chinook and <1% for chum, as detailed below. 
Gene�c sampling shows Western Alaska salmon are not caught in the Gulf of Alaska pollock fisheries. 

In 2023, Bering Sea pollock fishermen caught 11,855 Chinook.  Not all of these fish are from Alaska, and gene�c sampling confirmed 
5,627 (47%) were from WAK. This is a fairly consistent propor�on across more than a decade. 2024 gene�cs are not yet available.  
 
In 2023, Bering Sea pollock fishermen caught 111,698 chum. 2023 chum gene�cs are completed and show 10.6% (22,500) were from 
Western Alaska (all systems from Unalakleet to Bristol Bay and including the Yukon River). 69% (76,825) were from Asia and Russia. 
These propor�ons are consistent across �me, where 9 – 20% of the chum bycatch are from western Alaska and most are from 
Russia/Asia.  
 
Addi�onally, coho – which do not show up in trawl bycatch – experienced declines simultaneously with other WAK salmon species, 
which points strongly to ecosystem drivers as the cause of the collapse. 

State and federal fishery scien�sts believe that Western Alaska salmon popula�ons are declining due to several factors working in 
combina�on as a result of warm water temperatures (i.e. mul�-year nearshore marine heatwaves, reduced prey, poor prey quality, 
heat stress/metabolic changes, poor immune response, disease, chemical changes in-river due to permafrost melt releasing naturally 
occurring mineral deposits, etc.)2.  

 
2htps://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/feature-story/whats-behind-chinook-and-chum-salmon-declines-alaska 
Divergent Responses of Western Alaska Salmon to a Changing Climate - NOAA Arc�c 
As salmon in Alaska plummet, scien�sts home in on a killer | Science | AAAS 

https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/why-are-alaskas-rivers-turning-orange/
https://www.scientificamerican.com/article/why-are-alaskas-rivers-turning-orange/
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/feature-story/whats-behind-chinook-and-chum-salmon-declines-alaska
https://arctic.noaa.gov/report-card/report-card-2023/divergent-responses-of-western-alaska-salmon-to-a-changing-climate/
https://www.science.org/content/article/alaska-s-salmon-plummet-scientists-home-killer
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Even though the Alaska pollock fishery is not the driver of the WAK salmon declines, there are significant federal regulatory 
restric�ons in place, including caps on Chinook bycatch and a system of dynamic closed areas in response to salmon on the grounds 
that every pollock boat must adhere to. Caps on chum bycatch are being considered by the regulatory authority (North Pacific 
Council) in Feb 2026. See above for trends in Chinook and chum salmon bycatch in the Bering Sea and GOA pollock fisheries.  

How much salmon would return if bycatch didn’t exist?  

The pollock fishery only intercepts Chinook and chum salmon (99.9%) not coho, pink, or sockeye. State and federal managers 
periodically evaluate the impact of the pollock fishery on Chinook and chum returns using observer data on bycatch, including age 
composi�on, and gene�c sampling. The impact rate of the pollock fishery on the aggregate coastal western AK Chinook is 1.9% and 
0.6% for the Upper Yukon stock.3  This means if the bycatch did not exist, the run strength of coastal western AK stocks (aggregate 
region) would be 1.9% higher and Upper Yukon would be 0.6% higher. 

Bycatch has ranged from 6,000 – 32,000 Chinook annually (2019 – 2023). Annual gene�c reports consistently show about half of the 
bycatch is comprised of aggregate coastal western AK Chinook and <1% is mid/upper Yukon stocks.  

A true impact rate cannot be calculated for chum salmon because the total run size for chum salmon stocks in aggregate coastal 
western Alaska is unknown (per ADFG).  Evalua�ons based on observer bycatch data, gene�c sampling, and run es�mates of major 
coastal Alaska systems resulted in a gross es�mated impact rate of <1%.  

Chum bycatch in the pollock fishery has ranged from 33,000 – 546,000 chum annually (2019 – 2024). The most recent gene�c report 
(2024) indicates that 8.3% of the 2024 bycatch was comprised of aggregate coastal western AK chum (8.3% x 33,000 chum = 2,739 
chum), and 4.8% of the bycatch was mid/upper Yukon stock (4.8% x 33,000 = 1,584 chum). The majority every year are Asia/Russia 
origin fish.  

 

 

 
3 Source: Update on Chinook salmon mortality and impacts due to bycatch in the EBS pollock fishery NMFS/NPFMC/ADFG, May 2022.  

https://meetings.npfmc.org/CommentReview/DownloadFile?p=c16a58bc-e94e-4fd3-a23f-08909946bf20.pdf&fileName=D1c%20Chinook%20Salmon%20AEQ.pdf
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Is bycatch in the Alaska pollock trawl fisheries responsible for Chinook salmon declines in the Kenai and other Gulf of Alaska river 
systems? 

No. Annual gene�c sampling is done of Bering Sea Chinook salmon bycatch. The most recent 2023 report shows 0.9% (about 100 fish 
total) were salmon origina�ng from the NW GOA repor�ng group (19+ systems in the Northwest Gulf of Alaska including the Kenai). 
This is consistent over �me. Sampling is also done in the Gulf of Alaska pollock fishery, even though it is a frac�on of the Bering Sea 
fishery. Consistently, gene�c sampling of the GOA pollock fishery shows 5-7% of the salmon bycatch comes from the whole NW GOA 
area. In 2023, that was 1,353 Chinook total origina�ng from all systems across the NW GOA. About 75% comes from outside of 
Alaska (Canada and west coast US, mainly hatchery fish).  There are more Kenai kings killed in the catch and release fishery than in 
the en�re pollock fishery.  
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Botom Trawl Bycatch of Halibut & Crab 

Botom trawl fisheries (fla�ish, Pacific cod, rockfish) are a source of halibut and crab bycatch, which is also managed by the NPFMC, 
using some of the same tools used to manage salmon bycatch in the pollock fishery. This has led to a reduc�on in bycatch over the 
last twenty years. 

Pacific Halibut: On average 2021 – 2024, total trawl bycatch was 12% of total halibut removals. 
Bycatch averaged 4.3 million lbs and total removals (all commercial, charter, subsistence harvest + bycatch + discards in the directed 
halibut fishery) averaged 36 million lbs annually.4 The pelagic trawl pollock fishery has very minimal halibut bycatch.  Nearly all of the 
trawl bycatch is from the Am 80 Bering Sea botom trawl fishery for fla�ish and rockfish. 

 

 
4 htps://www.iphc.int/data/pacific-halibut-mortality-by-source-1888-present/  
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https://www.iphc.int/data/pacific-halibut-mortality-by-source-1888-present/
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Source: 2023. Marine Fisheries Review. Fish Bycatch in the North Pacific Halibut, Hippoglossus stenolepis, and Groundfish Fisheries, by David 
Witherell and Michael Fey.  doi: https://doi.org/10.7755/MFR.85.1-4.3  
 

 

 

https://doi.org/10.7755/MFR.85.1-4.3
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Bering Sea Snow Crab (Opilio):  Total trawl bycatch is about 1% (or less) of total removals.  

In 2017 – 2024, bycatch from all groundfish gears combined (majority is Am 80) averaged 1% of total removals and ranged from 
132,000 lbs to 881,000 lbs annually. In the same �me period, bycatch/discards in the commercial crab fishery averaged 38% of total 
removals and ranged from 1.5 million lbs to 34.4 million lbs.  

The most recent year (2024/25), the crab fleet caught 4.74 million lbs and discarded 1.46 million lbs of snow crab. Bycatch from all 
groundfish fisheries combined (pot/longline/trawl) was 198,000 lbs.5  

 

 

 
5 Source: An Assessment for Bering Sea Snow Crab, Cody Szuwalski and Grant Adams, NOAA, September 1, 2024, Table 10.  

61%

38%

1%

Snow Crab Removals
Average 2017 - 2024 

commercial crab harvest discards in the crab fishery bycatch in the groundfish fisheries (all gears)

https://meetings.npfmc.org/CommentReview/DownloadFile?p=9f006125-0236-48a2-8a2a-45a11294b115.pdf&fileName=Snow%20crab_2025SAFE_gmacs.pdf
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Bristol Bay Red King Crab: Trawl bycatch is 3% of total removals  

The 5-year average (2017-2020 and 2023, most recent years when the fishery is open and data are available) bycatch in the trawl 
groundfish fisheries is 3% of total removals and ranges from 148,000 to 202,000 lbs. Nearly all of this is from the Am 80 Bering Sea 
botom trawl fishery fishing for fla�ish and rockfish. During the same �me period, bycatch in the pot groundfish fisheries is also 3% 
of total removals and ranges from 38,000 to 259,000 lbs. The average bycatch/discard of female red king crab in the commercial red 
king crab fishery is also 3% of total removals.6 The commercial crab fishery accounts for 91% of removals.  

 

 

  

 
6 Source: Bristol Bay Red King Crab Stock Assessment 2024, Ka�e Palof, ADFG, September 2024. 

91%

3%3%3%

Bristol Bay Red King Crab Removals
(average 2017 - 2020, 2023)

commercial crab harvest trawl bycatch

fixed gear bycatch female discards in the crab fishery

https://meetings.npfmc.org/CommentReview/DownloadFile?p=b3797c81-6b5d-42f2-abcc-60fb6a5e2831.pdf&fileName=bbrkc_24f_SAFE_v1.pdf
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Botom Contact 

Habitat impacts from fishing gear are among the most studied topics in fisheries management.  The NPFMC analyzes Essen�al Fish 
Habitat (EFH) and impacts to that habitat in each proposed ac�on.  Addi�onally, every five years, an EFH review is completed to 
ensure that NOAA Fisheries and the Council incorporate the best available science for EFH management and to understand what 
level of impacts are more than minimal and temporary, as required by federal law. The most recent evaluation shows the area 
disturbed by all fishing gear in federal waters off Alaska is extremely low, at less than 5.2% for the Bering Sea/Aleutian Islands and 
1.3% for the Gulf of Alaska. This includes all commercial fishing gear that contacts the bottom (trawl, longline and pot). The next 5-
year review will be in 2028.  
 
Alaska pollock is harvested using pelagic trawl gear approved by NOAA Fisheries. The gear is fished in mid-water and on or near the 
botom where dense schools of pollock are found. 

• Seafloor contact with pelagic gear is highly variable, and independent reviews show habitat impacts from pollock fishing are 
minimal and temporary. 

• The efficiency of pollock gear limits the amount of �me and area disturbed, reducing ecosystem impacts and minimizing 
bycatch. 

• The pollock industry is conduc�ng gear research currently to improve the understanding of gear performance and the 
resul�ng inputs can be used for upda�ng impacts to EFH and to further regulate gear.  The pollock industry is also tes�ng 
modified gear to reduce botom contact. 

 
Fla�ish (and rockfish and cod) is harvested using different trawl gear than pelagic gear. This is gear designed to be on the botom and 
is also approved by NOAA Fisheries.  In 2012, a�er years of research and regula�on by the NPFMC, vessels modified their on-botom 
trawl gear to reduce botom contact by 90%.  This new gear, known as modified trawl sweeps, elevates most of the parts of the trawl 
that herd fish off the botom, reduces botom impacts and bycatch of crab.   
  

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/alaska/habitat-conservation/alaska-essential-fish-habitat-reviews
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What about discards in various fisheries? 

Unwanted fish are taken incidentally in almost every U.S. commercial and recrea�onal fishery.  Fish are discarded because they are 
prohibited from being retained by regula�on (e.g. for amount, size, sex or species) or are simply not wanted due to the fish being of 
an unpreferable size or less desirable. Regardless of the reason that fish are discarded, it is all considered bycatch (except for fish 
released alive under a recrea�onal catch and release fishery management program).  Under federal law, bycatch includes regulatory 
and economic discards.  A regulatory discard is a fish harvested in a fishery which fishermen are required by regula�on to discard 
whenever caught, or are required by regula�on to retain, but not sell. 

A recent paper in Marine Fisheries Review compares and contrasts discards in various federal fisheries in the Bering Sea and Gulf of 
Alaska (GOA).7  The data show that discard rates in the Bering Sea trawl fisheries range from 1.4% to 14.4%, and the discard rates for 
the Bering Sea pot and longline fisheries range from 4.3% to 63.3%.  In the GOA, the discard rates for trawl fisheries range from 1.2% 
to 25.3%, and the discard rates for pot and longline fisheries range from 2.6% to 48.2%.  See Figures 2 and 3 and Tables 3-6 below. 

 

 
7Source: 2023. Marine Fisheries Review. Fish Bycatch in the North Pacific Halibut, Hippoglossus stenolepis, and Groundfish Fisheries, by David Witherell and Michael Fey.  doi: 
https://doi.org/10.7755/MFR.85.1-4.3  
 

https://doi.org/10.7755/MFR.85.1-4.3
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98% retained

Source: 2023 NMFS Inseason Management Report -- December 2023 Mee�ng, Agenda B-2
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Economic Benefits to Alaska 
All commercial fisheries are important to Alaska. Salmon and pollock are the largest 
contributors by value and volume.  All sectors within the Alaska seafood industry – 
par�cularly the processing sector – are reliant on one another.  It takes the volume and 
consistency of large-scale fisheries, like salmon and pollock, to offset the high cost of 
labor and logis�cs of opera�ng in remote Alaska communi�es.  This allows processors to 
remain open and to provide markets for smaller volume fisheries like halibut, sablefish, 
and crab, which on their own, would not jus�fy the costs to keep processors open. 
Diversification is an important economic strategy for both fishermen and processors, 
who need all fisheries to remain competitive. 
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Federal Fisheries Provide Direct Benefits to Western Alaska 
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Economic Impacts of Alaska Pollock 

Alaska pollock is the na�on’s largest fishery and is the subject of recent (2025) reports from Northern Economics and McKinley 
Research Group to assess the broad economic importance of the Alaska Pollock fishery.8, 9 The summary findings are provided below, 
which highlight cri�cal jobs and economic benefits in Alaska.  The report also highlights how the scale and stability of the Alaska 
pollock industry helps lower the cost of living in rural Alaska, by sustaining essen�al marine freight and fuel services. In doing so, the 
fishery not only supports its own workforce, but also reduces costs and expands shipping op�ons for other Alaska fisheries that rely 
on shared infrastructure to reach markets.  

• In 2023, the Alaska pollock fishery supported more than 16,800 U.S. jobs - spanning harves�ng, processing, and the 
businesses that support them. 

• Alaska accounted for the largest share of these total jobs over any other state - more than 6,300 jobs in Alaska. The fishery’s 
U.S. workforce is comprised of 35% Alaska residents.  

• In 2023, the Alaska pollock industry generated more than $336 million in labor income to Alaskans - nearly one-third of all 
income created. 

• Alaska pollock processors convert virtually the en�re Alaska pollock catch weight into marketable products. In 2023, the total 
value of Alaska-processed products was es�mated at $1.7 billion, which includes fillets, surimi, roe, headed and guted, 
minced, fish meal and oil. 

• Ownership of fishing quota and the final sales value produces economic benefits to Western Alaska CDQ communi�es 
through their more than 30% ownership of Alaska harves�ng and processing en��es. 

• The Alaska Pollock fishery generated more than $2.5 billion in total U.S. economic output (sales ac�vity) in 2023, with more 
than $830 million in Alaska. 
 

 
8 htps://sta�c1.squarespace.com/sta�c/66957f81ee2ae14061bb3861/t/68cdb88570e9017a388f06bf/1758312581652/Northern+Economics+Report.pdf 
 
9 htps://mckinleyresearch.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/09/IMPORTANCE-OF-THE-ALASKA-POLLOCK-FISHERY-TO-ALASKA-TRANSPORTATION-AND-FUEL-
NETWORKS-8.20.25.pdf  

https://static1.squarespace.com/static/66957f81ee2ae14061bb3861/t/68cdb88570e9017a388f06bf/1758312581652/Northern+Economics+Report.pdf
https://mckinleyresearch.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/09/IMPORTANCE-OF-THE-ALASKA-POLLOCK-FISHERY-TO-ALASKA-TRANSPORTATION-AND-FUEL-NETWORKS-8.20.25.pdf
https://mckinleyresearch.com/wp-content/uploads/2025/09/IMPORTANCE-OF-THE-ALASKA-POLLOCK-FISHERY-TO-ALASKA-TRANSPORTATION-AND-FUEL-NETWORKS-8.20.25.pdf
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• Without the Alaska pollock fishery, freight and fuel logistics in and out of Alaska would be significantly disrupted and costs 
would be higher:  

o Marine freight providers said they would reduce sailings to Dutch Harbor and other rural ports without the scale and 
regularity of Alaska pollock shipments. 

o This would mean fewer deliveries of groceries, building materials, and basic supplies for Western Alaska communi�es. 
o It would also weaken Unalaska’s role as a cri�cal logis�cs hub for Western and Northern Alaska. 
o The Alaska pollock fishery creates economies of scale that keep freight rates down across the seafood sector. Without 

it, other Alaska fisheries could lose access to domes�c and interna�onal shipping services, leaving their products 
stranded and unable to reach key markets at sustainable costs. 

o Fuel distributors said they would need to lay off workers, cut service, and raise prices for diesel and gasoline without 
the pollock fishery, impac�ng Western and Northern Alaska most. 
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Alaska Seafood pays its way, and then some 

In FY 2022, commercial fishing and seafood processing 
businesses paid $161 million in taxes, fees and self-
assessments, as outlined below (source: ASMI, pg. 18). For 
reference, the ADFG budget for the Division Commercial 
Fisheries in FY 2022 was $43 million.   

Hence, the Alaska seafood industry not only pays for its 
own management, but also subsidizes the management of 
other divisions of ADFG, as well as provides additional 
salmon for all salmon users through salmon hatchery 
production. 

 

 

https://www.alaskaseafood.org/resource/economic-value-report-april-2024/

	No. Annual genetic sampling is done of Bering Sea Chinook salmon bycatch. The most recent 2023 report shows 0.9% (about 100 fish total) were salmon originating from the NW GOA reporting group (19+ systems in the Northwest Gulf of Alaska including the ...
	Alaska pollock is harvested using pelagic trawl gear approved by NOAA Fisheries. The gear is fished in mid-water and on or near the bottom where dense schools of pollock are found.

