


LL0375

Analysis

(Revised 10/31/2023 OMB/LFD) Page 2 of 2

2024 LEGISLATIVE  SESSION
STATE OF ALASKA BILL NO.

FISCAL NOTE ANALYSIS

This legislation amends AS 16.05.050(a)(13) and AS 16.05.251(a)(13) by adding language that provides the Board of
Fisheries (BOF) statutory authority to require electronic monitoring (EM) in a fishery and the Commissioner of the Alaska
Department of Fish and Game (ADF&G) the statutory authority to implement the program as authorized by the BOF. There
are no direct costs associated with this legislation. This is a permissive statutory change that would allow an EM program
to be established in Alaska�s fisheries as determined by the BOF. Therefore, the department submits a zero fiscal note.

The BOF would need to hold a public meeting to establish by regulation the fisheries that will require EM, and ADF&G
would be responsible for management of the program. The department already does this for the shellfish observer
program. State costs associated with the shellfish observer program are primarily funded through test fish revenue,
federal funds, and direct payments by vessels required to carry observers. EM could potentially be funded similarly along
with the possibility of being industry funded in part for equipment as operators currently bear the costs associated with
an onboard observer.

While there are no direct costs associated with this legislation, future funding will likely be needed to stand up a new EM
program. ADF&G may be able to absorb some costs; however, a new state EM programmay require hiring and training
new staff. The number of new staff would be contingent on the number and type of fisheries that are required by the BOF
to use EM. The number of observers deployed in the statewide scallop and Bering Sea Aleutian Islands (BSAI) crab fisheries
is low because there are relatively few vessels participating in those fisheries. If the board adopted EM for larger fisheries
across the state, the number of vessels requiring monitoring and the associated costs to the department would increase
over the current program.

The BOF does not have fiscal, administrative, or budgeting authority and cannot adopt a regulation that requires ADF&G
to obligate funds, meaning the board cannot compel the department to implement a program if there is a cost to the
department unless there is agreement that a data gap exists. Assuming there is agreement, ADF&G would request
additional funding through the budget process if needed to implement the program, providing for legislative review of the
funding request.


