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December 15, 1973

The Honorable Terry Gardiner
House of Representatives
Touch J

Juneau, Alaska 991111

Pear Hr. Cord 1r,or:

1 recently nv.d Hat Dougherty"s article on tho Alien Disclosure Law 1n

the DeccmHr 7-13, 1970 Issue of the Alaska Advocate. An Insert entitled
"Division th, irts alien disclosure law’ appeared in that article relating
to this division®s administration of tie law and Is enclosed for your
Information,

I believe 1l Insert Is Inaccurate and does not clearly state what st”ps

ti.p division lias In fact taken to administer the law since its rnactrnnt
In 1979.

Thefollowing steps are taken as a matter of course to ™ensure that the
rc<iUIM?ni ts of AS 10.09.t99, 10.05.619 and 10,05,70, relatino to alien
affll le.ti"s am ret,

1. 1hin articles of lIncorporation for a dor.estlr corporation dl€
inirlvelJ, they are reviewed by the Corporatlnrs Section within
this division pursuant to AS 10.05.299. If the 9S shareholder
t» Hon affiliate rcqulrMm ;s are not ret (no reference to
all'll affiliates 1n the articles or otherwise disclosci), a
h iter Is rolled to the person requesting the fillny of tin*
artlines statlnj that alien affiliates must he disclose!, or
1< “%re are none, disclose that fact. The articles would, of
ci m C, he rejected 1f any of the other requirements of Ar

U .19.255 were not met. In addition the requestor Is Informed
tl.at the articles will be hold In the Corporations Section for
30 days awaiting his nsponso. However, If after 30 days the

riL red information 1s nd received, the articles are returned
t U e requestor. sla” ar 5tept trfl u,pcn regarding the 51 sharahold”

lon for certificate of authority 1s received from
i foreign coiporatlon, 1t 1s reviewed pursuant to 10.05.f16.
liny 1tm must be ccrploted, Including the alien affiliate

< 1 ft shareholder requirement. If any Iten on the application

Is i Ittetl, the application Is returned t* the sender with a
1o 1o r iif ruplanatinn.
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Answers, Including the alien affiliate and 5K shareholder
requirerents. If the report 1s not completed, it 1s returned
to t:i:sender along with a letter of explanation. In previous
years, when any Ucn was omitted the report was accepted and a
letter was sent requesting the additional Information.

As a further Inducement to corporate officers to provide ;0.rect Informa-
tion on future annual reports, a paragraph will he added tn the reports
In toe next pul.llratlun Infemling the officer filling out the torn of’
the penalties In used upon officers and directors by'AS K r: orc, for
nondisclosure ir falsification of information on the annuai ,‘port filed
with the department.

‘ece-tly, tlie division completed the conversion of a portion of Its data
" to an on-line computer automated system. [hlrty-flve types nf
.e.orsMtlon on each uf the approximately 12,(100 corporations on flic
t.,e dlvls on arc now maintain'd In the State's computer In Juneau.
«".MI lug the division to provide vastly Improved maintenance of the
liesand qukh-r response to requests from the public including members
« J'cpress. It nay be possible depending on funding to have computer
torr'lra s else* here In the State Iron which requestors can obtain up-to-
date Informal lor. on corporations on file with the division.

last month, the a rual reports were addressed by computer. The computer
s also used to ..eneratc several special reports, Including a list of
use corporation. with alien affiliates, those with 55 shareholders,
Muse with the sm-e state of domicile, these with the s*me purpose and
various ut iers. It will also produce the Corporate Directory, which
p.evinr v was (n pllod using a mmag card* typewriter and tool: approx-

)° m/u nai -rvmths Just to type. Now the report ran In procudcd
v ot %ddrtron various certificatesrelating tocorporatron .
we also produce

[f summary, | beilrve that the division has administered the raw in

question in a reasonable and professional fashion. | wo-M be la-nv to
@ sens* U Is matter with you further at your convenience. | lonk for-
ward tu seeing you In Ju tcau next month.
Sincerely .
, U
< 1
Ju)lus J. Crecht
Director

Aurlsifiirr
uc: H. Fudlllp Hubbard
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March 9, 1979

Honorable Alvin Osterback
Chairman

House Resources Committee
Pouch V

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Mr. Osterback:
RE:  HCR-9

In my testimony before the House Resources Committee yesterday, |

| .dlcated that | had a copy for the committee of a letter which | had
sent to .ep. Terry Gardiner regarding the article on foreign affiliates
which appeared in the December 7-13, 1978 issue of the Alaska Advocate.
Please find a copy of that letter dated December 15, 1978 enclosed.

| would also like to take this opportunity to express again that the
division has, in my view, uniformly administered the foreign affiliate
reporting re(?uirement of AS 10.05.702(9) and has not devised nor used a
definition of "affiliate" different from that stated in AS 10.05.825(18).

Unfortunately, Mr. Williams, who appeared after me at the hearing yes-
terday apparently did not grasp these simple points. The Alaska Advocate
article was Incorrect in this regard as well. Some of the confusion on
their part stems from the annual report form used by the department. A
copy 1s enclosed for your Information.

believe that if you review the department's corporation annual report
form, you will conclude that Item 10 of that form simply is not In any
way a definition. It simply restates the language of AS 10.7)27702(9).

It is true that there was an ambiguity reﬂarding foreign affiliates in
the 1977 annual report forms. However, that problem has been remedied

in the present form,

The only change contemplated with regard to foreign affiliates on
republication of the annual report forms next year, Is to make specific
reference to AS 10.05.786 which sets out the penalties for a false
filing with the department.

OMM14LM



Honorable Alvin Osterback -2- March 9, 1979

The department is enforcing the foreign affiliate law by the only
effective means available:

1. rejecting articles of incorporation which do not address the
issue;
2. refusing to register foreign corporations which do not address

the issue in their filings, and

3. rejecting annual reports of both foreign and domestic corpor—
ations that do not respond to Item 10 of the annual report
form.

I can emp fhize with the committee"s interest in obtaining information
of foreign affiliates in the fishing industry. I stand ready to answer
further questions that :he committee may have on foreign affiliates and
invite you and the committee members to Inspect the corporations filing
office within this division at your convenience.

Julius J. Brecht
Director

JJB/cw5/3

Enclosure



SeiedAlda PERRIT KOS
Department of Commerce & Economic Development JU’G CALA éA

Corporations
Pouch D
Juneau, Alaska 99811

CORPORATION FRANCHISE TAX STATEMENT
CORPORATION ANNUAL REPORT

Dear Corporation Taxpayer

En&losed IS your c,orgo_ral? franchise tax statem%nt and the annual report form_ to be fcom leted
and returned’ to this office before February 1. The corporation franchise tax is S50 00 for domes-
tic corporations and $100.%9nfor foreign corporations (incorporated qutside the Stat? of AIaskaz.

Tax and report must be submitted together "Tax will not be accepteg without completed repor

Please follow the instructions printed on the reverse side of the form. The instruction numbers
coincide with the numbered spaces on the face of the annual report.

To avoid assessment of late filing fees and penalties please file timely and attach remittance as
required. Thank you for your coogeratmn.

Corporations Section
Department of Commerce
and Economic Development
4Gh 2530 or 4G5 2531

Corp Franchise Tax Statement
mit Annual Report Form



——————— T orpor ATION FRANCHISE TAX STATEMENT

Mlﬁoswmoﬂtﬁﬁe%%}{e&oﬂ 8?%%%%%5{8? ez on tre e DUE ANNUALLY JANUARY 2

Fee: B%F%rﬁc -%151%5’ Total fee after February | 'f%ﬁ'%@n 0%1%5
YEAR  DATE NO AMOUNT RECEIVED

For Usg( By Th% (,Oorr%ﬂésianer Only

RETURN W H REMITTANCE TO:

State of Alask
Department ol Comr%?cg & Iggogomic Development MAKE CHECKS PAYABLE TO DEPARTVENT
CORPORATION SECTION ; ! G:OOI\/I\/IIERCE&TBfO\D\/lTCDEVELOq\/E\JTR y
00 DARBB TRl BRI MBS EERMT
Do Not Detach For Tffice Use Only
STATE OF ALASKA
DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATIONS SECTION

POUCH D JUNEAU, ALASKA 99811

AUTHORITY AS 1005.699
(Type or print legibly) ANNUAL REPORT

FOR YEAR ENDING DECEMBER 3L, 19
NO. x 10347

NAVE OF :
CORPORATION File No.

1 CORPORA! ION ISORGANIZED UNDER THE LAWS Of THE STATE OH COUNIHY CF

2 AODHESS OF PRINCIPAL CORPORATION OFFICE

3 REGISTERED AGENT (FILK CHANGE ON FORM 08 1841

4 REGISTERED OFFICE IN ALASKA IFtLfc CHANGE ON FORM 08 184
» b CHARACTER OF BUSINESS INWHICH CORPORATION ISACTUaLI v LNGAGEU IN a1 ask A

U AGGREGATE NUMBER OF SHARES WHICH CORPORATION HAS AUTHORITY To ISSUE ITEMIZED BY CLASSES. PAR VALUE OF SHARES.

SHARES WITHOUT PAH VALUE AND SERIES. I* KnY. WITHIN A CLASS
NUMBER OF SHARES CLASS SERIES PAR VALUE PER SHAVE

AGGREGATE NUMBER OF ISSUED SHARES, ITEMIZED BY CLASSES. PAH VALUE CF SHARES SHARES WITFFOUT PAH VAt UE AND SERIES

IF ANY WUHIN ACLASS
NUMBER OF SMAFIES CLASS SERIES PAH VALUE PER SHARE

8  THE AMOUNL OF STATED vAPILAI As OT THE LLOSE or BUSINESS on DECEMBER 1 S

YOU MUSI FURNISH THI NAMES AND ADDRESSES OF BUIM DIRECTORS AND OFFICERS IF DIRE CTORS AND OF FICCRS ARE THE SAVE
PEOPLE WHITK IN SAVE IN | HE DIRECTORS AM A

SaMl COMPLETE ADDRESS
1
DIRECTORS 2
3
1
OFFICERS 2
3
to  ATTACH AS CXiilBI | t»U NAVE AND ADDRESS Of | ACH NONRESIDENT At <NAFIIt IAIF I» YOU F4AVI NONE INDICATE IN THE
| SPACECPROVIDED . IF RtVI VS f1IH E*PIANAfIOFI s
§ e
Y L, AR B P
DATED
CORPtIMATI Stal
HILI
ATUSUD ifv

rows* ua tut titv tsti

IIH

> o



DiCoporatias.
Uinmid "v & 10 Ui... 1/ ki) 765

I ol each year Nl postmarked after February 1, a penalty of
ea @ "™ iv e thilannual report of 10% of the tax due.

io Tl late fee after February 1: Foreign 0137.50
Domestic $ 82.50

NOTICE I eica g rton IMhi.." tax xl not beaocoegpted without the arual rgort.

i* o+ 1Ud uponiiibttit |t:dwith the DEPARTMENT OF COM
Iti" repo:ts and t<t payments ate made within trie pre

LLT. <i<HM 1Q lit- C*jRPORA rl1ONS SECTION
Kill RUNG AI Al REPORTS

m?! MS*"HI MUST RE COMPLETE IN FULL OR IT WILL BE RETURNED
UNFFIL 1 m |k postmarked April Lor §7 50

j.J' 1 Systems  The preprinted data
w dee Ha Note joy den"iss a
I'i 1) Some changes = *pai* lilinji

S%1'UL A1 TuN5 *"UST MAIN"r\IN A REG
iMl A iIN AND U FIC! AR1
» JI.UHThiMA T1QN ANY CHANGEMUST BL

Hanot ()t rieistT RED AGENT AND/OR

. IHIS PURPOSE AND MUST BE

i, it MMON IRE.l ERRED) THIS NUMBER
Tul  \IHICLE.;. OF INCORPORATION OR
DP|OMI 111 L o i AMENTJIMI NT

© 1 Mvnd nivtr been 19 to date

~ | .mu'individual cannot be
| Off auly tiaw- tl' same number

- nesdi"fit alien or a aut
n4eetitjtie yl Outsl. ilidiiuj

1 'dft ufe -'11 1hve Iem /)
treim 1y On Elporate



§10.05.702 Corporations and Associations §10.05.705

Artaicle 8 . Annual Rgports.

Section

1U2 Cor tents of annual report

705, Filing of annual report of domestic
anf foreign corp>orations

Sec. 106 A2, Contents of anual rgoort. The amual rgort Sl
stait

¢) thi name and address of each affiliie which Ba nonresident alien
0r a cojoration whose place of Inoorporatian B adtsice tre Unirteed
States ;nd ,, e percatage of autstading shares antrolled by each
dfilie

O tb name ad address of a person omning at kesst fne par cait
of e sh ires, ar fave per certof any dles* of dares, and tre percimtage
of the shares or dlass of dares owned by thet persm.
(@ s85th 145 SLA 105 am § 4 o it SLA 197>

Rffwl ol umrndmtnH. -- The 1975 LegUIrtKe committer reBort. - lor
amendment added paragra hESI rei* “oneh 145 SLA 1975 (USSR drf. am
The 15* intendment; effeetc 'ar -v  H) 1975 Semite Journal, p 102*
1. 1977. add paragrap h (9]
As the rest of the uccntltl was not
Hflﬂ%a«*d by the amendments, it is not set

St 10.06.46. Alig tF anual report of donestic and foreign
cororations, @ The amual rgort of a doestic and foreign
corporation Sall be filed with the department and sdue January 2 of
each yaar. It B celimuat if ot fild on or before February 1
Pelinguent returms are S.bject to the peralty prescribed N 771 of this
degpter. Honvever, tre first arual rgort of a dorestic or foreign
corporatian dell ke filed with the comissioner and Bdue January 2
of tre year suoosaeding tte caledhr year N vwhich its axtahicaie of
Incorporation or s artithicate of auttority, as the case may ke, was
1IsS.ed by the comissiaer.

G Proof o thesatasfaction of thecommissioner ttet t .are February
1 tre rigortwas depositad nthe Unirted States maill nassaled enelgee,
pracerly addressed with postage praeaid, saopliance with @ of this
st

<©) If e comissioner fins thet the roort conforms O te
n quiranonts of thisdgpter, he Sl fik ik Ifhe firds that itdoes rot
conform to the requiraments of this dgoter, he dall proptly retum
itto the corporation farnt* "essarv correctia s tte rgoort sconrectsd
t conform O the requirements of this rgot - ad retumed | “le
comissioner naufficent time o K* filed before Axil 1of theyear n
which £ Bde, tre poalte«far failue o fik tte rgortwithin tte tine
proviced n$ 77) of ttrsdgpterdonotgply . 119ch 1X( SI.A 1%7;
am 1 h PO SLA 19D)

17
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State of Alaska ‘
Department of Commerce & Economic Development
Corporations Ju |

Pouch D
Juneau, Alaska 99811

CORPORATION FRANCHISE TAX STATEMENT

Dear Corporation Taxpayer:

Enclosed is your corporate franchise tax statement and the annual report form to be
completed and returned to this office* before February I, Corporation Franchise fee
is $50.00 for Domestic Corporations and $100.00 for Foreign Corporations(incorporated
outside the State of Alaska).

Please follow tfie instructions printed on the reverse side of the form. The instruction
numbers coincide with the numbered spaces on the face of the annuul report

Toavoid assessment of late filing fees and penalties please file timely and attach remitt
once as required. Thank you for your cooperation

Corporations Section
Department of Commerce
and Economic Development

465 2570 or 465-2581

Enc: (1) Corp Franchise Tax Statement
2) Annual Report Form

iom Imi* i r
MI Cie -UKf.s v Mau*»s= 1ri 61 -PI Y «ith /s 10.0S.ro> on this
1-0R*. -'IT.srtI A XHIr IT . JFHC f.m.ve e:(\j ado-pss or r?aich erson
ret Ivi-SIHP. . ei'Mrun ic AT LEAST S PERCENT OI? THE

m
SHa-cL J PEHCI ST |F ANY L.IASS CT SHARES ANI? TH? PEPCF NTAGE OF
SH.ULS TT uY THAT PLRS »N. EXHIBIT +He SHALL CCV':f THE OWNF-PSMJP
| 18T fo«qrt>T -In)~ 30 Jt rHr KEPCFTIM* PftICO.



RETURN WITH REMITTANCE TO: CORPORATION FRANCHISE TAX STATEMENT
DUE ANNUAUY JANUARY 2
State of Alo'ko No. 22529

Deca'tmenr ot Commerce & Eoonomic Development
Corportions

Juneau Ala\Ra 19011

AMOUNT DUE

omestic 1%
ADD 82% 08 to this statement for S
P 11 Py I P B e
AVOUNT RECEVD DATE receiB’t. | /
g Ote B}/ '|'|~e Q)n'm'Moner m|y Do Not Detach For Office Use Only
OF
DEPARTMINI OF C DEVELOPVENT
] 99011

AJTHORITY  AS 1005 699

FCR *EAR ENDING CECEMBRR 31 19
| CJRFORATION IS ORGAN.JED UNDER THE | AWS OF IHE STAIE CR COUNTRY OF

7 RIGIfREQ AGENT
3 P:jiS' BRED OFFICE iN ALASKA

¢ "“DRESS OF PRNOPAL CORPCRANON OIFKC

5+ HROFBUSINESSNWHI H ORPOWA- N IS A tUAII Y ENGAGED N A AKKA

»Cv M IST RRNISH ThE tAVES AND ¢ DR iSES OF BOTH DIRECTORS AND CXli BXS IF DR . TGRS AND CFHCERS ARE THE SAVE PECPLE WRLE
IN SMVE IN THE DiRfi TCR. AREA

| NAVE UOMPHIF A DRESS
DIRFCTORS 7

1
OFFICERS 7

_ (IF MCRE HAN ThREE ATTACH LfSli
6 Antfoc ATt NUMck )F SHARES WMIH - mPORA'KXI .tAS AlJIH MKET 'O SSLE - HTV'/SD 4T CIASSTS FAR VALUE OF SmAR(> SHARES

VACI PARYA I AND SEnllS IF ALV WNuN A CIASS
VIVRIR CR SHARIS QASS StBItS PAR VALLE PR SHARI

. N'A%IA?SUSV”R ' o3itiD Sharis HM/ID B> CIASMS tAR .Ainl -« SHA't  SxAES WItMOU PAR VA™E AND SRRIES X ANY
N.V- Rat SHARE. CASS SRE PAR VALLE PR SHARE

i ne nifl OF tAH[fi AftAI ascii inf in-1 ij» BUSM®] ONt1 IMBt J
o W /SIGHII A | NAVE ATSA RESU* la i 'i-NM :IM AIEN AIE. AT b rin/liAl N INOKAI IN HE PACE
D NE FEVERM *0* CEFNHON >

NAVE CE
Y IHHIIA?E] 4*
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Done -

ALASKA ANNUAL REPOR

Dje  Betw-en Jancc"l 2 ar : Feo*™  : i *he j-i <¢pbr- 'lust be » ed with the DEPARTMENT
OF C ‘AMERCE AND ECONCMiC DEVELOP/MEN" The reports a'-d tax payments aro made
wwth « ‘he pre- m?-d* ne fpostmarked on or .oefare "he due dee

IN TRLC' mr KFILING ANNUA REPORTS
M = n respond with report)

[+ *7ms are required /iav  THE REPORT MUST BE COMPLETE IN FULL OR IT WILL BE RETURNED
UNIFILED FOR COMPLET.ON.

3 An e« rporot.. ¢ - mewst reunite: L gent oca office m tie State of A.asko flvs
aqen? .idotf e rrr . j n* e AtTicie, of Incirp.ration Any chary-ni r
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Sec. 10.05.825. Definitions. In this chapter, unless the context
Otherwise requires,

() “‘comissioner” means the camissioner of »mmerce and
econanic development;

© department'' means the Department of Commerce and Economic
Development;

(8 "affiliae’ means a person thatdirectly or irdirectly through one
ormore intemediaries antrols, or santrolled by, or BUNder common
antrol with, »corporation Subject to thisdgoter,

@9 “‘antrols’ (ircludirg “cntrollirg”, “'aontrolled by'* and *'under
common axitrol with'*) means the possessian, direct or rdirect,, of the
power to director cause the direction »Tthe management and policies
of 1 parsn, whether through oaership of voting saaritees, by
antract, or othermise;

€0) "person’” means an rmidal, a corporatian, a partrership, an
asociatin, a jointstok company, a trust where the intarests of the
beeficiaries are evideoed by a ssarity, an  unincorporated
orgpisatan, a govermment, oramlrﬂcalskﬁwmmofagwemm

¢1) “reorgenizatiai’ means a “‘reogenizatial’ as thet word B
defired by § 368(a)(1)(A)— ©) of tre Interrel Revenue Code of 1954 a5
itedasts on tre effective dateof this Act
(@86 ch145sLA 19/5; am &2ch 218SLA 19/6)

Effort of amendment Editor* no * — Section 7, ch. 145, SLA
Th* 1975 amendment added paragraph* 1975, provides: 'it is the intent of the
18]) throu h (21). Iglslature 6 adopt th* definitions for
amendment substituted ‘affiliate’ and ‘control’ as tho** terms ar*
“commlssmner of commerce and economic in us* and hav* been terpreted by the
development” for “commissioner of United States ~Set .ili*s Exchange
commerce” in parag iph Ig) and Commission on the elective date of this
"Department of Commerce and Economic  Act"
Development”  for  "Department of  Legislative committee report — For
Commerce" in paragraph (3). report on ch. 145, SLA 1975 (cssB 376 am
A* the rest of the aection was not H) see 1975 Senate Journal, p 1028,
aff{ected by the amendments, it is not aet
ou
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The Honorable Hugh Malone
House of Representatives
Pouch V

Juneau, Alaska 99811

Dear Representative Malone:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on House Concurrent Resolution

50. The American Fisheries Societ> 1is an international organization of
over 8,000 fisheries, aquatic science professional, lay and student
members. Chartered 1in 1870, tbhe American Fisheries Society 1is the

world"s oldest and largest scientific group dedicated to the advancement

of fisheries scienc” and the conservation of renewable aquatic resources.

As time was short .t was impossible to canvass the entire Alaskan membership.
It was possible to contact 29 percent of the membership by phone, ard 86
percent of those members contacted were in lavor of 1C 50 and 9 percent

were against the resolution with 5£ having no opinion. Most of the
membership contacted had not seen your letter of March 7. This testimony
will attempt to summarize, those thoughts expressed most often by the
members.

Several of the members expressed concern that if this resolution passed
it would preclude Involvement or participation by individuals and groups
now currently invloved in the salmon enhancement program. The entire
issue is extremely complex and it is not the Intent of the Alaska chapter
of the American Fisheries Society to prevent or discourage participation

from others 1in the salmon program. The concern of the members centers
around the quality of the program and not individual "territory"™ of the
participants. The comment most frequently mentioned was that "the

salmon resource in Alaska is a public resource, should remain that way

and ihould be managed as such.™ The salmon resource is extremely valuable
to the State and management of that resource should only be done by
qualified professionals hired specifically for that purpose. Along this

same line of thinking were comments that proper checks, balances and
adequate review is absolutely necessary if this publicly owned renewable
resource is to be properly managed to the benefit of all.

It is generally felt that adequate '"grass r.”ts" public (user) participation
is a necessary element in the check and balance system. Presently there

are adequate and numerous avenues for any person or group to influence

the allocation and mnnagvment process. Allocation of harvest cannot md
should never he placed solely in the hands of the users Ot_the managers.
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The Board ot Fisheries does a remarkably fine job of handling the allocation

of the salmon resource. Current statutes require Regional Aquaculture
Associations to jointly develop Regional Comprehensive Plans with the
Department of Fish and Game. This process is adequate and can work

nicely as evidenced by the recently completed draft Regional Comprehensive
Plan for Southeast Alaska.

Almost all those members contacted expressed their concern that the
complexity of the science of dealing with the salc..m ecosystem is not
appreciated fully by many lay people. The ecosystem 1is dynamic, extremely
complex and not filly understood. Salmon husbandry is a valid and

viable tool with which the salmon ecosystem can be positively influenced
for man®s benefit. The techniques employed, however must be carefully
and scientifically interwoven witli the natural ecosystem so that possible
negative 1impacts are reduced or eliminated. The final area about which
opinions were expressed was user participation. The concept of "those
who benefit most should pay most"™ 1is well established in Alaska and

seems well accepted by the fishing community. Through existing Htatutes,
participation 1is required for planning and allowed for enhancement
facilities (hatcheries.) In order to finance this participation, however,
the users are left largely to their own devices to collect revenue. The
social. Institutional and legal barriers have prevented this concept

lrom working efficiently.

In summary, the fisheries professionals feel that the salmon resource is

a public resource and should be managed acctrdingly. They feel that

there should be one salmon progranm. This position is not meant to
preclude participation by any individual group or agency. However, the
staff hired to Implement that program musL be highly trained professionals.
The right "mix"™ of disciplines Is absolutely necessary. Proper checks,
balances and control through the legislative and Implei.entatlon process
cannot be compromised. It is unfair and certainly ineffeclent to expect
the resource users to remove all the barriers and provide their own
mechanism to participate In the salmon program iinancially. The legislature
should provide the legal framework to allow financial participation by
those who benefit most from the salmon resource and wish to participate

in the salmon program.

On behalf of the Alaska Chapter of the American Fisheries Society | wish
to thank you and the House Resources Committee for the opportunity to

provide this testimony.

Sincerely,

S idcent
Al erican Fisheries Society






AMERICAN FISHERIES SOCIETY

The American Fisheries Society is an inte, national
organization ol 7.000 fisheries and aquatic science
professional, lay. and student members. Chartered in
1870 AFS is the world's oldest and largest scientific
group dedicated to the advancement .f fisheries
science and the conservation of rent,./able aquatic
resources The Society's executive offices are head-
quartered in the Wa-hngton DC area with its sub
units operating throughout most ot North America

To achieve its goals. AFS has a far reaching pro-
gram ot activities that include

e Publication and distribution of fisheries science
materials

e Support ot expanded and improved | ‘hern* r.
search

< Improvement of fisheries science education

« Strengthening of fisheries scientist' : r tes
standards

e Improved social recognition and economic mm
ponsntion lor fisheries si lentist*

e Efh.rt toward the elimination of atfurd pollutant

e Improvement and extension < (el |ulhiia. |«
tires and developments

e Idontifn atmri m'l i ‘ifdn.l ut1  heiltn pe hlen
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TESTIMONY SUBMITTED TO HOUSE FESOLRCE COMMITTEE

ON HOUSE®" CONCURRENT RESOLUTION MO. 50

Clout lomen:

I regret that | can not Le present to testify, but I am frantically
trying to yet my boat ready for fishing on Aprili. On the other
hand, I don"t Know why it should be necessary to testify. it seems

tn.it we fishermen have followed the legislature®s lead in forming

our self-help program, and you ke<p asking us to come back and tell

you that wo are really rcricu=- . that 1in ;a " we 0> k your legis-

lat ion sol ious. 11 1 an say 1is, hell yes w> "re f4%rious .

l to< i thai tin a _;» ullurt j-, .um.it i re. rtav*. ven ehost * lv*-

1 ElsOk<m: lot i\, Gl e I"eee ; ; with "hi , A>uc'”1at.1ln elnee

we kicked "he ilo ijtuati.: iX* “tiiicf N ii an. ; now ,OW e

woiksi. I would I:** * > 1i ,u»vr.m Vv* _iv s -l H - i

Di . linm will Do [i .i.idiv; % h . e" "feg , . LS. fil « i "*« 1 ot

I can LI i*l.iLui a .

We r«»n show you u > vmpiesiijv* j .>)r=<""= js* any {: rrj*. 111 - » 1

,0u ab< ut sunn or tti >

lor t.lll:*in, ttsdiormon Jcpl usi ta» ed *hoi; support by Voting "j assess
thonu.elves u ti. support tin associ at ioi.a. for another, we conducted

*he tin*;” t)iuiouilh juiilie in- e~ivrii*:.* j::mi i t< .Jitn *i, fni u it

*ha
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what fishermen want before wo started spending money. This informa—
tion not. only helped us in planning our projects, but we gave the
information to you in writing in the comprehensive regional salmon
plan. Phase 1 of the Plan was just finished ar.d we J1 be giving

you all copies soon.

As lor this comprehensive salmon plan, which we did jointly with
SSRAA and ADF&G through tht Regional Planning Tear, you created a

couple years ago, this Association put the first draft together,

pulling 1in everyone®s ideas -- fishermen, Fish and Game, Forest Service,
sportsmen, you name I want * . say 1ish uid Game really tut on
th« ball lor wus. by stirce :fully writing the r::st Jj which

you probal ly knew 1if. *in- roughest worn, we proved how we .mu n-t
ovej-yon. to ".ilk *. .. mu work with us. SSVAA followed up with
mucr hard work N puls ing tin | lan into .uwl shape. . think when
you see 1it, you"ll agree that it is the best salmonplan you“ve

ever seen written *or cur region in Southeastern.

Anot..ei project all of is fishermen »re really proud o is the lake
and »lt.im survey jrt I | coh >laki stocking in = bi \way,
We wear* lucky to hire the best expert in this field to design and
run th«- project, 1ot e . Dick Crone, who started the whole program

at Little POrt warter eir ago, and who i¢ writing t book on it
tljne new, put till g "l et last year. H apparently
niipresned PeU] Jo i e ¢ lots ofrelj. Fiar an locumi unpttd
in-and javi r o« jrijmr* m.tb i», itllIn>lp»«d a. L.mk uve* ampler*
we Vb i > t Lo R wr.eh wat ene  din.ta; 'm S

M e jeo * . .0 e.e D t iear. 1 m o ¢ -
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worth of help, in manpower, boat and airplane travels,and all sorts
of other things. The Forest Service aNd Fish and Game wini help

us again this year, v."ith the Forest Service throwing in $60,000 this
time. Of course, we fishermen could not possibly do this Jjob without
that kind oi hel}, but you can sec how we worked as a middleman and

got everybody nted in the same direction.

We ate pi.mning two hatcher i< s, one- at Salmon Creek in Juneau for

chum and coho salmon, and or.e in Sitkj Sound to produce young coho

to stock in the lakes we choose. Both ha tela tics are what we call
"cheapios"™ -- we wanted the:: fj produce the most fish for the least
money . Prince William Souno and Sheldon Jackson have already proven

that imo.pi isive hatcheries. do work.

Wo-1vi ioiic all ol this in spite of the fact that we receivod very

lit tl< money, because the lawsuit 1lroze-up what was collected. We*
have Mrvi-_lI lay io day on small I ..ire. an 1 (ranta !'ton the State
and a aituill mount of assessment money. We could never have survived
undii nuc “ auditions without iibhcxr.cn support, Including tin. aiam.H

>d donated hours fit* organisation and planning, ana work such an
surveying Jr.twii . st seams. Also, 1l "x taken 1lot! of public support.,

.0opeiut let ,»nd iteeluet from igirict"S, frr-e p<Mtunti trun agencies

such wuii CPTA _imi YIMA, arm an except i nal a:., h 1is *ateij :;taf 1, 1in
particular out general manager Derek r,. Von know, for awmle

we had liyi i Morkin i, Old lout MLir w< ie j lid by
le.jural piogi a:"iH. on stair (<* pretty rood at dor e« lot with Very
lit* 1* ut,*. asilon I ot "US ei i.ij.sjation 1 i i t mnch of hai

tie .liled '1 > tr=l,, til>i" nl.l a.t If,a*
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The aquaculture associations were created by State law, and encouraged

and supported by the State. We have come a long way 1in the face of
many obstacles. I feel the State has a moral obligation to see this
program through. If they drop the ball just as we are on the verge

ol putting some :ish 1in the water, they are going to face a bunch

of goddamn ir.au *isherr:en.

Herel» 1 wo".«r, that won"t m tl e »Xxpay< a nickel once it gets
going. IN a year 0! budget surpluses and requests for handouts on

all sides, hen* 1is one group which only asks for the right to do
something toi themselves. We are not asking for public monies to

funu our entire program, or our ormnizution would have no justi-

Di<-at 1on. 11 uar original assessment monies had com*~ to us, as was
.oted on, “"hi:, heating would never have been necessary. With the legal
problems that have developed with the assessment, w. have depended

on state loan:; and grants a:, tront monies to carry us through, and

it looks 1like one more round will be nee led. Hut once the legal

roadblocks are t.mov-u, grants will no longer be recess try.

toll told us Wefthoul I le Ij ourselves, »* w, »otd the!lshermen

out I!,,-, that we'll do JU.. that - h, put rorelisJ, in tie water.
I hope you Il he]j » 1livre U] to oar wot t
Thank you.

Iext<t 1. », "l
i <—h ldent , 1AA

. q0
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REMARKS:

Please return your committee copy
of HCR 50 which has been withdrawn
at the request of the sponsor, to
Julie at the Chief Clerk"s Office.
Thanks.

FROM Chief Clerk"s DATE 3/24
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March 20, 1980

Statement for NMFS, Auke Bay Laboratory
Concerning [ICR-50

Mr. Chairman, Members of the House Resources Committee: Lfy name is

Bill Heard. | am Coordinator of the Salmon Aquaculture Research Program

at the Auke Bay Laboratory. This Laboratory is under line authority of the
Northwest and Alaska Fisheries Center, one of four regional research centers
of the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS). The Laboratory also works
and coordinates closely with the NMFS Alaska Regional Office headquartered
here in Juneau. 1 would like to read a prepared statement before your
group regarding some of the issues raised in your covering letter of

March 7, 1980, introducing HCR No. 50.

1 wish to emphasize that | will only address some of the issues--specifically
those that speak to matters of (1) tcc.linological aspects of salmon aquaculturi
(2) overall welfare of Alaska's salmon resources; and (V) the high level of
professionalism needed in managing Alaska salmon including the planning,
design, implementation and integration of sound, rational aquaculture
programs into comprehensive management plans. Most issues raised in

the proposed resolution and letter speak almost totally to socio-political
aspects of aquaculture, matters in which my agency does not have a

direct role. NMFS does not manage lands in Alaska nor do we manage

the fisheries within the State's waters. NWS is directly involved in

the Offshore Troll Fishery involving principally chinook and coho salmon

by virtue of the Fishery Conservation and Management Act of 197(». Also

X-S is directly concerned with interception issues, notably those

involving the United States and Canada where salmon originating in one

countiv arc caught by the other.



2
NMFS's primary role in Alaska aquaculture is one of supportive research;
of providing sound teclmical and scientific support for orderly
development of balanced hatchery and enhancement programs carefully
integrated into comprehensive management approaches. QOur Laboratory
currently operates two experimental aquaculture facilities: at Auke Creek
I.*ar Juneau and at Little Port Walter on the south end of Baranof Island.
Both have been involved for the past decade with formal cooperative
research programs between ADFf,G and NMFS. A considerable volume of
scientific research results on aquaculture in Alaska has resulted from
these arrangements, touching such varied subjects as salmon egg incubator
design, incubator substrate materials, fungus control, saltwater rearing
pen.-, lake stocking, short-term rear.ng, floating raceways, brood stock
development, terminal harvest strategics, vaccine testing, release time
and size studies, and direct comparisons and interactions between wild

and hatchery salmon. Additionally our staff has participated in the
State’'s sockcye rehabilitation project at Lnk' Nunavaugaluk in Rristol Bay
and we have had informal research and advisory arrangements with Regiona
Aquaculture Associations as well as small non-association hatchery
operators. Much of our research emphasis has been recently redirected
toward the ecology of young salmon in estuaries, to learn the causes

of variable marine survival in both wild and hatchery produced fish.

Along with our programed research, we frequently rake technical cements
on questions addressed to us fnxn State and private hatcheries. Although
VHS as an agency is not involved in production hatchery programs in
Alaska we v>ill not hcstiate to express concern and caution when aquaculture

developments or practices are not founded on the best available tcclinologv

or appear to jeopardise some portion of the salmon resource.



Specifically addressing some of the issues raised in the covering letter:
(1) Are we 1in danger of replacing wild with artificial stocks?

Mr. Chairman, in my opinion, it would be a very sad day for Alaska

if this prospect ever became even a remote possibility. Unlike many
other states and countries of the North Pacific Rim, Alaska is not yet
forced into either hatchery salmon or no salmon. We must all strive to
maintain this option by vigilance in protecting habitat and ecosystems
that produce our wild salmon resources. Careful management by the stock
concept can ensure continuation of wild stocks in concert with enhancement

and development of artificial stocks.

The single most important salmon management principle that has slowly
evolved over the years 1is the stock concept. Ibis principle emphasizes
the unique nature of each individual stock of salmon and seeks to adjust
the harvest according to the strengtl of cadi stock, beak stocks thus
receive needed protection while strong stocks are more intensively harvested.
The importance of hereditary and environmental factors in the evolution
of wild stocks and wild stock interaction with artificial stocks must be
foremost in decisions for management actions. Although the history of
our salmon runs has been one oT wide fluctuations, Alaska as yet has not
suffered extensive irreplaceable habitat losses, as a result of
industrialization, urbanization, watershed deterioration, or impounding

of streams and rivers.
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The core issue is not whether to focus only on natural or artificial
production but how best to blend the two together to min‘mize the
impact on wild stocks. Given increased understanding and improvements
in aquaculture technology, the option to skillfully apply this knowledge
should not be lost. In 1980 something between 2.5 and 3.0 billion juvenile
salmon will be released from aquaculture programs around the Pacific Rim.
Less than 5 percent of that amount will come from Alaska. Given the
near certainty that ocean rearing areas of most Alaska salmon are not
now fmly utilized and given the fact that other states and nations are
striving to increase their use of the available ocean carrying capacity
for salmon it ;s important and logical for Alaska to field an active,
effective aquaculture effort. Conversely, however, Alaska cannot afford
indiscriminant and cavalier construction of hatcheries or other enhancement
schemes. Skillful application requires scientific and social finesse in
determining the appropriateness of (I) species emphasis at each location,
(2] specific teclinology to use, (3) scope of production, (4) siting
parameters, (5) harvesting strategies, and (<) interactions between other
stocks and species in addition to interactions between competing user

groups--all issues for which this committee is seeking answers.



5
(2) How many hatcheries are enough? Arc we moving too fast with

aquaculture efforts?

IViny people do feel Alaska is trying to go too far too fast with its
salmon hatchery programs. Ccrtainlv the decade of me 1970"s could be
called a "Decale of Hatchery Development"” in the State. Perhaps the
1980"s should be directed toward a "Decade of Hatcher) “Performance and
Evaluation." The number of hatcheries and other enhancement programs
and the rate of their development should be consistent with proven
scientific and technical knowledge and our demonstrated ability to apply
this knowledge to integrated management, schemes that maintain and

enhance oui all*important wild stocks.

How can wc maximize the benefits of artificial salmon production without
jeopardizing wild stocks and yet continue to rebuild depressed natural
runs? There are many aspects to this question but two principles go a
long way toward achieving this goal. lirst we must minimize direct
interaction between hatchery ;uid wild stocks. Secondly when interactions
do occur, we must carefully bias effects of the interaction in favor of

the natural runs.

Hatcheries or other enhancement programs c;ui have many positive effects
on Maska salmon fisheries, hut perhaps two are most significant. A
well planned, properly locate*™ and successful hatchery will produce
returning fish; some will be available for harvest in existing fisheries,
but of more im]>ortance are the special fisheries that may be required in
teminal areas and the use of the fish after hatcher) *stock- separate

from other stocks. Most Alaska hatcheries will k» located at or near
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tidewater and on simple stream systems, avoiding complicated upstream
hatcher) ”stock-wild stock mixtures in major rivers. Secondly, because
hatchery stocks can sustain greater ha.vest rates than wild stocks,
well thought-out management strategies arc critical ui dealing with
mixtures of wild and hatchery ”fish. Both the fisheries manager and
the fishermen he regulates will become increasingly aware of the
necessity to adjust harvests to the strength of individual stocks.

Thus hatcheries may be expected to cause further movement away from
mixed stock fisheries toward more precise management of individual
stock units, bach hatchery or enhancement project, if properly designed
and evaluated becomes an important research tool in broader  our total
understanding of salmon dynamics and management. Our ahility to deal
with mixtures of wild and hatchery lish, the limitations of termial
harvest strategies along with maintaining high standards of industry
product quality will likely self- limit Alaska hatchery' development,

(3) Are biological questions being adequately addressed? What about
disease control, hatchery siting, brood stock development, and

separation of stocks?

Mr. Chiirman, these are all vital technical matters that must he effectively
dealt with before Alaska can have a successful aquaculture program.

| have already touched on stock separation and hatchery siting. Disease
control and brood stock development are equally important. Although our
Laboratory does not specialize in disease research, me are proud of our
cooperative role in helping to develop a comprehensive fish disease program
in the State. Regarding brood stock development for hatcheries, most XMLS



research scientists in Alaska tend to be cautious and conservative o:

this matter mostly out of concern over possible detriment to wild stocks.
Unfortunately the time required to develop brood sources for a specific
hatchery is, in many people's minds, not consistent with reality. However,
if Alaska is to maintain and manage aquaculture programs as discrete
entities and avoid adverse interactions with wild stocks, w,; must proceed
with caution in developing hatchery brood stocks. What are the best and
most scientifically sound approaches to brood stock development? Should
we try to develop a hatchery brood quickly perhaps with large transplants
of eggs in a short time frame? Or should we opt for developing brood more
slowly, allowing time to integrate resultant returns into the genetic makeup
of the stock? llow last will grictic tr.iits of a given stock he adapted

or modified to a specific hatcl ~ry environment? Unfortunately technology
can't give pat answers to these questions because of the many complex and
poorly understood biological phenomena involved. CXir advice in the absence
of complete knowledge is to make full use of the information that is
available, proceed cautiously, and tend towards adaptation and development
of a local stoi n even though it may he more expensive and require more

time.

To stminarizc some of these points: (1) hatcheries and related
aquaculture developments in Alaska should not threaten wild stocks
of salmon; management by the* stock concept ensures continuation of
wild stocks yet allows careful development of artificial stocks;
(*?) the menher of hatcheries and other enhancement urograms and the

rate of their development should not exceed a demonstrated ability
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to apply available technology and research information to management
schemes that preserve and enhance wild stocks; (3) many important,
unanswered questions concerning basic biological phenomena must be
dealt with, frequently on a site specific or individual project basis

before salmon enhancement in Alaska can reach its fullest potential.

Mr. Chairman, the complexities of these issues bring ine to the last item
I wish to address--that of professionalism in our fisheries. Whatever
socio-political provisions the Legislature decides are appropriate for

salmon aquaculture in Alaska, you should be constantly aware that aquaculture

involves extremely complex trological matters that call for the highest
le.cls of professional competence. On* salmon, as a public resource
held in trust for all, deserve nothing less than the most competent,

highly trained, experienced professional biologists, geneticists,
pathologists, managers, culturists, engineers, and technicians available,
lhe resource must be managed by capable responsible public agencies
sensitive to both needs of the users and of the resource. And if we

err let it be in favor of the resource, not the user, nor a particular

social institution. To do less would be a disservice to our heritage.



DRAFT

House Concurrent Resolution No. 50, requesting the
governor to suspend the issuance of grants and loans for
fisheries enhancement, proposes two moratoriums-- one on
grants to regional aquaculture associations and a second
on loans to regional aquaculture associations until a legal
assessment of fishermen is established and sufficient collateral
is guaranteed to secure loan.

The state, over the last decade, has embarked on an
ambitious program of fisheries enhancement and development. The
current wealth of the state provides us with the opportunity
to continue and expand this effort. However, before we auto—
matically proceed, it might be wise to take a close look at the
existing efforts and determine whether they should be continued
in the same manner or whether changes 1in direction and emphasis
should be made.

The House Resources Committee will hftld a hearing on
HCR 50 on"*®xi&y/ March at 3 p.m. in Juneau. As sponsor of the
resolution, |1 ™ like to have it serve as a basis for discussion
of aquaculture purposes and direction in general, and 1 invite
your participation. If you cannot attend the hearing, 1 would
appreciate your written comments and would make them available
to all members of the committee. The following questions may
Irovide a frame*ork for your comments.

D What should be the areas of responsibility of the
regional aquaculture associations, the "Mom and Pop™ non-profit
hatcheries, and the state®"s Division of Fisheries Rehabilitation,
I._nhancement, and Development? Which entities should be building
and operating hatcheries, fertilizing lakes, clearing streams,

controlling predation, etc?



2) Where are there needs for greater cooperation between
the private non-profit hatcheries and associaitons and F.R.E.D.?
How can cooperation be fostered, and what degree provides for
the greatest efficiency?

3) What limits should be placed on the non-profit hatcheries
and regional associatons? How accountable are they now to the
fishermen, the public, and the resource, and how can this be
improved?

4) What should the role of commercial fishermen be 1in
providing for fishery resources? What control should they
exert over those resource’?

5) Who 1is more responsive to the fishermen, the public,
and the resource-- F.R.E.D. or the regional associations? Which
represents the best state investment?

6) Where should the emphasis be placed 1in aquaculture
programs? What ue the relative benefits of hatcheries,
rehabilitation efforts, and enhancement projects?

7) How many hatcheries are enough? What will be the effects,
biologically and economically, of producingmoreand more salmon?

8) Are the biological questions beingadequately addressed
by the state and the regional associations?How are the problems
of disease control, hatchery siting, brood stock supplies, and
separation of stocks being handled?

9) Are we 1in danger of replacing wild with artificial
stocks? What are the ramifications of this?

10) How will aquaculture programs-- state-run and private--
pay their way* How will costs be recovered? Are hatchery harvests
appropriate?

11) Are we moving too fast with aquaculture efforts?



What would be lost by slowing expansion down and perfecting

what we already have?

12) Where are the lines drawn between biological and

political management? How can existing problems be mitigated

and future ones adverted?



To: Mr. Chairman, Members of the House Resources Committee, and
Representative Hugh Malone

From: St. James Bay Aquaculture Association
Rob

Subject: Hearing on HCR 50

St. James Bay Aquaculture Association is a group of Alaskans who are in
the process of forming a private non-profit hatchery™ The following are
our statements concerning HCR 50. The questions were suggested by Hugh
Malone as a spring board for cementing, but our group decided we might
express our feelings by comenting on each question. Several of the
guestions require considerable detail to answer. Others arc essentially
unanswerable at this time; therefore, cur statements are only brief

overviews.

1. The cnti®e area of salmon enhancement should be considered an
opportunity for all Alaskans who wish to participate in and enjoy
the benefits of »jat can become one of this state"s greatest renewable
resources. I*ersons, whether they call themselves "regional association”
or a private non-profit hatchery can create a stable food source
for export. Their efforts will provide an income for comercial
fishermen, fish processors, local business, anti the state. Sports-
fishing and tourism will also ho enhanced. Mo one group should
infinge upon the opportunity of others to enjoy what can easily
become Alaska®"s greatest industry. However, ground rules should k*
made and enforced to prevent, ignorant, non caring, oi avarice
people from pluying havoc with salmon stocks anti other hatchery
operators. For example, every effort should he made to prevent

indcscrimincnt mixing of stocks which destroy th» natural inclination



of fish to return to their home stream. The tragedy that occurred

in the Columbia River drainage should be prevented in Alaska.

Selective breeding should b* outlawed until certain kinds can be

proved safe. The genetic integrity of each stream should be maintained
as nuch as possible. When any bonafide hatchery obeys the ground
rules, they should have the freedom to develop salmon production

for their area.

The state"s FRIT) division should continue to maintain an overview

of enhancement possibilities and proceed with their own hatcheries
where they feel hatcheries are needed. They should set a good

example of intelligence and good science for others to follow.

Perhaps the greatest function the FRED division can perform is in

the area of enhancement of the three high risk salmon, the red,
silver, and king salmon. Perhaps in most cases, non-profit hatcheries
will not attempt to propogate any one of these three species until
they have developed a secure I>asc with chum and pink salmon.
Technology developed by FRED could be passed on to the non profit

hatcheries.

To promote the greatest degree of cooperation between the three
enhancement groups, there should exist an easy way for each group

to coomnicatc with the others, food conrxmication is the key to
*>rking out differences, for sharing ideas, and to treat euch other
fairly. No one group should he discriminated against by not having

an equal opportunity to express their views. Perhaps the HUID
division should become a central co-oidinator for funncling information
between Iwtchery groups, (xxrperation provides for the greatest

Jegroc of efficiency.

Itigo 2 of 5



3. Non profit hatcheries and associations should always be accountable
to fishermen, the public, the resource, the streams or lakes they
use, the natural wildlife that also use salmon, the ocean environment
they are using to rear salmon, and to various state agencies.

Poorly managed hatcheries can create a host of problems. For
example, they can spread disease and propogate strays. Salmon
enhancement could become big business, and, like any business,
should be responsible to whoever, or wliatever they affect. Three

limitations that may help control enhancement programs are:

D set strict guidelines for salmon farming

2) prevent any group from having prcfcr-ncial treatment at the
expense of others

3) prevent big business rom eventually monojwlizing all salmon

enhancement.

4. Eventually, cunincrcial and sport?® fishermen should enjoy a consistant
and tsounti ful harvest of hatchery produced sulnnn. Since the sole
support for non-profit hatcheries is to sell excess fish returning
to the hatchery, perhaps fishermen could work with management

biologists to ensure hatcheries get enough returns to meet expenses.

5. Because we intend to became a successful private non-profit hatchery,
we feel we arc as capable of showing as wch responsibility to
fishermen, the public and the resource as unyonc. However, we feel
the FRED division could probably best serve sportsmen and salmin
trollc by producing silver and king salmon since these are expensive

to produce and are a high risk fish. In many cases, only well
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established associations or private non-profit hatcheries would
dare attempt to rear these fish in nunbers. This is equally true
for the red salmon. Since FRED is tax supported, they are in a
position to afford the facilities and develop the technology to
rear these three species. Our own group could produce enough
silver salmon which the streams could support naturally, but we
wouldn"t attempt large scale culture of this species until we had

succeeded with pink and chum salmon.

Perhaps another job FRED division could undertake is to rehabilitate
depressed streams by means of portable hatcheries. The hatcheries
would remain on a stream long enough to produce enough fish winch

the stream can support naturally, then move to another stream.

hnphasis on aquaculture programs should include at least two concepts.
First, build salmon stocks to consistent harvest levels to provide
a reliable industry for the state. This industry includes tourism

as well. Second, return depressed streams to their former levels.

The state of tIxX? art has not been reached to say how many salmon
the ocean can support or viuit the effects ill In? on other life
forms with too many salmon in the ocean. These are important

concerns and should be addressed.

Economically, it may k? possible to glut existing markets with too
many salmon. However, American fishermen und processors have never
developed the great potential market lor salmon that exists in the

U.S. and the world.
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10.

11.

12.

We do not know how well biological problems are being addressed.

We hope they are being taken seriously by all concerned. Professional
biologists and hatchery operators alike should be constantly aware

of the biological consequences of mixing stocks, selective breeding,

and other manipulations they perform jn salmon.

A hatchery system may,theoretically,automatically replace wile~
stocks with artificial stocks. For example, a hatchery may promote
the existence of young salmon that normally would not survive.
These salmon are given the opportunity to survive and mate. A
hatchery may mix early spawners with late spawners and thus destroy
a stock separation that existed naturally in the stream. Selective
breeding may be very bad. All of the biological problems of poor
salmon ranching are not fully understood, so it seems a good idea

to attempt to breed hatchery fish as much as possible as nature had

done.

Hatcheries must be assured that part of the run will return to the
stream in order for the hatchery to pay their expenses .and :ollect

brood stocs.

Aquaculture efforts are moving too slowly. Salmon liarvcsts arc
down in many areas. Yearly returns are not consistent, which is
difficult for the fisherman, processors and related industries.

Hatcheries help to assure consistency in the industry.

Political management should never sapercede what is true, or fair,
or honest. Politicians should weigh their decisions on the findings
of competent and unbiased salmon biologists, planners, economists

and other professionals.
Page S of 5
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Alaska District, Box 265, Auke Bay, AK 99821

™,

Mr. ChairmanMalone and Members of the House Resources Committee

I am Bruce Wing, Director of the Alaska District of the American Institute
of Fishery Research Biologists. The Institute is an international
organization of professional fishery biologists dedicated to the application
of sound biological principals and the results of biological research to
fisheries management and to improving the quality of professional Tfishery®
management and research. Currently we have about 50 members in Alaska
representing academic, federal, state and private organizations. We are
independent of the American Fisheries Society, although most of our

members belong to I>oth organizations.

All the questions of your covering letter to HCR-50 have been topics of
thought and private discussion by our members. Tie questions are complex
and m.wy extend beyond biological technology and theory into the sociological
ind political arenas, thus generating strongly divergent opionions.
Consequently, the Alaska District of AIFK11 has not developed a consensus
within the sliort time available. Many of the thoughts and opinions of

our mcmliership tiave been given by previous speakers or will k1 presented

by following speakers.

As the representative of a group which acts in a conservative and deliberate
mode after considerable debate, the rapidity of this resolution is of

concern to our membership. We are worried that its final effects may



extend beyond its stated concerns and its objective of preventing wasteful

expenditure of public funds.

In your cover letter to the proposal you listed 12 sets of questions.
The first five are in the realms of economics, sociology and politics,
not in biology. However, whoever ultimately receives res]>onsibility for
maintaining and increasing our salmonid fisheries must realize that wc
are not working with backyard garden plots. It is mandatory®™ that the
activities he conducted with the best professional expertise available

and that the quality of the professionals continues to increase.

There always will he some conflicting opinions and a certain amount of
competiveness between the several entities involved in salmonid fishery
enhancement activities. Our concern with this resolution is that it may
ulimately breakdown the present lines of communicat ions and cooperation

tluu have been developed in the past few years. Alaska appears to he

ahead of other states in developing programs in which potentially conflicting

resource users and managers work cooperatively.

Question sets 0 through 9 are being addressed by many of our members in
their daily work. Because we are dealing with a complex biological and
physical environment, simplistic answers ar* not reliable. Present
research efforts are at a low level. We definitely need more research
activities and tune to evaluate the results of present and post aquaculture
actions. iMiscrvutions on one or two cycles of fish are not adequate for
evaluating the effectiveness of any enhancement method. There is a

natural tendency to rush from a preliminary® experiment to full scale if



the first results are promising. This results in failure to evaluate
interactions and natural variation. Thus when the next cycle is less

than expected, we look for sources of blame or error rather than understanding.
Enhancement activities should lie treated as long term research experiments

and monitored as part of research programt

To quickly finish, we arc concerned that this resolution may have the
effect of endangering the present cooperation in research efforts between
the existing entities (the aquaculture associations, Department of Fish
.uid inline, National Forest Service, National Marine Fisheries, University
of Alaska, etc.) ;ind make more difficult future cooperative research

programs.

Thank you.
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CORPORATION
SOUTHERN SOUTHEAST

Southern Southeast Re?_lol,
Aquaculture Association

307 M Il Street 15

Ketchikan, Alaska 99901

225-2171
Attni Ron Vendte

Alaska Aquaculture Foundation, Inc.
Box 1283
Vrangel I, Alaska 99929

07A-2013
Attn: Tod A Jones

Meyers Chuck Aquaculture Association
Box 15 °

Myers, Chuck, Alaska 99903 1
9k6-123']

Attn:  Robert Meyer

Twin Creek Salmon Ranch, Inc.

P.0. Box 9T

Petersburg, Alaska 99833

772-3282
Attn: Oarlln* Clausen

LIST OF PRIVATE NONPROFIT/SCIENTIFIC/EDUCATIONAL HATCHERIES
t -

STATUS

Regional Association
PNP Permit, Operational

PNP Permit, Operational

PNP Permit, Operational 7/27/75

PNP Preliminary Application

LOCATION

Ketchikan
Whitman Lake

Burnett Inlet r

Myers Chuck

Twin Creek

ECG CAPACITY

23 ml 11 lon chum
2.3 mill lon coho

5 million pink end chum

[ ml 1L lon pink

Requested: 7 million pink
- 'm and chum



CORPORATION
NORTHERN SOUTHEAST

L.

I*

Northern Southeast Re?_lonal
Aquaculture Associafion

Box 786

Sitka, Alas"a 99835

TW-6B50

7<*7-6730

Attni- Dr. Derek Poon

Sheldon Jackson College
Aquaculture Program

P.0." Box I*19

Sitka, Alaska 99835

TI¥1-6261* - Office

71*7-5238 - Hatchery

Attni  He) Seifert

Douglas Island Pink 1 Chum, Inc.*
RR I* Box I*Al *
Juneau, Alaska 99803

1*65-2510

Attn: Ladd Hacaulay

Fish Fry, Inc. (Southeast Olllnet
Federation)
853e%i|;t\lgglgg 99801

Attn: Jev Shelton

Kake Nonprofit Fishery Development
Corpora:lon
P.0. Box 263
knke, Alaska 99830
5-3221

785-326
Attn: Clarence Jackson

ITATUS

Regional Association

PNP Permit, Operational
Scl./Ed. Permit

PNP Permit, Operational

PNP Permit /11 (Issued 9/79)

PNP Permit Approved

PNP Permit, Operational

LOCATICN

fitka

[ndian River

Indian River

Kowee Creek
Sheep Creek

Salmon Creek

Cunnuk Creek _
(new construction site
being cons ldare.)

EOC CAPACITY

No hatcheries

(.
15 ml 11lon pink and cuum
Miscellaneous species

5mlillon pink _
[ ml111lon chum

5 ml L lon pink’
and chum

k.5 million pink and chum
500,000 coho

3 million pink and chum



CORPORATION
NORTHLRN SOUTHEAST COi T'D.

b.

10.

11.

Richard lathews
Denn|s Lund

X 186

Sltka, Alaska 99835

St, James Bay Aquaculture Inc.
P.0. Box 668

Douglas Alaska 9962k
Attn:  Rob McLeod

Kake City Schools
Kake, Alaska 99830

765-3731

Attn:  Chuck Larsor

Tllngle t Haida Central Council

One ealaska Plara, Suite 200
e laska 99801

Attn: Or. Y. R. Nayudu

Angoon Aquaculture Association,

135
Angoon, Alaska 99820
Attn: Peter Nease

Burro Creek Farms

r.0. Box 832k

Ketchikan, Alaska 99901
225-2605

225-9696

Attn: Eugene Richards

STATUS
Preliminary Application

Preliminary Application
Scl./Ed. Permit, pending renev-al

PNP Preliminary Application

PNP Permit, Not Operational

PNP Preliminary Application

Public Hearin(]] Scheduled: Late
October - early November

0

LOCATION

Port Armstrong
Boranof Islan

St. James Point
Gunnuk Creek

Deep Cove (BeranoF Island)

Maksoulo.* River (Baranof Island)

Mitchell Bay-
Admlrelty “sland

Burro Creek

EIC CAPACITY
10 mill Ton pink

and chum

_h*
15 million pink &1

and chum

60,000 pink /.000 chum
Requested: 12 million pink
and chum
| ml1llon pink
[ 'ml1L1lon chum
Requested at Full capacity
150,000 coho
25 mill lon chum
Requested: 10 million pink
and chum /
J



CORPORATION
HffI1U WILLIAM SOUND

—_

COOK

Prince Willlam Sound
Aquaculture Association
.0. Box 1110

Cordova Alaska 99576

626-75U

626-7512

Attn: Armin Koornlg
NERKA. Inc.

Box 80165

Fairbanks, Alaska 99703
679*2676

Attn: Dr. Jack Van HynIng

nstitute of Narine Science
nolver3|ty of Alaska Narine Statlon

617
ward Alaska 99666 .

Valdezzsflsherles Development Corp.
V3a|de276AIaska 90686

Attn:  Jason Wells

INLET

Cook Inlet Aquaculture Association
P.0. Box 850

Soldotna Alaska 99669

262-6661

Attn:  Floyd Helmbuch

STATUS

Regional Association
PNP Permit, Operational

FNP Permit, Operational

Scl./Ed. Permit

Set./Ed. Permit

Regional Association
PNP Preliminary Application

LOCATION

Cordove
Port San Juan

Perry Island

Seward

Va'dez

Soldotna
Cklutna

Eklutna Power Plant Site

EG CAPACITY

[, et

55 million pink and chum

3 ml 1 lon pink and chum

(500 Juvenlle pink)

No hatcheries "

Requested: 6$ million
pink and chum
also at capacity, 5 million
coho, 5 ml 1llon king

[ncubator Evaluation



CORPORATION
tOOK INLtt COHT'D

2,

HomervHI?h School
Homer, Alaska 99603
235-8186

Attn:  Frank LID/E)aI

Un-named
P.0. Box 205
d , Alaska 99663

Attn:  Harley Hess
Bartlett School

Tyonek, Alaska 99682
583-2291

-Atth: Paul 2obeck

[rreantum Inc.

P* | Box 225

Kenal, Alaska 99611 '
Attn: Donna L. McCubblns

776-8697

kooiak

Kodiak Area Native Association
Box 172

Kodiak, Alaska 99615
686-5725 .

Attn: Blit Oshorne

365 North Maple Avenue
Monrovia Callfornla 91016

Attn:  Blaln Sikes

Vllla,\?e Island Sea Ranching, Inc.

STATUS

Scl./Ed. Permit (inactive)

Public Hearing held on
[1/2/178 (PNP)

Scl./Ed. Permit

Prellminary Applicatlon

Scl./Ed. Permits

Preliminary Applicatlon

LOCATION
Homer

Perl Islend

Tyonek

Jakolof Creek Bay

Port Lyon's

Quzlnrle .

Kodiak _Hiah School (Lake
Rose TeaH Creek)

Old Harbor

Ugenlk Bay

ECC GAPACITY

Requested: | million coho
6,800 pink

5 mllon pink and *'
15 m 1Llon" chum

6,000 pink or coho each

1 .
17 mIMIon pink and chum



CORPORATION
BRISTOL OAY

x 179
011 Ingham Alaska 99576

B

Attn:  Andrew Col la

ALASKA PENINSULA

1,

Aleutlan/Prlbllof Island
Assoma tion

6J0 "C" Street, Suite SOJ

Anchorage, Alaska 99501
278-356

Attni  Patrick Pletnlkof

Sand Point Aquaculture Association
P.0. Box 1J2

Sand Point, Alaska 99661

283-2393

383-3565

Attn: Mike Breltzman

Unelaska City School
laska, Alaska 99685

Attn: OeInar Olsen

Ay K

A

A I)E P fitA ttics

STATUS LOCATION

Regional Association 0111 Ingham

Seeking Regional Association Status

Scl./Ed. Permit Send Point (Humbolt Creek)
Scl./Ed. Permit UnalefSe
JCc j f 1)IS4C IAf

ECC CAPACITY

No hatcheries

No hatcheries

. 200,000 pink

/VE v



CPC SUBSISTENCE WORKSHOP

Issue: Limited Entry

Whether to allow the filing of applications for limited entry
permits by those persons who did not file in a timely manner
and to provide for the allowance of additional limited entry
permits in the Upper Yukon Fishery.

The discussion of these two limited entry issues occupied

a great portion of the work of the workshop. The late filing
bill, HB 665, sponsored by Rep. Anderson, came under attack
by both the Limited Entry Commission and the United Fishermen
of Alaska. They explained that there would be too many new
fishermen allowed into the salmon fisheries which have not
recovered as is popularly believed. On the other hand, it
was brought out that there were many problems with the initial
application period and that the people who missed filing
should be given the opportunity to file at this time. It was
felt by the participants that i1t would be beneficial to rural
Alaskans 1f the application period was reopened. HB 665 was
favorably recommended 21-1.

As to SB 187, the Upper Yukon Limited Entry Bill, the parti—
cipants recommended against its passage 7-6. The failure of
the bill to adequately address the allocation problems that
would be caused by more permits in the upper positions of the
river was the primary cause for this opposition to the bill.

Issue: Aquaculture

Whether to stop financial support for aquaculture associations
until the legislature was more certain of the financial
responsibility of these organizations.

The participants voted 19-0 against the passage of HCR 50
which calls for the moratorium on grants to aquaculture
associations feeling that these programs were very worthwhile
and while the legislature has an interest and is taking a
close look at the associations, this was much too drastic a
response to the perceived problem.
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[. In my opinlon™the primary reason”for the Private Non-Profit hatchery
program and the importance of its sucess is that our economic system does
not allow for cost efficient governoment operations in the process of
renewing a renewable resource. The general public should not have to pay
for government projects that do not provide a direct return benefit to
them as tax payers.

The creation of the F.R.E.D. Division in the Alaska Department of Fish
and Game has been in most cases a valuable asset to the states economy.
Through research and the application of aquaculture and fisheries en-
hancement projects, government agencies (F.R.E.D. Division and N.M F.S.)
have not only proven the feasability of the salmon enhancement efforts,
but through their sucesses and failures have provided a basic model for
productive salmon enhancement in Alaska. Government agencies in our
economy should stay within the framework of research, education and
regulation.

The means for the transition of aalmon production to the private
sector were provided through the legislative creation of the PNP program.
Because of the Superior Court decision ruling "mandatory assessments”
Section 16.10.530 wunconstitutional, the PNP program appears to be in
a precarious situation. Section 16.10.520 (c) reads
All Toans must be secured by collateral satisfactory to the commissioner,
including but not limited to a first deec of trust, assignment of
lease and leasehold improvements, sale of surplus fish from the hatchery,
or royalty assessments from fishermen levied under AS 16.10.530-
AS 16.10-5"0.

Because one of the five listed collateral arrangements was ruled out
| see no reason to let the PNP program falter. We need tf> !{>cys on the
final product, a statewide system of Private Non-Profit"nalcheries and
enhancement projects providing the fisheries resource with optimal harvests
and future security in the industry. | believe the means for this final
product are already here and that the problem is in their interpretation.
The F.R.E.D. Division did not have to depend on a royalty assessment for
their projects and neithershould we. No one can just throw up a facility
any were, at least ndfthe P.N.P. outfits. The permit application process is
very thorough in the review of any proposed production project and any
approved project in all likelihood will he successful. Ifls extremely
important to get the P.N.P program off to a good healthy start. The first
deed of trust, a promissory note as to the sale of suplus hatchery fish
and the likelihood of successful voluntary assessments when hatchery returns
bceconie evident, are sufficient means of securing the much needed start up
loans. | would like to see seme legislation allowing the state to "loan"
existing facilities to the associations enabling the state to be payed off
for the facility while at the same time providing for a smooth faster
transi tion.

2. The need for greater cooperation between P.N.P. groups, associations, and
the F.R.E.D. Division is very important. On the surface | think the
cooperation has improved. There are fowrver questions which need to b*
answereu in regards to this cooperation. Considering that the F.R.E.D.
Division is the agency responsible for providing both assistance and re-
gulation to the P.N.P program and considering the financial position of

i “.ED. Divlson In light of the afforcmentioned cost effective and public
fu«iing problems and considering the possibility that the sucess of the

P * P. program might directly endanger the F.R.E.O. Divisiong There appears
t>be a possible conflict of intcrost In the assigned role Nl the F.R.E.D.
Oivision In regards to the sucessful initiation of the P.N.p Program.



3. The non-profit hatcheries and regional associations have more than
enough limitations through the regulations imposed on them by the Alaska
Department of Fish and Game. The state regulations provide adequate means
of control.

k. In any renewable resource situation 't stands to reason that the in-
dustries which reiy directly on the resource as their means of support
should commit themselves towards the rejuvination of the resource when
ever possible. The timber industry has learned that replanting a harvested
area is not only responsible management, but also very profitable. In
the fishing industry where many species particulary salmon, have two to
eight year harvest replenishment cycles, the idea of industrial rejuvination
Is even more practical.

The P.N.P. Program provides the fishing industry with an efficient method
of activating such a committment.

5. It is imperative that the state of Alaska docs not view the F.R.E.D
Division and the P.N.P. Programs as a wrestling match. The best investment
for the state would be to place in effect a step by step transition period

of ten years at which time all major salmon production projects would be

run by P.N.P. organizations. Both the F.R.E.D. Division and the P.N.P.
organizationsshould be equally responsive to the fishermen, the public,

and the resource. The F.R.E.D. Division should focus on research and
regulation of fisheries enhancement programs. There are many other species
of cormerleally feasable fish, the rehabilitation, enhancement, and develop-
ment of which need to be evaluated and demonstrated.

6. The need for flexibility In fisheries enhancement programs Is critical
In many cases egg eyeing stations, habitat improvement, on site artificial
spawning, lake stocking or lake fertilization projects will he more cost
effective than multimillion dollar hatcheries. The flexible use of any
and all of these enhancement methods will play a large roll in the sucess
of the P.N.P. progam.

7,8,9. The production of any renewable resource has various problems which
must be addressed. The idea behind fisheries enhancement should be to allow
the fishermen optimal harvest whi l[e*\he same time minimizing the impact on
the available stocks Dby Insuring adequate maximum yield escapement

There arc many guidelines to follow in any fisheries enhancement project.
So long as these guidelines are followed major problem- are minimized. It
must be remembered that so long as artificial spawning is carefully done to
avoid genetic problems and proper disease control is utilized, a hatchery
reared salmon upon its return as an adult is essentially as wild as its
native cousins or It never would have survived ts life in the oc<an

The case of wild versus hatchery reared salmon is a valid problem
which is clouded over with misconceptions of past genc’ic or disease
tragedies. As a virgin stand of timber the value of an original native
stock is important. Equally important Is the nerd for people to understand
that an original native stock can be supplemented without danger to insure
its survival. This can and should be done only when necessary. In the
event that an original native stock is severly depleted or destroyed then
the following natchery run* must replace the original native runs. Even
in these cases a "wild" run can be maintained by allowing a percentage



for natural up stream reproduc tion.

10. P, ivate aquaculture programs will achieve cost recovery through the
sale of surplusfish, the sale . utilization of spawned carcasses, and
voluntary assessment by the fishermen and the processors

11.  Aquaculture eff rts in our state are moving too slow. When private
aquaculture efforts have available to them smoother start up proceedures
then the pace will be about right. The permit application review process
perhaps could be improved. ' The formation through the Board of Fisheries

of a fisheries enhancement body would probably bc*valuable asset to the
state. So long as projects are not politically bulldozed into existance
and go thruogh the existing channels no harm will come from stepping up

the pace. Fisheries enhancement in Alaska needs to advance at a steady pace
The mechanics to advance too fast do not even exist so long as existing
regulations stay in place. However, at the same time to advance too slowly
with overcaution being the rule rather than the exception many of the stalfc*
valuable fisheries resources can and are being jepordized. In view of

the fact that it takes years of planning, permit applications and biological
evaluations of any enhancement project together with the number of years for
construction and the initial returns of any giﬁ%ﬂ projects, the period of
time from planning to production, can amnunt ten years or more. This
fact makes too slow a pace for enhancement hazardous to the fisheries
resource.

12. In any Industry the more money involved dictates a proportionally
thinner line between biological and political manaoement of the related
resource. Fisheries has a thin line which allows all too often for de-
pletion of the resource. This is yet another rrason to insure the success
of the salmon enhancement effort.

Pau
[.Y.K.A.A. Director
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] Trollers

<" Association

REPRESENTING ALASKA POWER TROLLERS

205 North Franklin Street
uneau. Alaska 99801
1907) 586-9400

March 1?, 1980

Representatives Bill Miles and Alvin Osterback
Co-Chairmen

House Resources Committee

Pouch V

Juneau, Alaska 99811

RE: HCF
Gentlemen;

The Alaska Trollers Association strongly opposes
HCR 50, and would 1J;e to go on record in the strongest
terms in support of both private, non-profit and state
supported aquaculture.

The salmon resources of southeastern Alaska are in
trouble. Not only have management problems and destruction
of habitat reduced the stocks, but pressure from our neighbors
in Canada and along the west coast of the U.S. may further
reduce the number of fish necessary to maintain a viable
fishing industry in Alaska.

By far the most constructive reaction to this admittedly
complex situation 1is aquaculture. Yet aquaculture 1s by no
means yet an exact science, and its diverse problems and
unknown areas are bes: served by a diversity of approach to
their solution. An example of this 1is the spring Chinook;
none of the groups in Alaska have a completely workible approach,
and any reduction in the various solutions being contemplated
can only make a solution more difficult to reach.

There has been good cooperation between FRED facilities
and those 1in the private sector. While state facilities can
offer stability and long-term certainty of funding, the
flexibility of private facilities may allow quicker results.
For example. SHiHAA will be releasing 1i1ts first batch of cohos
this spring from a completely new facility.

We uige the legislature to invest in the future of

Alaska®s salmon 1industry by supporting both state-funded and
private aquaculture efforts.

Executive Director
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HARVEST (AS KITH #JATURmL STOCKS) AWI) THE UTHitR THIRD HARVESTED BY

C"Ji;EKClaL FISHER.£1J UNDER CUuUTRACT TU THE STaTE, WITH ItiE AJOK

SHAKE OF THE REVENUES ObTAI10 GOING TU THE STATE"S GENERAL Fuliu TO

FAY FUR THE UFtRATINb LUSTS, INCLUDING DEbT SERVICE, OF THE HaTCHERY

AND REIUKIJ aUu ITluhal 10n IES TO LE.IErll UF ALL ALa SKAHS-

sii.lt mLL ALASKaUS HAVE Fh ID FOR THE STATE HATCHERY FACILITIES ADD

LI ;111J EijRY FtRillb UOLY A FEW |j bti.trll UIhtCTLY EKfJi. Inb HAKVEST

C..L1LmL FISHEHI£L., Til.i?® aUSKAOS SHOULD + aSLE 10 _E:DbFll
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FISr_EKIES CAN .i10Kt mUEUUATELY PKUTtCT AmiD PRESERVE THE NATURAL STOCKS-

(lim A milXa! STUCK FISHERYjJ WHICH 11JCLuilS URGE iluiilsXS IF HaTCHEPY FISH,

IT ISV rO UVE.;hmKVESI IHE uATuKalL RUNS THAT aKE INTER. iniGLLU I

SUCH A,*-.. M

CHECK JUVEITILES BEFORE RELEASE TU INSURE UIS6ASLTREE STOCKS-
t

B. REGIONAL ASSOCIATION RESPORiSIbILITIES

1-

WORK wlTn HE ijEPr&KTaiEul ¥ FIS niii GA.iL 10 DEVELUP m CO .PKEhtMSIVE

FLAu FOR IHE REGION WHICH CONTAINS THE FOLLOWIJG BE! f"TS:

a- Shari”’t. ,j L ajG~TL il muvtsr j1\B LV Sr tCILS;

B-  JETEL.ilhaVIUO Or NATuRAL PRUJHICTIU.J HI REACH I i IS;

c- JLTEK ONal 10n UF ariilFICIAL PKuDUCFION lu REAIH oust GUALS;

D- 1A jlirLall & ir t igM.Uii I PUt T hLS (UKE FeNi ILIMIOrE, LI1-J
.FcfU_TuAN"Jw UF 1.JIVUJAL PRUJtCIS .itELEl) 10 PNUjuCt GOALS
EST/.uLISIIEU FOR ARTIFICIAL PRODUCT ION;

p- ETtlv 1eel1 _ lip V tltitk STaTE OK KEGIUurtL ASSOCIATION WILL COwSIKUCT
E/.CM SIILIFIC FaLILMY CalLLEU FOR tI lot PL»W! AS mPPKUVEU LY THE

RO)I l. Bsjil*1 »i) Iht 171 .11SSlo ti<;



g* .iMinAGti IENT €>TKAThGItS KIR HARVEST JF utTURF-"1 .0 AJULTS-

2- DEVELOP Al INCO1 £ CTREAiT (TAX, VOLU.NTAUY aSSESS#EWJT, UR HAUUATGRY

ASStbSiltlil) TO PROVIDE CULLATLRAL_FOK LUAiiS TO CUiJSTRUCT REGIONAL

ASSUCIATION FACILITIES AUU TU PROVIDE OPERATING FUNDS FOR REGIUNAL

ASSOCIATION ACTIVITIES. ~

5. DEVELOP CUI"iPEItIJT CORPORATE HAIJAGEuENT UF THE REGIONAL ASSOCIATIONS

AlJU DEIOFJSTRATE CQHETENT rlAiJAGbfcUT OF THE FACILITIES COUSTROCTEU

AND OPERmTID-

4- AbIJE bV THE NKiiS uF THEIR PEKilTS FUR t/.LM FaCILIlY Aim tSPECIALLY

Ii; JblAllilub aPFROV/1 OF THE STATE PaTHOLUMSI PRIOR 10 AilY RhLtASE OF

VGjJj hISh Fi*.Ui flit IKTL*~kY.

iilli M.n) pup facilities

[« *Plit b< It IEPJ.S IF | ,LIR Kit.1ls.

L* EtP A(CIKATE #tCIKiK OF rWIJUutfl™* , t&Xrt :StS VD .(vel 1IS.

CNil I "U., 1; M F» m | 1L uu< i"11
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4* CGuT HoJTL TO Tiit STATE"S ECONOMY BY PRODUCING HOKE FISIT ANJ 6 ;riWV itlife
>  LXri.uRE -jhv CULTURE TECHtHI"IUES alH TECHNOLOGIES.

0. ALL ENTITIES SHOULD uE ~UILDI#iG HATCHYIES. STalL 0,1 ITS OWN UR Ii] m JOINT
I

VENTLRE WITH A REGIONAL ASSOCIATION SHOULD M INVOLVED FERTILIZING LAKES, ETC-

IVi NUI mWakE uF m LACK ur CUUPEKmIIOu On Fked"S HaRT-

REGIONAL ASSOCIATION "LI ITS"™ SHOULD ULILRIAIELY *h ill 11EU LY 1HE KLGILv.AL

LJitPhih HUS.IVt PU T ™ US ACCEPT ~?GOALS mu PLANS FOR Is "HUIuG WHAT*.

. anD pup tLn THO™ ww 11AISED oY P 1L.P-1111mm i HCLSS 1Y THE «SVII

FOR ANY INCI*iPa LIDILI IY Wl In I ,E KEGIOiimL CO 1PrtLHENSIVE PI_Au«

ICLY Ail co.peeriey ACULI'ALN IMUIBH THE HH,;[IHIGw PROCESS, ilitlK m m i

NtPUKIUG KEubiht! itOIS, Iht NwPKIF11 slalJS Ai mL murcriv U lot

i " thilS UF



OUTEKCE AND REVENUE TU ItUIHITOK NON-PRUFIT CUKPUKATIUWJS AND AUDIT THEIR

BOOKS IF NECESSARY TO PREVENT ABUSc-

UNDER LIiilTtb ENTRY, THE FISHLRTIELJ SHUULIJ K aY a URGE ROLE PROVIDING
|

FOR THE EXPANSION OF THE FISHERY- ,

THEY CANIJOT REASONABLY EXPECT TO HAVE THE FISHERY REBUILT THROUGH STATE
HATCHERY AND OTHER ENHANCE)TcNT FACILITIES THAT ARE CONSTRUCTED AND OPERATED

BY GENERAL FUND IIUNIES, WHILE dENEFITTINb ONLY A SialLL iiluOk 1lY- THEREFORE,
Ink FISHEnnto SiHm LI UO I k “dUlLo iMF FmUL lIil1S InE MELVLS 1InRVtSI IDE

tl d)u /UuLIS tSIHIT ill £11 jR abRtt I INIikRL  ftJSSIbLL, KLIoKII.Jb mJoLIS

§1.il FaUL T Uu S"GLJ mL .JLD SO INal OILFIb I". L. SnaKE I"L bE )ErHo
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WHO IS h"JKt RESPUWSIVE - KL(ilUkL ASSOCIATIONS UR t*KEU IS a "PEUPLEw

rROtLET AUD A VARIADLE SUDBJECT TU GREAT CriA*iGL* Il IS MUCH TCO EARLY T~

DETEKiilliE WHICH REPRESENTS THE hitST STATE INVESTMEWT, AIJU IRRELEVANT- IF

ALASKA IS TO KEEP PACt WITH THE OTHER SAU‘UHRJ-PRODUC!WG NATIONS OF THE WORTH PACIFIC
AVI) TIAIWTAIEl ITS SHARE OF THE COMFOH PASTURAGE IN WORTH PACIFIC WATERS,

THERE IS MURE THAN ENOUGH TO BE DONE BY REGIONAL ASSOCIATIONS AS WELL AS

fred facilities™

IN ALL THE EUPHORIA UVtR LARGE GRISFUL daY RUiIS cXPECIeD IN 1%0, WE TEuU
10 PUNIGEl MIL HhPLURFInLE RhIURWS tXHKCTEU THIS YEAR [I't COOK IWLET AN

cu”uS OIHEn riISIHEHIES I1tIKUuUdUUL An SKA-  Vla I, LbUPLEu WJIH A ulSASIROuUS
P;lIit _(HOP This YEAR, IS GOING TO WRITE DbAI#.r.KLPTCY FOR MANY, 1.ANY ALa SKAN

“9St itw 1"Hu YtAK.

.t ') *T Kflin, VLI —  1it ItlitN'tuGyY IS SI ILL JEVHJIHI ==

v nil iCIUW THAI IhL NEW lii."ERAfIOW 'H HAICHtHItS ARE C'Jbl fcFFECIIVt »jj)
vl «h .t UitUliiuty "o 1JlItedibtll-  ALL HR Wtu <! InUHr SIHMIUT tit InCUKHUKm IEU,
"Il i 1) Tl i'VI Hlu.lt ILS 11 0ilW Em-JI ,1L ION, | . Lit. LU A tit*.SiVF PL .

fis diul 1-jin e



VII. STABILIZED PKOuuCTIUh UF aT LEmST 1U( MILLION HARVEST PER YEAR IS NOT TOO ruu*
lIE COIPREHEUSIVE PL/u SHOULD PROVIDE THE RbOUIKEU r.IX UF NATURAL PRODUCTION

PLUS VARIOUS ENHANCEMENT TECHiJIUUES TO ARRIVE AT THaT GOal*

[
THE DECADE UF THE 30"S PRODUCED A NUMBER fF RUNS IN EXCESS pF 100 MILLION
J
HARVEST- THERE IS IlU REASON TO 1JELIEVE THAT THE UPEIHJCEAIl HAS DECREASED

IN ITS PRODUCTIVE CAPACITY*

THE REST up THE WORLD IS KaPluLV [INCREASING ITS SULKS J ShL in* TnE
r"iRTRI.1 PAOUOCIj uY HAICHERIES In ALASi*. -ILL uOT #wiavt A Sib IplICatl 1 ,RaCT
I HLU PKIILb* IF WO.vLU PKICtB DLLLI-t A[\Dl,‘t HrtvL  -UF TuCr>/1StJ 0.K

mminkKVESTS, THEN our FISHfKtfcw lilr at IN EVER 10Kt N1 0* w FIMa CIAL STRAITS.
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JAH UMI e 1 <t OILY -1 1 i, s i

VIII. Ytb, 1.15L0GIimL uUESTIUHS ARE Abt"ioAlkLY LEINU AUDRESStU. 11t It] *ILS UF

«-ONE AJSMERS I"LL LEAVE *"1IM Oil. ®ILPAKIT.il*

Lx & | WiLe; .i olh i- 10 »#. *.. . 7 H it



T:ie ALASKA UePARiiItfIT UF FISH anp came IS TU proTECT wiLu sTocks By
«'SILG, | Y TE" STOCK FISHERY, AT @ LEVEL LOW E 1006H TO PROTECT

IHE UG Or §if haJJK JAFijRAL OIS KEPRESLUTtO LI ThaT ulXEu STUCK

rISiiERY* o

ThIS 1S THE REASON FCR INSURING THAT HATCHERIES ARE UjCATtU F?K ENOUH

AMY Fvt STREA:S SUPHURTIND SIGNIFICANT \WILU STLLIS IHAT THERE WILL tL
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the faster will iht evaluation of ihe science al:0 rtCHuuLObY occur.

/e no, it are ::UT moving Tof mst™*
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STATE SUCCESSES
A*i K5j"KE) CKEEK - KASILUF RIVER
KItJG Mill - 5,UU0 - /m HaKKEU tRETURU uf HATCHLRYFISH)
De EF CKEEK - SPURT HARVEST —_
KEUS - TuSTUTIEnA LAKE - 5U INILES LUIJb Aliy SEVél WIUL
JUITE LIMITED SPWIJIr.G AKta 1
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