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MEMORANDUM
TO: ALL SENATORS
FROM: SENATOR SHULTZ
DATE: FEBRUARY 4, 1991
RE: SUPPORTING HUNTING, FISHING & TRAPPING
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As we all know the subsistence question has been very
controversial. Because of all the attention focused on the
issue, many of my constituents are concerned that we in the
legislature may be ignoring the larger problems faced by all
Alaskans who hunt, fish, or trap.

The resolution I am introducing, seeks to reaffirm the
legislature®s support for these traditional Alaskan
activities. Further, it enunciates our resolve in protecting
age old cultures which are under attack both by animal
protectionists groups, and a particular federal agency.

Finally, the resolution recognizes the importance of wise
conservation of our renewable resources through professional
fish and wildlife management.

It is my hope that all parties will step forward to suppor-
this resolution and bring Alaskans together as we meet the
larger challenges looming on the horizon.
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S enator Lym an F. H offm an

Alaska State Senate
P.O. Box V < Juneau, Alaska 99811 « (907) 465-4453

MEMORANDUM

TO: Members of Senate Special Committee on
Domestic and International Commercial Fisheries

FROM: Senator Lyman F. Hoffman~~y'--2
/7" J

RE SCR 13, relating to chinook bycatch

DATE: March 6, 1991

| have introduced SCR 13 as a result of data from state and
federal observer programs which indicate an excessively high
number of Alaska Chinook caught by the U.S. trawl fleet while
fishing for groundfish, as well as a significant bycatch of
chinook salmon in the central Bering Sea Donut Hole.

These Chinooks are predominantly of Bristol Bay and western
Alaska origin, stocks which are already experiencing severe
conservation problems.

My resolution asks the Governor of the state of Alaska to take a
strong position on this issue and use all means at his disposal
to ensure the federal government acts to significantly reduce or
eliminate this bycatch.

| ask for your support on this issue. It is of concern not only to
Bristol Bay and western Alaska fishermen, but also to southeast
and central Alaska fishermen, since their salmon are also
affected by bycatch problems from the various trawl fleets.

P.0. Box 763 = Bettel, Alaska 99559 < (907) 543-3543
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WALTER J. HICKEL, GOVERNOR

FMSM

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AYD GA>LE R Sk R T
PHONI.-rxTimcio
FAX B3S3L
BOARD OF FISHERIES
February 12, 1991
Post-ir brand fax transmittal

Steve Pennoyer

Regional Director

Alaska Region

National Marine Fisheries Service
P.O. Box 1668

Juneau, Alaska 99802

Dear Mr. Pennoyer:

The State of Alaska, Board of Fisheries is extremely concerned with
the high rate of salmon by-catch in area 517 by the mid-water
pollock trawl Tfishery.

We formally request you“"take immediate action to address this
unacceptable high rate of salmon by-catch. We would strongly
support an immediate closure of all or parts of area 517 and, 1if
.necessary, area 5is under your '"hot spot”” authority and would
naturally support such closures in Federal Waters with closures of
state waters i1In the contiguous areas.

We seek an 1i1mmediate response from you and the North Pacific
Fishery Management Council at the earliest date possible. An
analysis of what actions might conceivably be taken by the council
in the coming year to address this issue would also be In order and
greatly appreciated.

Thank you,

Sincurely,

Mike Martin Deborah Lyons
Chair chair
Board of Fisheries By-Catch Committee

cc: Governor Hickel
clarence Pautzke, Chairman, NPFMC
Commissioner of ITsh and Game
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CTP n F WALTER J. HICKEL, GOVERNOR

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME P.0. BOX 3-2000
JUNEAU, ALASKA 99602-2000

PHONE: (907) 465-4100

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER

February 13, 1991

Steve Pennoyer

Director

Alaska Region

National Marine Fisheries Service
P.0. Box 1668

Juneau, Alaska 99802

Dear Mr. Pennoyer:

As you are aware, the Bering Sea trawl fishery has exhibited some
3tartlingly high bycatch rates for chinook salmon during the first

several weeks of 1991. The 1incidental harvest of some 20,000
chinook by February 3 has fishermen, biologists, and the Alaska
Board of Fisheries very alarmed. Past reports of chinook bycatch

in the Gulf of Alaska and 1in the "donut hole” of international
waters of the central Bering Sea are also of great concern.

The Department of Fish and Game has developed a summary of the 1991
bycatch to date, based upon initial observer reports, and
comparisons to past levels of chinook catches, both as bycatch and
as directed harvest 1in state waters (enclosed). The few stock
identification studies available indicate that the majority of
chinook taken in Bering Sea trawl fisheries are likely from western
and central Alaska stocks. Most of these stocks are already fully
allocated to commercial, sport, and/or subsistence fisheries, and
several of them are suffering declines 1in run strength.

The additional pressure of bycatch on these stocks may, in at least
a Tew instances, constitute a conservation problem; 1t certainly

constitutes a reallocation of state-managed resources. Given the
obvious disputes between our own fishermen over even small numbers
of kings in »any systems, 1 am sure you understand our concern for

yet another source of mortality, 1let alone one that 1is truly
incidental and of no apparent benefit.

I believe that this problem warrants your immediate attention. We
encourage the National Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS) to monitor
the salmon bycatch very closely and make projections of any
additional take expected during the 1991 groundfish fisheries. In
addition, 1 ask that you review your authorities to institute
time/area ("hot spot”) <closures or other emergency measures to
protect Alaskan chinook stocks. Because of the importance of these

N O'intea on recycled oaoerOyC



Steve Pennoyer -2 - February 13/ 1991

stocks to our traditional fisheries/, we are urging you to consider
emergency action as requested by the Board of Fisheries;

As a potential point of reference, we note that foreign and joint-
venture fishermen were able to control their annual chinook bycatch
rates from 115,100 chinook salmon per 1.33 million mt of groundfish
(0.087 chinook/mt) 1in 1980 down to about 0.004 chinook/mt in 1986.
Presumably we should expect our own domestic fishermen to exhibit
the same, 1if not better, control of their impacts on the resources
upon which other domestic fishermen depend. I suggest that NMFS,
in the short term, and perhaps the North Pacific Fishery Management
Council, consider a bycatch management program that would limit
chinook take to, at maximum, a commensurate 0.004 chinook/mt. For
1990, this rate would have restricted bycatch to approximately
6,600 chinook for the 1.65 million mt of groundfish taken, rather
than the 14,000 chinook reported by observers. Similar protection
may also need be afforded in the Gulf of Alaska and the donut hole.

Steve, | know that this is not a simple issue. On the other hand,
it is not an issue easily dismissed* The burden of responsibility
lies properly with the newly exploding groundfish fishery rather
than with the established and traditional users of chinook salmon.
I look forward to your consideration of the control of this bycatch
and offer the assistance of ADF&G staff for any Tfurther data
analysis which may be necessary. Please keep us apprised of your
actions. Thanks.

Sincerely,

Ron Somerville
Deputy Commissioner

Enclosure

ccC: Michael Martin
Clem TIIllion
Clarence Pautzke
Denby Lloyd



1991 Chinook Salmon Bycatch Summary
February 13, 1991

Alaska Department of Fish and Game
- Division of Commercial Fisheries

current Status of Chinook Bvcatch 1in the Groundfish Fisheries of
the Bering Sea/Aleutian Islands and the Gulf of Alaska

As of February 3, 1991 an estimated 20,708 Chinooks had been caught
incidentally in the groundfish fisheries of the Bering Sea/Aleutian
Islands (BS/Al). An additional estimated 2,213 Chinooks had been
caught in the Gulf of Alaska groundfish fisheries, primarily in the
midwater trawl fishery for pollock.

In the BS/Al, the vast majority of the bycatch has occurred in the
pollock midwater trawl fishery, predominantly from federal
statistical area 517 and, to a lesser extent, statistical area 515.
The pollock fishery was initially concentrated in statistical area
517 and, during the last two weeks of January, expanded to include

statistical area 515. As of February 3, the bycatch rates for
these two areas were 0.325 and 0.013 chinooks/mt of groundfish,
respectively. Federal statistical areas are indicated in Figure
la—

in addition, preliminary data from groundfish vessels in the Donut
Hole suggest bycatches of chinook salmon that could be in excess of
60,000 in 1990.

BS/Al Groundfish Catch and Chinook Bvcatch:..199Q0 VS. 1991

This year, by January 27, both reported groundfish <catch and
reported chinook bycatch 1in statistical area 517 had increased

dramatically compared to the same period 1in 1990. However, the
observer program was newly established in 1990 and actual observer
coverage was very minimal prior to March 1990. Therefore, it 1is

possible that the actual chinook bycatch for the first month of
1990 in the entire Bering Sea was higher than the approximate 3,000
Chinooks reported.

By January 27, reported groundfish catch and chinook bycatch for
1990 and 1991 1in statistical area 517 of the BS/Al was:

YEAR GROUNDFISH (MT) CHINOOKS (NOS.). BYCATCH RATE (NOS./MT)
1990 7,657 383 0.05

1991 53,872 12,316 0.23



Cumulative bycatches of chinook salmon through the week ending
February 3 are shown in Figure 1.

Commercial Cqtch History and Health of Chinook Salmon

The total statewide commercial harvest of chinook salmon has been
relatively stable since the late 1980's. The projected total
statewide” commercial harvest for 1991 is 672 thousand chinook
salmon (Geiger and Savikko, 1991). The total statewide harvest in
1990 was 665 thousand Chinooks.

On the district level, the Bristol Bay chinook salmon stocks have
suffered the greatest decline, Chinook salmon numbers have dropped
since the early. 1980's raising _concern over the health of the
Nushagak and Togiak River runs.  The number of chinook harvested in
the Cordova district (Copper River) and the Cook Inlet district
(Kenai River) have also declined since 1987. According to area
management biologists, the Yukon and Kuskokwim stocks are currentl
|1n98a0|rsebU|Id|ng phase after lower-than-optimum returns in the mid-

The total annual commercial catch for districts or combined
districts from the years 1980 - 1990 are provided in Figure 2. The
total bycatches of Salmon for each year are provided in this fiqure
as well. The projected 1991 harvest by district, the 1980-1990
average, the 1990 catch, and comments are provided below:

Yukon/Kuskokwim The 1991 projected harvest of 166 thousand
chinook salmon is below the 1990 harvest of
190 thousand chinook salmon and below the 11
year average of 198 thousand fish. The 1990
catch was 95.7% of the 11 year average.

Bristol Bay The 1990 harvest of 33 thousand chinook salmon
was 28.0% of the 1980-90 average of 118
thousand fish. The projected 1991 harvest is
45 thousand fish, an increase from the 1990
catch. However, the chinook salmon catch in
the Nushagak district has been in decline

since 1984.  There has been no directed
commercial fishery for chinook salmon since
1986.

Ak Pen/Chignik The eleven year average of 33 thousand chinook

salmon is less than the 1990 cauch of 35
thousand chinook. However, the 1991 BFOJeCted

harvest of 22 thousand fish is well below the
average.
Kodiak Although historically small, the commercial

catch In Kodiak has risen from between 1 and 5
thousand chinook salmon during the period



7.980-87, to 22 thousand in 1988 and 19
thousand in 1990, The 1991 projected harvest
Is 15 thousand fish.

Cook Inlet . o _AIthougqh high chinook harvests were reported
in 1986 and 1987 (40 and 41 thousand fish,
respectively), the 1990 harvest of 18 thousand

chinook salmon was 75.9% of the eleven year

average. of 24 thousand fish, The 1991

projection is for 32 thousand chinook salmon.

Cordova The 1990 harvest of 22 thousand chinook salmon
was lower than the 1980-90 average of 34
thousand fish. However, the run is thought to
be stable and the 1991 projected harvest is 42
thousand chinook salmon.

5
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O_ri%ins_ of Chinook Salmon Caught Incidentally in Groundfish
Fisheries

Information on the origins of chinook salmon caught incidentally in
trawl and other fisheries of the Berln% Sea comes primarily Tfrom
salmon scale ﬁatt_ern_analysw. The study most relevant to the
groundflsh fisheries is Myers and Rogers (1988). Scales collected
%/_groundflsh observers were analyzed to identify the origin of
chinook salmon bycaught in the foreign and joint-venture ?roundflsh
fisheries in the Bering Sea EEZ during 1979, 1981 and 1982. The
Percent origin of chinook salmon from various regions and within
he Western Alaska region over all three years was:

Western Alaska 60 %
Yukon 17 %*
Kuskokwim 24 %

Bristol Bay 29 %*
Central Alaska 17 %
Asia 14 %

S.E. Alaska/ZBritishColumbia 9 %

* Hot intended to sum toWestern
Alaska total percentage.

Myers *nd Rogers indicated that the predominant ages of chinook
salmon in the western Alaska commercial catches were ages 1.3
(years in fresh water,years in salt water) and 1.4, They
speculated that the greatest effect of large incidental catches of
ages 1.2 and 1.3 Chinooks offshore on inshore harvests would likely

occur 1 or 2 years later.

Davis (1990) also used scale pattern analysis to determine origins
of chinook salmon near Japanese mothership and landbased driftnet



salmon fisheries in 1985 and 1986. Bastu on scales collected in
the vicinity of the mothershlp fisheries (north of the Aleutians
and between 175*E and 175*W) the percent origin of immature (age-
1.2) chinook salmon was:

15.85. 1986

Western Alaska 58 % 10 %

Central Alaska 3 % 17 %

Asia (Kamchatka) 39 % 73 %
A previous study of Chinooks from the area of the Japanese
mothership salmon fishery, 1975 to 1981 (Myers et al., 1987)

indicated the following percentage origin of Chinooks from the
Bering Sea:

Western Alaska 70 %
Yukon 48 %*
Kuskokwim 21 %~
Bristol Bay 14 %*

Central Alaska 10 %

Asia o _ 18 %
S.E. Alaska/ZBritish Columbia 2 %

* Not intended to sum to Western
Alaska total percentage.

avis &1990) cites additional scale pattern studies (Major et al.

, 1977a,b) which also indicated "that western AlaSkan fish
dominated In the Bering Sea and that the proportion of western
skan fish increased to the east".

Tagging data to determine region of chinook origin have been very
limrted but tend to corroborate results of scale pattern analyses
(Myers and Rogers, 1988).  Although scales from Chinooks " are
currently being collected by observers, no scale pattern analysis
IS currently being conducted to determine the origin of chinook
salmon _bycmaﬁht in the groundfish fisheries. Observers are also
collecting the heads of salmon with clipped adipose fins for
potential recovery of coded wire tags.

Potential Future Chinook. By_catch

As of February 3, 59 % of the pollock roe season quota had been
taken in the Bering Sea, 61 % of the Bogoslof management area
(Figure la) quota had been taken and 18 % of the Aleutian Islands
quota had been taken. At these rates of fishing, the Bering Sea



and Bogoslof quotas will probably be attained near the end of
Feb_ruar)é. Once the roe season pollock quota has been taken in the
ea,

Bering 3 it is expected that a large percentage of the fleet
will shift to the Aleutians for what remains of a minimal quota on
Pollock, to bottom trawling for Pacific cod and other species, and
o the Gulf of'Alaska for pollock.

As of February 3, only 9 % of the Pacific cod quota in the BS/AI
had been taken. In 1990, the chinook bzlcatch rate in the Pacific
cod bottom trawl fishery (range: 0 - 0.043 chinooks/mt groundfish)
exceeded the rate in thé pollock midwater trawl fishery “(range: 0 -
0.020 chinooks/mt groundfish) in eight of the ten management
areas. The 1990 chinook bycatch rate in the Pacific cod “trawl
fishery in statistical area 517 &0.03_7 chinooks/mt groundfish) was
over twice the corresponding rate in the pollock midwater trawl
fishery in statistical area 517 (0.016 chinooks/mt groundfish).
This suggests the possibility of continued high bycatch of chinook
salmon even after the fleet shifts to fishing for Pacific cod and

other species.

A shift of boats to the Gulf of Alaska could increase the bycatc
of chinook salmon in the Gulf, where bycatch of Chinooks exCeede
that of the BS/Al in 1990 (see Figures 3 and 4). It should b
emphasized that the early-year bycatch of chir.ooks in 1990 in th
Bering Sea may have been similar to that reported for January 1991,
but may have been largely wunreported due to the delays in
implementing the observer program in 1990. Thus, the apparent
increase in chinook bycatch in 1991 compared to 1990 maa/ in part be
an artifact of inadequate observer coverage in earlb/ 1990. Weekly
and cumulative bycatches of chinook salmon for 1990 in the Bering
Sea are shown in Figure 5. The same information for chinook salmon
bycatch in the Gult of Alaska is shown in Figure 6.

In addition to incidental catches of chinook in the groundfish
fisheries of the U.S. EEZ, the bycatch of Chinooks in the
groundfish fisheries in the Donut Hole should be taken into account
In evaluating the potential impact of bycatch on the directed
catches of chinook salmon,

To fully understand the impact of chinook salmon bycatch on Alaskan
salmon stocks will require a detailed analysis of the data provided
b¥ onboard observers, Additional information concerning the origin
of the stocks of salmon being intercepted by the trawl fleet is
also necessary to reveal specifically affected stocks. Scale
pattern analysis, tag recovery, and genetic stock identification
are means which can be incorporated to identify stock origins.
Knowledge concerning the affect of chinook salmon bycatch on
Maskan stocks is especially necessary in the case of ‘districts
such as Bristol Bay, and perhaps Cook Inlet and the Copper River,
which have experienced a significant drop in the numbers of
returning fish in spite of adequate escapement.
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Figure 1. Cumulative numbers of chinook salmon caughtlincidentally In the groundfish

fisheries hnthe Baring Sea/Atoutlan Islands, 1900 and 1991.
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Figure 2. Catch 04 chinook salmon Indirected commercial salmon fisheries and bycatch of chinook
salmon Inthe Qroundfllahffshtries Inthe Bering Sse/Aleutlan Islands and GuticF Alaska, 1980-1991.
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Figure 3. Bycatch ofchinook salmon

In foreign and |ointventure groundfish fisheries In the

Bering See/Aleutian bilands 1077 -1900, and bycatch ofchinook salmon In the dom estic
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Figure 4. Bycatch of chinook salmon In foreign and Jointventure groundfish fisheries In the
GulfofAlaska 1977 -1968, and bycatch of chinook salmon In the dom estic groundfish

fisheries oftlto Gulfof Alaska, 1989 -1991.
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Figure6. 1990 ettaook salmon bycafch In the Gulf of Alaska.
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Revised December 11. 1990

PRELIMINARY ESTIMATES 07 CHINOOK SALMON BYCATCH
IN THE GROUNDFISH FISHERIES OF THE GULF OF ALASKA
AND BERING SEA/ALEUTIAN ISLANDS, 1989 £ 1990

Prepared by
Alaska Department of Fish and Gama

November 28, 1990

The, primary purpose of this report is to present preliminary
estimates ¢f the number of chinook salmon caught incidentally in
the domestic groundfish fisheries of the Gulf of Alaska (GOA) and
Bering Sea/Aleutian Islands (BS/Al) areas in 1989 and 1990.
Estimated numbers of b_ycau?ht chinook are compared to the directed
catch, Also included is information about the spatial distribution
of chinook bycatch, the percent of 1990 groundfish catch sampled by
observers, the distribution of groundfish catch among vessel size
categories, and the historical bycatch of chinook salmon in the
foreign and joint venture groundfish fisheries.

METHODS OF ESTIMATING CHINOOK BYCATCH
1989

Two different data sets were used to estimate chinook bycatch for
1989. As the first method, average chinook bycatch rates from 1985
through 1989, by targSt fishery and 1/2° latitude x 1° longitude
blocks, were estimated using joint venture observer data. These
rates were multiplied by the total 1989 domestic groundfish catch
in the respective 1/2° x 1° blocks to yield estimates of the total
number of chinook salmon caught incidentally in that block.
Estimated bycatches from individual blocks were summed within each
area to produce an overall estimate of the numbers of Chinooks
bycaught in the 1989 domestic groundfish fisheries, For those
blocks with 1989 domestic groundfish catch, but lacking an actual
bycatch rate estimate, a weighted average bycatch rate was used.
Rates for such blocks were computed as the weighted average of the
five closest rates, weighted by the inverse distance between the
individual rate and the center of the block without a rate. The
second method of estlmatlng| chinook b){_cat_ch used domestic observer
data from 1989.  These data were limited, and generated from
observer efforts associated with a marine mammal observer program,
the NPFMC pilot domestic observer program and a program funded, in
part, by industry. The estimation method used to estimate bycatch
rates based on the domestic observer data, and subsequent bycatch

1



totals was 1identical to that used with the the JV data. These
methods were used for both the GOA and the BS/AI.

1990

The same average, JV-based bycatch rates applied to 1969 domestic
groundfish catches to estimate the total numbers of chinook salmon
bycaught in the 1989 domestic groundfish fisheries were applied to
the 1990 domestic groundfish catch to estimate the total numbers of
Chinooks bycaught in the 1990 domestic groundfish fisheries.
Alternative estimates of chinook bycatch were based on data from
the current domestic observer program. The domestic-based estimates
included here are the estimates included on the NMFS Alaska Region
Bulletin Board through November 10 (1990 Gulf of Alaska Fisheries
Chinook & Other Salmon Bycatch"™, ™"1990 Bering Sea/Aleutian Islands
Fisheries, Chinook & Other Salmon Bycatch™). These domestic-based
bycatch rates and totals are based on management sub-area rather
than the 1/2< x 1< blocks used with the JV-based estimates. As for
1989, these methods were used for both the GOA and the BS/Al 1in

1990.

RESULTS
1989 Chinook Bvcatch

Based on the 1limited 1989 domestic observer data, an estimated
3,740 chinook salmon were caught in the domestic groundfish
fisheries in the GOA 1in 1989 (Figure 1., Table 1.). When the
average 1985-89, JV-based bycatch rates are applied to the 1989
domestic groundfish catch, an estimated 9,640 chinook salmon were
taken incidentally in- the GOA. The directed catch of chinook
salmon in the 1989 salmon fisheries in the GOA was approximately
357,590. Of that number, 69,590 Chinooks were taken 1in the
directed fisheries in the Central and Western Gulf. Therefore,
estimated bycatch of chinook salmon in the 1989 domestic groundfish
fisheries was approximtely one to three percent of the total GOA
directed chinook catch, and five to fourteen percent of the
directed catches in the Central and Western GOA.

In the BS/Al, estimates of chinook bycatch ranged from 34,320,
based on domestic observer data, to 29,210, based on JV data. The
directed chinook catch 1in the BS/Al in 1989 was approximately
225,330. The estimated bycatch of chinook salmon was approximately
13 to 15 % of the directed catch in 1989.

1990 Chinook Bvcatch

An estimated 16,020 chinook salmon were taken incidentally in the
the GOA domestic groundfish fisheries through November 10, based on

2



domestic observer data. In comparison, the total bycatch of
chinook estimated from JV data was_fi"4813. These estimates of
incidental catch are compared to a directed catch of 413,890
Chinooks 1in the GOA. Of the total directed catch, about 81,830
Chinooks were caught in the Central and Western GOA. Thus, bycatch
of Chinooks was equivalent to approximately two to four percent of
the directed catch in the entire GOA 1in 1990. The estimated
bycatch of chinook salmon in the entire GOA was equivalent to
approximately 8 to 20 % of the directed catch in the Central and
Western GOA.
ld

Based on domestic observer data, an estimated 13,750 Chinooks were
taken incidentally in the BS/Al domestic groundfish fisheries
through November 11, 1990. Using JV-based bycatch rates, an
estimated 10,290 Chinooks were taken incidetally during this time
period. The preliminary estimate of the number of chinook taken in
the directed salmon fisheries in the BS/Al 1is 233,480. Using these
estimates, the estimated bycatch of <chinook 1in the domestic
groundfish fisheries was approximately four to six percent of the
directed harvest.

1990 Observer Coverage

Through October of 1990, approximately 49 % of the domestic
groundfish catch in trawl fisheries in the GOA has been observed as
part of the NMFS Domestic Observer Program (Fig. 7) . In the BS/AI,
approximately 72 % of the catch 1in trawl fisheries has been
observed.

Distribution of Groundfish Catch Among Vessel Size Categories

Through July of 1990, approximately 260, 000 mt, or 25 % of the
total groundfish catch in the GOA and BS/Al was harvested by boats
in the 60 to 124 feet size category (Fig. 9). Another 730,000 mt,
or 71 % of the total, groundfish catch was taken by vessels in the
125+ feet size category. Thus, approximately 96 % of the
groundfish catch through July of 1990 was taken by vessels
requiring some level of observer coverage.

Historical Bvcatch in Joint Venture and Foreign.Fisheriga

Historically, the estimated numbers of chinook caught as bycatch in
the joint venture and foreign groundfish fisheries in the GOA
ranged from a low of approximately 90 in 1988 to a high of almost
75, 000 in 1984 (Fig 10.) In the BS/Al, -estimates of chinook
bycatch varied from lows of about 5,000 in 1986 and 1988, to a high
of approximate- 115,000 1in 1980 (Fig. 11).
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Table /. Preliminary estimates ol the numbers oJ chinook salmon (1,000s) caught as bycatch in the groundfish fisheries
and as directed catch in salmon fisheries in the Gulf ol Alaska and the Bering Sea/Aleutian Islands in 1989 and 1990.

Year

1989

1990

Area

GuM ol Alaska

Bering Sea/Aleutian Islands

GuM ol Alaska

Bering Sea/Aleutian Islands

Bycatch based on Bycatch based on joint
domestic observer data. venture observer data Directed catch
3.74 9.64 357.59
34.32 29.21 225.33
16.02 145 413.89
13.75 16.22 233.48

Note: Domestic observerdala lor 1909 were a acted Irom three observer programs, including a marine mammal observer,
program, the NPFMC pilot program, and a prog._m supported, in part, by the fishing industry. Domestic observer

data lor 1990 were generated Irom the new N
joint venture %ere applied to both jmn

MES domestic observer program. Average bycatch rates from the 1985-89

salmon bycatch.

d 1990 domestic groundfish catch to obtain JV-based estimates of chinook
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Table /. Preliminary estimates of (he numbers of chinook salmon (1,000s) caught as bycatch in the groundfish fisheries
and as directed catch in salmon fisheries in (he GuH of Alaska and the Bering Sea/Aleutian Islands in 1989 and 1990.

Bycatch based on Bycatch based on joint
Year Area domeslic observer data. venture observer data Directed catch
1989 Gulf of Alaska 3.74 9.64 357.59
Bering Sea/Afeutian Islands 34.32 29.21 225.33
1190 Guff of Alaska 16.02 14.5 413.89
Boring Sea/Aleutian Islands 13.75 16.22 233.48

Note: Domestic observer data for 1989 were collected from three observer programs, including a marine mammal observer,
program, the NPFMC pilot program, and a program supported, in part, by the fishing industry. Domestic observer

data for 1990 were generated from the new NMFS domestic observer program. Average bycatch rales from the 1985-39
joint venture fisheries were applied to both 1989 and 1990 domestic groundfish catch to obtain JV based estimates of chinook

salmon bycatch.
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Figure 3. Bycatch of chinook salmon in foreign and joint venture groundfish fisheries inthe Bering Sea/Aleutian Islands 1977-1990,
and bycatch of chinook salmon in the domestic groundfish fisheries of the BS/Al, 1985-1991 (ADF&G, 2/28/91).



* NMFS/AKR 1991 GULF OF ALASKA FISHERIES

02/28/91 CHINOOK & OTHER SALMON BYCATCH
TRAWL GEAR

CHINOOK SALMON *OTHER' SALMON

WEEKLY CUMULATIVE WEEKLY CUMULATIVE
KEEK NUVBER NUMBER NUMBER NUMBER
01/06 200 200 0 0
01/13 906 1106 0 0
01/20 685 1790 0 0
01/27 618 2408 0 0
02/03 1022 3430 2 2
02/10 399 3829 3 6
02/17 211 4041 1 7
02/24 211 4251 9 16

NOTE: No PSC Limits apply to salmon.

Data based on observer reports, extrapolated to total groundfish harvest.



NMFS/AKR 1991 BERING SEA/ALEUTIAN ISLANDS FISHERIES

02/281/91 CHINOOK & OTHER SALMON BYCATCH
TRAWL GEAR

CHINOOK SALMON 'OTHER' SALMON

WEEKLY CUMULATIVE WEEKLY CUMULATIVE
WEEK NUVMBER NUMBER NUMBER NUMBER
01/06 13624 13624 806 806
01/13 4679 18303 296 1102
01/20 628 18931 8 1110
01/27 559 19491 19 1129
02/03 1954 21444 0 1129
02/10 1999 23444 1 1130
02/17 1202 24646 4 1134
02/24 2177 26823 0 1134

NOTE: No PSC Limits apply to salmon

D ata based on observer reports, extrapolated to total groundfish harvest.
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Area 517 Groundfish and Chinook Salm on

C om parison

Thousands

1/6 1/13 1720 1727 2/3 2/10 2717

Chinook Salmon 12.742 3.826 0.171 0.037 1.463 0.037 0.536

Groundfish 27.575 9.742 3.081 3.76 6.161 0.309 4_471

Groundfish Chinook Salmon



Area 518 Groundfish and Chinook Salm on

C om parison

Thousands

0 -
1/6 1/13 1720 1727 273 2/10 2/17
Chinook Salmon 0 0.196 0.108 0.158 0.067 0.071 0
Groundfish 0 25.609 32.508 33.592 32.241 35.167 48.03
Groundfish Chinook Salmon

'Chinook In numbers; groundfish In mton



Zone s:- Chinook Bycatch Rates
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Shelikof Groundfish and Chinook Salm on?*

C om parison (A rea 621)

Thousands

5

4

3_

2_

1

u i

1/6 1713 1/20 1727 2/3 2/10
Chinook Salmon 0.011 0.007 0.135 0.759 0.213
Groundfish 0 0.089 0.253 0.712 3.747 1.11
Groundfish HHS Chinook Salmon

'Chinook In numbers; groundfish In mton



Area 630 Groundfish

Thousands

3000
u -
1/6 1/13
Chinook Salmon 172 538
Groundfish 1025 2069

Groundfish

»Chinok In numbers; groundfish In mton

1720

263

974

H I

1727 2/3
33 0
142 262

Chinook Salmon

and Chinook

2/10

52

1042

Salmon*

2/17
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STATUS OF THE PROPOSED LISTING OF COLUMBIA RIVER SALMON STOCKS
UNDER THE ENDANGERED SPECIES ACT (ESA)

summary by Earl E. Krygier ADF&G

In the spring of 1990, the Secretary of Commerce was petitioned to
determine whether or not five separate runs of wild salmon in the
Columbia River are distinct stocks which are in danger of becoming
extinct, and therefore should be "listed" as either "threatened" or
"endangered" wunder the Endangered Species Act. This petition
initiated a two year process prior to a final listing. During this
first year, the Secretary must preform a status review of the
petitioned fish and decide if the petition is warranted. The end
of that first year's review is nearing completion. The decision
whether or not to propose placement of these salmon on a list
endangered or threatened species will occur soon. The Snake River
sockeye salmon decision is due by April 2, 1991, and for the Snake
River spring, summer and fall chinook and the lower Columbia River
coho by the first week in June 1991. The Secretary will then come
out with a proposed rule making defining which stocks may be
proposed for listing. An additional year of review and comment
will occur on the proposed rule. At the end of the second year, a
final rule will be published. If any of these stocks are listed,
the Secretary, through the National Marine Fishery Service, will
develop a recovery plan describing how they plan to rehabilitate
the species.

Aside from this, Senator Mark 0. Hatfield has convened a "salmon
summit" (made up of Pacific NW. fishery and water user
representatives), to develop an action plan to attempt to preclude
the need for any listing. This group could agree on a recovery
package to implement immediately which combines modifications in
Columbia River Basin water management, dam passage operations and
harvest. If this group can reach consensus, and NMFS agrees on the
mitigation proposed, a listing might be curtailed.

Whether or not these stocks become listed, it does not appear that
their listing will have an impact on the State of Alaska.



A laska S tate Legislature

P.O. Boi r
Jumiu. AK 99811-3100

. . Phone (907) 195-39*J
Legislative Research Agency Fix: (907) )93-3331

April 3, 1990

MEMORANDUM

TO: Representative Sam Cotten

FROM: Glenn T. GrayC?j&
Legislative Analyst

RE: Foreign Ownership of Alaska Fish Processing Facilities
Research Request 90.167

You asked for a description of the ownership patterns of the Alaska seafood
processing industry. Specifically, you wanted to know the extent of foreign

ownership and financing of major on-shore facilities in Alaska and off-shore
factory ships.

The first section of this memorandum summarizes foreign ownership patterns of
the Alaska seafood processing industry. The next five sections discuss prior
studies, sources of information, types of foreign control, the methodology
used in this study, and the findings. A data base created for this research
was used to produce tables about foreign ownership by geographical area,
company name, company address, parent company, and country of investor.

Summary

The results of this study reaffirm the findings of former studies. Foreign
companies and individuals control a significant segment of the Alaska seafood
processing industry, but the exact amount of control is difficult to quantify.
Because of unreliable and incompatible data, we are uncertain 1if foreign
ownership of Alaska®s seafood processing industry has increased or decreased
over the past decade. While some information about ownership of companies is
available, financing arrangements and other forms of control are generally
confidential. The State of Alaska collects information about the amount and
value of seafood processed by each company, but this information 1is also
confidential. State law requires companies to complete a biennial report
listing alien affiliates and all shareholders with more than five percent of
the shares. State officials, however, do not verify this Information and it
is considered incomplete and unreliable.

This study reveals that in 1989, at least 23 percent of shore-based plants and
off-shore vessels had some foreign ownership. More than 66 percent of the
vessels listed on Pacific Fishing magazine®s 1989 Factory Trawler Directory
have at least partial foreign ownership. The proportion of total seafood
production that these companies represent is not known. However, because these
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firms operate large plants, 1t 1s presumed that the forelgn-owned companies
account for a dlsproportlonal share of production. In addition to ownership

of processing companies, foreign companies may exert other kinds of Influence
through financing arrangements, technological know-how, product pricing,
marketing, and ownership Interties. Because these aspects of foreign Influence
are even more difficult to determine than ownership, this memorandum only
describes direct ownership patterns of shore-based and off-shore processors.

Prior Studies

Several attempts to quantify the extent of foreign ownership of the Alaska
seafood processing Industry have been made in recent years, but with
inconclusive results. The Alaska State Legislature commissioned Orth and
Associates to undertake a study in 1980 which appeared as Foreign Investment
in the Alaska Seafood Industry. orth and Associates based their findings on
government documents and did not obtain information from Industry represen—
tatives. They stated that "Alaska"s effort to monitor alien Investment has
been based on confusing, sometimes misleading statutes that have been
inadequately administered and weakly enforced (p.- 9)."1 Based on data from
1977, the study revealed that Canada and Japan were the major foreign investors
in Alaska seafood processing. While U.S. processors targeted high-value
species, Japanese-owned companies processed both high and low-value species.
Orth and Associates found that firms with partial Japanese ownership processed
33 percent of the total value of all species processed.2 However, Orth and
Associates were unable to determine ownership of 35 percent of the 127
companies examined. The study contains an excellent description of complex
interties between seafood processing companies as well as a summary of studies
completed prior to 1980.

The federal General Accounting Office (GAO) initiated a study about foreign
ownership in the U.S. seafood processing industry with an emphasis on Alaska.
As revealed in the title of the 1980 report, Foreign Investment in U.S. Seafood
Processing Industry Difficult to Assess, the results were incomplete. The GAO
sent a questionnaire to processors 1in Alaska and other states to determine
foreign ownership and loans from foreign entities. The GAO reported that
Japanese loans to processors were considerable and that some of the loans
contained provisions to acquire a portion of the production as well as
provisions to employ foreign technicians.

Reporting requirements concerning alien affiliates have since been
strengthened (AS 10.06-808), but no one verifies the accuracy of this
information.

2 Japan®s total share of the Alaska seafood market was in actuality less
than 33 percent. This figure includes the total value of all production by
firms with partial Japanese ownership even though some of these firms may have
substantial U.S. ownership. This figure also disregards Canadian ownership
because Canadian and U.S. firms were grouped together.
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Alaska state agencies have also attempted to determine the extent of foreign
ownership of Alaska®"s seafood processors. In 1981, the House Research Agency
estimated that the fair market value of foreign ownership accounted for about
one-third of the total investment 1in Alaska shore-based seafood processing
facilities.3 During the late 1980s, staff at the Office of International
Trade, the Department of Commerce and Economic Development, Commercial
Fisheries Development section, and the Alaska Seafood Marketing Institute
produced informal lists of companies with probable foreign ownership.4

The North Pacific Fishery Management Council requested the GAO to investigate
the extent of foreign ownership and control of the Alaska seafood processing
industry. This study is not expected to be completed until late spring 1990
(Wolf 1990).

Sources of Information

Nine state agencies require information from companies intending to process
seafood in the state of Alaska.3 Depending on the type of operation, seafood
processors may be required to fulfill more than 37 different reporting
requirements. Table 1 provides a summary of some the reporting requirements
that could be useful to determine the extent of foreign ownership of seafood
processing facilities. Much of this information, however, 1is either confi—
dential or unreliable. For example, data about the amount or value of seafood
produced by a specific company are confidential. Furthermore, the biennial
report data base maintained by the Corporations section of the Department of
Commerce and Economic Development (DCED) has serious deficiencies. It contains
information from corporations only and DCED staff do not verify the accuracy
of information concerning foreign affiliation or share ownership. A review of

This conclusion involved an assumption that the value of all foreign-
owned seafood processing facilities paralleled that of three major firms that
changed ownership between 1979 and 1981.

4During telephone interviews for the current study, representatives of
a few of the companies included on these lists maintained that they had no
direct or indirect foreign ownership. A few other companies 1identified on
these lists could not be located.

Companies operating outside of state inland waters are not required to
file with Alaska state agencies.

®rThe Department of Environmental Conservation, Alaska Permit Information
Center, distributes a Checklist for Seafood Processing Permits. This document
outlines State of Alaska reporting requirements for seafood processors but has
not been updated sine- 1985 (see Attachment A).
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the DCED data base for this research revealed that the Information concerning
foreign ownership 1s unreliable.

Table 1
A Summary of Reporting Requirements Useful to Determine the Extent
of Foreign Ownership 1n the Alaska Seafood Processing Industry

Department Report Confidential
Commerce and Economic Certificate of Authority - "foreign" No
Development (DCED) corporations (those Incorporated outside

the State of Alaska)

Biennial Report - Information about out-of- No
state corporations, alien affiliates and
shareholders with greater than five percent

ownership
Department of Fish Intent to operate forms - completed by all No
& Game (ADF&G) those who intend to process fish
Commercial Fisheries Annual Report - information about amount and Yes
Entry Commission type of fish processed
Department of Revenue Affidavit for Non-residents - affidavit and Yes

proof of bonding

Alaska Fisheries Business Tax Return - data Yes
concerning the amount of fish processed

Department of Labor Alien labor certification request - required Yes
for companies intending to hire foreign workers

Source: Department of Environmental Conservation

Company representatives either misunderstand the reporting requirements
or intentionally sufnit erroneous information. There may be confusion about
the definitions of foreign corporations and alien affiliates. For the purposes
of the DCED biennial reports, "foreign* means any out-of-state corporation and
"alien” means an individual who 1is not a citizen or national of the United
States. The definition for the terms alien and affiliate are not Included on
the biennial report form or on the accompanying instructions. There may also
be some confusion about how to report foreign ties to a U.S. company with some
out-of-country investors. When asked about direct or indirect foreign
ownership during telephone Interviews for this research, many company employees
stated that their company was 100 percent American even though Tfollow-up
questions revealed that these companies either had foreign Investors or were
a subsidiary of a company with foreign ownership.
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Should a company doing business 1n Alaska provide misinformation about alien
affiliates, 1t would be easy to mask foreign ownership If the company were a
subsidiary of an out-of-state company. State law requires companies to
identify only those Individuals or companies with more than a five percent
ownership of the shares 1n the company doing business 1n Alaska. IT the
company is a subsidiary of an out-of-state company, no requirements exist to
report ownership of the out-of-state company. Additionally, most seafood
processors do not issue public stock (Winograd 1981). Many of the companies
listed on the DCED data base show no information about share ownership.

Types of Control

Foreign Influence over the Alaska seafood industry can be the result of foreign
equity 1investment, foreign holding of debt, pricing agreements, marketing,
technology transfer, and control of information (Orth 1980). Control through
equity takes place when a foreign company or individual has complete or partial
ownership in an American-based company or if a partnership exists with that
company.9 A foreign company or individual may control a seafood processing
company through direct ownership or may have indirect control through ties to
a parent company. Orth and Associates”™ 1980 study illustrated ownership
interties between seafood processors and other companies (see Attachment B for
an example of the complexity of interties). Control through debt may occur
when an Alaska seafood processing company has a financial arrangement with a
foreign company. Alaska does not require disclosure of information
concerning loans by foreign companies. Foreign companies may also exert
control through 1information about seafood processing or the release of

In 1985, over 120 fishery operations in Alaska and surrounding waters
were based out of Washington State (Natural Resource Consultants 1985). All
of the 54 factory trawlers identified in Pacific Fishing magazine*s 1989
Factory Trawler Directory have a Seattle address.

9A foreign company may own as much as 100 percent of a shore-based
processing facility, but foreign ownership of off-shore processors Iis
restricted. Since 1987, fishing and processing vessels in the Exclusive
Economic Zone (EEZ--between the states®s inland waters and the 200-mile limit)
must be American-flagged vessels, must have at least 51 percent U.S. ownership,
and the corporate board must have an American president and U.S. voting
majority. Vessels operating off of Alaska prior to 1987 may have greater than
51 percent foreign ownership but the.” must be American-flagged, the corporate

president must be an American and the majority of the beard must also be
American (Flanagan 1990).

10Control through debt may involve issuance of notes and bonds.
Processors sometimes enter into preseason agreements where a foreign company
may loan money to the processor with conditions such as the right of first
refusal for processed seafood, established prices for product throughout the
season, or a promise to employ foreign technicians or managers.
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technological innovations. Foreign influence through pricing and marketing

arrangements may also be significant. For example, the fisheries import quota
system in Japan may give much control to Japanese processing and holding
companies (Helgath and Rainery 1989).1

Methodology

Several sources were utilized to construct a data base of seafood processors
with probable foreign ownership. A report generated from the Alaska Department
of Fish & Game (ADF&G) 1989 Intent to Operate forms completed by processors
provided a list of 523 shore-based and off-shore seafood processors.1?
Additional off-shore processors were identified from  Pacific Fishing

magazine®s 1989 Factory Trawler Directory. Due to the large number of
facilities, processors that appeared to be small, local operations were not
added to the data base or investigated. The 1list was reduced to 347
processors.

Next, each of the 347 processors was checked against the DCED corporate
biennial report data base.13 A computer print-out was generated for all
companies that were on both data bases. Where complete information was
provided, with no obvious errors, information about alien affiliates and share
ownership were assumed to be correct and entered into the data base created for
this report. Corporations indicating ownership by individuals were eliminated
from further investigation unless the names of the individuals appeared to be
foreign. Due to time constraints, some of the companies not listed on the DCED
data base were not contacted if they appeared to be small operations.

Four different print-outs were generated by sorting the data base by company
name, corporate address, location of shore-based facility, and vessel name.
These print-outs were compared to determine possible interties between

“Japan 1imports 95 percent of Alaska"s seafood exports (McDowell Group
1989). Control through marketing may occur through sales contracts, sales
agreements, and the relationship between processors and Japanese trading and
fishing companies (Orth 1980).

12Some off-shore seafood processors operating only in the EEZ completed
intent to operate forms with the ADF&G even though they are not required to do
S0.

13The DCED data base contains only information for seafood processors that
are corporations and there is no enforcement to assure corporations have filed
with the department or that the information filed is correct (Shultz 1990).



Representative Cotten
April 3, 1990
Page 7

processing facilities and to avoid listing a facility twice.l4 Next, we
contacted company spokespersons to verify foreign ownership and associations
between processing facilities.18 Processing facilities with verified foreign
ownership were sorted by vessel name or shore-based site to provide the
information on the enclosed map (see Attachment C). The data base has also
been sorted to create lists of processors by company name (see Table 2), vessel
name (see Table 3), site of shore-based facility (see Table 4), parent company
(see Table 5), and country of foreign investor (see Table 5). Following Table
6 is a list of sources for information included in Tables 2 through 6.

The completeness and accuracy of the data in this report hinge on three
important assumptions. First, it is assumed that seafood processors provided
correct and truthful information to both telephone and written requests.
Second, it is assumed that information from government reports, when used, is
accurate. Third, it is assumed that the small, Incal processors excluded from
the data base did not have foreign ownership.

Because government data about production is confidential and seafood processing
personnel were reluctant to provide this information during telephone
interviews, this report does not contain an analysis of ownership in relation
to the amount or value of seafood production.

Findings

Telephone inquiries to company headquarters and information derived from State
of Alaska data bases reveal that at least 23 percent of Alaska shore-based and
off-shore seafood processors have some foreign ownership.16 Looking solely at
the factory trawlers, more than 66 percent of the vessels have partial foreign
ownership. Total foreign ownership of and/or influence over Alaska seafood
processors is likely to be much greater for three reasons: 1) companies may
tend to under-report foreign ownership due to confusion about reporting
requirements about alien affiliates and indirect foreign ownership; 2) forms

““Some companies create separate companies for each of their facilities

although each of th * companies are managed from one office. For example,
Arctic Alaska has a f.-«t of 20 vessels, each incorporated under a different
name. However, each O> those corporations has the same contact person and

Seattle address.

“Most of the company representatives provided ownership information
without hesitation. However, some were reluctant to release information about
ownership without a written request. Written responses were not received for
nine vessels and four shore-based processors by the time this report was
completed.

““This conclusion 1s based on the assumption that all shore-based and off—
shorg_proqesgors are included on the 1989 ADF&G Intent to Process data base and
Pacific Fishing magazine®s 1989 Factory Trawler list.
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of influence other than equity have not been considered in this study; and 3)
all processors are included in the ADF&G data base regardless of the size of
operation. Including the many small processors in the calculations understates
the magnitude of foreign control. Foreign companies are more likely to invest
in larger operations, and these larger operations produce a greater share of
the total value of seafood production. For example, if 23 percent of foreign-
owned plants process 90 percent of the catch, the significance of foreign
ownership is much greater than the percentage of foreign-owned firms suggests.

Foreign fishing is no longer permitted in the EEZ or in state inland waters,
although joint ventures still occur at a reduced level.l7 Joint ventures
provide an opportunity for U.S. fishermen to sell fish to off-shore foreign
processors for fisheries where there 1is not enough domestic capability to
process the fish. While joint ventures once accounted for a majority of the
groundfish harvested in the EEZ, they accounted for only 27 percent of the
total amount of groundfish harvested in the EEZ in 1989.Hr The amount of fish
allocated to joint ventures has been declining rapidly and is expected to be
phased out as American processors expand their capacity to process groundfish.
A 1982 amendment to the Magnuson Act (Public Law 97-191) permits the governor
to allow foreign processing of fish caught by U.S. fishermen in the state's
inland waters, but this has not occurred since 1988.19

Since Orth and Associates®™ 1980 study, the pattern of countries involved Iin
foreign ownership of Alaska"s seafood processors has changed. While Orth and
Associates found that Japan and Canada accounted for almost all foreign
ownership, today other countries such as England, Norway, Denmark, Switzerland,
Taiwan, and Korea have invested in Alaska shore-based and off-shore processors.

Americanization of the off-shore bottomfish fishery has led to some changes in
foreign surimi production. A dramatic growth in U.S. surimi processing has
resulted in a reduction of total Japanese surimi exports. In 1989, there was
a 50 percent reduction in exports of surimi fnr Japan to the U.S. although
Japanese exports of surimi to other countries increased (Parker 1989).

Because of unreliable and incompatible data, we are uncertain if foreign
ownership of Alaska®"s seafood processing industry has increased or decreased
over the past decade. Chuck Kleeschulte (1986) reported that Japanese

irl987 was the last year that foreign allocations were made to foreign
fishermen in the EEZ adjacent to Alaska (Flanagan 1990). The foreign catch
of Alaska pollock reached the level of 350,000 metric tons in 1986 (Parker
1989). Theoretically, if domestic capability to process certain types of fish
were to decline, foreign fishermen could again be permitted to fish in the EEZ.

““The 1989 groundfish harvest by joint ventures dropped to 535,275 metric
tons. It decreased again in 1990 to only 81,894 metric tons (Wilson 1990).

““Joint ventures 1in Alaska internal waters would be permitted only 1f
U.S. processors did not have the capacity to process the fish (Peyton 1990).
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ownership of shore-based facilities apparently declined during the first half
of the 1980s. Rick Lauber, a lobbyist for the Pacific Seafood Processors
Association, said that "most all of the Japanese holdings in Alaska would be
up for sale if they could find a buyer at reasonable prices"™ (Kleeschulte
1986). Others believe that the trend of increasing foreign ownership continues
(Helgath and Rainery 1989, Reynolds 1990). The elimination of foreign fishing
allocations and the expected termination of joint ventures may encourage
foreign investment in shore-based facilities and in majority U.S.-owned factory
trawlers. An article in the March 14, 1990 issue of the Juneau Empire reported
that as a result of the expected termination of joint venture arrangements,
Nippon Suisan is investing between $46 million and $52.6 million to construct
a fish-paste processing plant in Dutch Harbor. Considering the high degree of
foreign ownership in the growing number of factory trawlers, the termination
of foreign fishing in the EEZ, and an imminent phase-out of joint ventures,
foreign investment in the Alaska seafood processing industry may be increasing
and may be higher now than ten years ago.

I hope that you find this memorandum useful. Should you need additional
information about foreign ownership of Alaska seafood processing facilities,
please contact this office.

Attachments
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OFF-SHORE AND SHORE-BASED ALASKA SEAFOOD PROCESSORS WITH FOREIGN OWNERSHIP SORTED SY COMPANY NAME
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100%

12%
33%
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65%
12%
?
?
12%
12%
100%
?
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5%
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25%
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12%
?
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2
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25%
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1
7
100%
100%
25%
25%
2

12%

>50%
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40%
40%
100%
100%
12%
51%
?

2
100%

COUNTRY OF
OWNERSHIP

Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Korea
Japan
Japan
Japan
England
England
England

Japan
japan
Norway
Norway
japan
Japan
Japan
Denmark
Japan
Japan

Korea
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Norway
USSR
Japan
Japan
Denmark
Denmark

japan
Taiwan
Norway
Jopan
Canoda
Canada
Norway
Norway
Japan
Japan

Japan
Japan
Jopan
Japan
Jopon
Japan
Jopan
Japan
Norway
jopan
Conoda

PARENT
COMPANY

Confidential

N. Japan Maritime
N. Japan Maritime
Maurbeni

Doerim Corp.
Nisjui (Arctic AX)
Doto Kotsu Gyo
Nissui (Arctic AK)
Hillsdown
Hillsdawn
Hillsdown

Maurboni, Taryo
Nissui (Arctic AK)
Chow Tocecke
Chow Tocecke
Nissui (Arctic AIO
Nissui (Arctic AK)
Kaioh Suison Ud.
Hirtihals

hvakj Syorvi Co.
twokj Syorvi Co.

Confidential
Maurbeni
Nissui (Arctic AK)

Yuasa-Funashoku Am.

Nissui arctic Ald
Confidential
Somyfloi
Confidential
Confidential
Alaska Inest
Alaska Inest

Nissui

Zhong King Co.
Confidential
Maurbeni
Ocean Fisheries
Ocean Fiseries
Confidential
Confidential
Nichiro

Nissui (Arctic AK]

M. Aiiawa
N. Hogei
N. Hogel
N. Hogel
Mourtreni

Yuata-Funashokij Am.

Nissul (Arctic AK)
Confidential
Confidential
Unknown

George Weston Utd.

VESSEL
NAME

Northern Hero
Frontier Sirit
Frontier Manner

Endurance
Alaskan Enterprise

Aleutian Enterprise (sark)
Northern Alaskan
All Alaskan

American Enterprise
American Dynasty
American Empress
Island Enterprise
Arctic Enterprise
Arctic Trawler
Arico

Bering 1
Bering Enterprise

Bristol Enterprise
Brown®s Point
Diomodes
Clipper Endeavor
Clipper Surprise
CryslalClipper
Crystal Viking

Galaxy

Alexandra (C-. .uction)

Northern Giocier
Pocific Gloder
Golden Alaska
Harvester Enterprise

Alaskan Hero
Voerdol (Construction)
Kjevolc

Zenith

Kodiok Enterprise
Western Sea
Michelle Irere

SHORE-BASED
LOCATION

Kodiok

Anchorage

Kodiak

Unalaska

Anchorage
Aniok
Emmooak

Egegik

Kodiak

Ketchikan
Ketchikan
Naknek

Kenai
Ketchikan

Kekhskon
Naknek

TYPE OF
OPERATION

cP
cP
0sP
cP
cP
EF
cP
FP
PP
ospP

CAPACITY
OR SIZE

278"

162"

306"
301*

181"

184"

185°
197*

230"
230"

335"

201"
275"
302"
188"

20y

775"

275"

3 canning knee



TABLE 2

OfMHOftE AND SHORE-BASED ALASKA SEAFOOD PROCESSORS WITH FOREIGN OWNERSHIP SORTED BY COMPANY NAME

COMPANY NAME

Nelbro Pocking Co,
North Pecific Proceruors
North Poclflc Processors
Northern Eogle Portnen
Northern Fofisries, Irc.
Northwest Producer, Irc,
Ocean Figheries. Inc.
Ocean Mhl, Do.
Ocean Resources, Irc.
Oceontrcrwi, Irc.
Oceantnawf, Irc.

Pocific Bounty, Irc,

Pacific Bounty Fisheries LP.
Podfic Kino Fisheries
Pacific Producer. Inc.

Pan Poc&c Seafood*, Inc.
Pelican Seafood*, Inc
Peter Pan Seofoodi, Irc.
Peter Pan Seafood*, Irc,
Peter Pan Seafood*, Inc.
Peter Pan Seafood*, Inc.

Phoeniix Proceuor Ud,
Polar Eterprise, Inc
Predator, Irc.

PribRof Island Processors
Royal Aleutian Sfd*., Inc.
Royal Prince Fisheries
Royal Prince™ Fisherele*
Sant Soud Seafoods

Sea Catcher Figheries, Inc.
Sea Hawk Podfic Seafood*
Seattle Enterprise, Inc.

Seven Sea* Rshing Co.
Sir Rkfiwd* Seafood
Srta Sound Seafood*
Sitka Sound Seafood*
Stlka Sound Seafood*
SklpUodnlr Figheries, Inc
St. Pool Seafoods, Inc.
Toglok Fisheries, Irc.
Togtok Fisreries, Inc
Tovks America, Irc.

Towo America, Inc.
Towo America. Inc.
T.xsns-Aqua kit I, Inc
T-NP joint Venture
Urolmak Enterprise, Irc.
Unitea, Inc

Unisea, Inc

Unltea, Irc.

Unitea, Inc

U.S. Enterprise, Irc.
Word* Cave Packing Co.

TYPE OF
SEAFOO0D

HE,S
GF,C,F
GF,Hf,C,S,H

GF S.F

I T
mm

GF
GF

GF

GF

I T T

HE,S
GF,HE,C,S,H,SF
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GF,HE,C,S F,FM,S

GF,HE,
GF,HE,
Gf,SF

C,S,H,SF
C,S.H

H
GF F,M

C,S.H

GF,FIE,C,S
Roe

TYPE OF
PRODUCT

PERCENT
FOREIGN

100%
100%
100%
<49%
12%
12%
12%
25%
10%
<49%
<49%

49%
49%
100%
12%
5%
100%
99%
99%
99%
99%

20%
12%
49%
37%
25%
?
66%
100%
?

?
12%

25%
100%
66%
66%
66%
12%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
50%
12%
100%
100%
100%
100%
12%
20%

COUNTRY OF
OWNERSHIP

Canado
Japan
Japan

Hong Kong, Switzerland

Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan

Hono Kong, Switzerland
Hcng Kong, Switzerland

Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan

Korea, Norway
Japan
Japan
Japan
Korea

Norway
Norway
Japan
Norway
Norway
Japan

Japan
Canada
England
England
England

Japan

Japan

japan
Japan
Japan

Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Jopan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Jopan
Japan

PARENT
COMPANY

George Wet/on Utd.
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Maurbeni
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Niuui (Arctic AKJ
Confidential
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Confidential

Miyoshl America
Miyo*hi America
Kaioh Suban Ud.
Niuui (Arctic AK)
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LOCATION

Petersburg
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Naknek

King Covs
Pori MolUr
Valdez

St. Paul
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Dutch Harbor
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S t * *
Yakutot

Si. Paul
Togiak
Galena
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Dutch Harbor
Dutch Harbor
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TYPE OF
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0OSP

0SP

0OSP
CP
CP
CP
CP
CP
CP
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FP
0SP
0SP
0SP
0SP
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05P

0SP
Other
cP
0SP

0OSP

0SP
CP
CB
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OR SUE
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310"

162*
155*

160"

250*

245"
155"

680"

132"
217"
217
292"

244"
270*

70,0000/day
150, 000#/day

184"

75.000 SonsA?

150.000 tonsAr
224"



TABLE 2

OFF-SHORE AND SHORE-BASED ALASKA SEAFOOD PROCESSORS WITH FOREIGN OWNERSHIP SORTED BY COMPANY NAME

TYPE OF TYPE OF PERCENT COUNTRY OF PARENT VESSEL
COMPANY NAME SEAFOOD PRODUCT FOREIGN OWNERSHIP COMPANY NAME
Words Cove Pocking Co. GF,HE,S,H 20% Japan Maurbeni
Waonek Cove Pocking Co. S 20% Japan M aurbeni
Worgs Cove Pocking Co, c,S 20% Jjapan Maurbeni
Worgs Cove Pocking Co. S 20% Japan Maurbeni
Worgs Cove Pocking Co. s 20% jJapan Maurbeni
Woras Cove Pocking Co, s 20% Japan Maurbeni
Work Cove Packing Co. S.H 20% Japan Maurbeni
Words Cove Pocking Co. S.H 20% Japan Maurbeni
Words Cove Pocking Co, HE,S,H 20% Japan Maurbeni
Worgs Cove Pocking (o. S 20% Jopan Maurbeni
Wards Cove Pocking Co. HE,S 20% Japan Maurbeni
Words Cove Pocking Co. GF,HE,S,H,SF 20% Japan Maurbeni
Wards Cave Pockin %‘C S.H 20% Jopan Maurbeni
Western AK Flsherle GF,HE,C,S,H,SF 100% Japan Toiyo Fiihery Co.
Western | er £, Inc. 12% Japan Nissui (Arctic AK) Western Enterprise
Wes arg 8ods Inc 100% Japan lolyo
stward W 12% Japan Nissui (Arctic AK) Westward Wind
Whitney Foo HE 100% Jjapan Kyokyo Husky NI
Whitne FOO HE,S.H 100% Japan Kyokyo
Whitney Foods S 100% jJapan Kyokyo
Whitney FOOdS S 100% Japan Kyokyo
Wronged Fisheries, Inc, Gf,HE,C,S,H,SF 100% Canada JS. Nofillian
Seafood Processors With Possible Foreign Ownership
Alaskan Command Ud. GF H Alaskan Command
Arc i EI an, &1 . GF S, FM japan? Arctic Storm
ﬂ?p ’Pg 0. Gf Deep Podfic
en GF,HE,S,H Nushagak
gea 00 Até S "l Oceanic Bl.
eajood* of AK, GR,H6,C,S,H 'l Oceanic Bit.
8 % AK; Inc. GR,C,S,H Inl"l Oceanic El.
oa oJot Ing Co. C Isofjord
Votto FlS]ETI S Commodore
Marco Fisperies Northern Vidor
Marco Fisneries Storm Petrol
Peoawfo, Inc. C Pengwin
T.EAM. Seafoods, foe. HES Japan?

Key toAbbreviation*
(© Crob; (GF) Groundfish; (H) Halibut; (HE) Herring; (S) Salmon; (SHSrellfish

Type* of Seafood:
Type* of Product: (®) Block; () Fllets; (FM) Fishmeal; (FP) fishpo*)*; (H) Heoded & Gutted; (S) Surimi
Type* of Operation: ® Company Buyer; (CP) Catcher Processor; () Exporter Fisherman

() Floating Processor; (OSP) On-Shore Procjnsor.

Prepared by the Legislative Research Agency, April 1990 (90-1678).

SHORE-BASED
LOCATION

Excursion inlet
Haines

Adilok

Chignik Lagoon

ST

EHin Cove
Excursion Inlet
Kenai
Ketchikan
Nakrsk

Port BoRy
Yakobi

Kodiok

Dutch Horbor

Anchorage

Kol fog
Nuloto

Wrangell

€9
Kodiak

Togiok

TYPE OF
OPERATION

0SP
CB
0oSP
CB
CB
0SP
CB
CB
0SP
0SP
0SP

0oSP
CB
0SP
CP
0SP
CP
FP
0SP
0SP
0SP
0SP

CP
CP
CP
FP
CB
0OSP
0SP
CP

CP
0oSP

CAPACITY
OR SUE

184"
343*



TABLE 3

Off-SHORE ALASKA SEAfOOO PROCESSORS WITH FOREIGN OWNERSHIP SORTED BY VESSEL NAME

COMPANY NAME

Alailon Figreries, Irc.

Inl*1 Pocific Enterprises
AWlan Enterprise, Lid.
Ocean Mol, Ud.

Emerald Resource* Mgml .
All Alaskon Seafoods, Inc.
American Saafoodi, Co.
Americon Soafoods, Co.
American Fisheries, Inc.
Arctic Alotlo Fisheries, Corp.

Arctic King Fisheries

Arica Ftshing Co.

Unbeo, Irc.

Baring Fishing Corp.

Baring Trowlen, Inc.
Savan Sam Fishing Co.
Bristol Enterprise, Irc.
Browne Point Jf. Venture
Togiok Figeries. Irc.

Saa Hawk Podfic Saafoodi

Clipper Seafoods, Ud.
Clipper Seafoods, Ud.
Crystal Star, Inc

Crystal Stor, Inc

Bit I, Irc.

Alaska Trawl Fisheries
Alaska Frontier Co.

Alaska Frontier Co.

Dutch Harbor Seafoods. Ud.
Golden Alaska Seafoods

Harvester Enterprise

Sea Catcher Figheries, Irc.
Whitney Foods

Arctic Alaska Figheries, Corp.
Jubilee Fisheries, Inc.

Kadiak Enterprise, Inc.
Micbefie Irene J.V.

All Alaskan Seafoods, Inc.
Oceon Resources, Inc.
Northern Eogle Partrers

Northern Fisreries, Inc.
Giocier Fish Co. Ud.
Oceantrawl, Irc.

AKC Corporation
Oceantrawl, Irc.
Northwest Producer, Inc.
Ocean Figreries, Irc.
Phoeniix Processor Ud.
Unlseo, Irc.

Pocific Producer, Inc.

TYPE OF
SEAFO0OD

GFf.CR

Gf
GF,HEC.SH

HECSHS

(ep epleplep]
— Tl

GfHEC,S
g

GF

GF.H

Gf

GF, SF
Gf.C.S.H
GF
Gf,SF
Gf,SF
HE.C.S
Gf

HE
Gf.C.H

Gf
GF,HE,C,S,H
Gf
Gf

GF,HE,C,S
Gf.HE.C.S.H

TYPE OF
PRODUCT

s

H.F.S

M I T

PERCENT
FOREIGN

12%
>50%
12%
25%
?
33%
?
?
12%
12%

100%
?

100%
49%
12%
25%
12%
5

100%
?

?

?
99%
99%

49.9%
100%
25%
25%
25%
?

12%
?
100%

12%
40%
12%
»
33%
10%
<49%

12%
25%
<49%
?
<49%
12%
12%
20%
100%
12%

COUNTRY OF
OWNEWSHIP

Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Norway
England
Norway
Norway
Japan
Japan

Japan
Danmark
Japan
Korea
Japan
Jopon
Japan
Norway
Jopan
Norway

Japan
Japan
Danmark
Denmark
USSR
Korea
Japan
Japan
Jopan
Jopan

Japan
Norway
Jopan
Japan
Japan
Jopan
Norway
England
Japan
Hong Kong, Switzerland

Jopan
Norway
Hong Kong, Switzerland
Japan
Hong Kong, Switzerland
Japan
Japan
Korea, Norway
Japan
Japan

PARENT
COMPANY

Niuui (Arctic AK)
M. AJzawa
Niuui (Arctic AK)
Confidantial
Confidential
Hilllidown

Cltow Tocecke
Cfraw Tocecke
Niuui (Arctic AJO
Niuui (Arctic AKJ

Kaiofr Suisan Ud.
Hirlshols

Niuui
Confidential
Niuui (Arctic AK)
Nichiro G.K. Ud.
Niuui (Arctic AK)
Confidential
Maurbeni
Confidential

Confidential
Confidential
Alatko Invest
Alaska Invest
Sovryflot

Doerim Corp.

N. Japan Maritime
N. Jopan Maritime
Niuui

Nichiro

Niuui (Arctic AKJ
Confidential
Kyokyo

Niuul (Arctic AK)
N. HooeJ

Niuui (Arctic AK)
Confidential
Hillsdown

Ida Co.

Surimi Holdings

Niuui (Arctic AK)
Confidenliol

Surimi Holdings
Confideniiol
Confidential

Niuui (Arctic A)O
Niuui (Arctic AK)
DonJuon, G. Carlson
Niuui

Niuui (Arctic AK)

VESSEL
NAME

Alaskan Enterprise
Alaskan Hero

Aleutian Enterprise (sak)
Aleutian Mist

Alexandra (Construction)
Al Alaskan

American Dynasty
American Empress
American Enterprise
Arctic Enterprise

Arctic Trawler
Artco

Barge Unisea
Bering 1

Bering Enterprise
Blue Wav™*
Bristol Enterprise
Brown®s Point
Chamal
Claymore Sea

Clipper Endeavor
Clipper Surprise
Crystal Clipper
Crystal Viung
Diomede*
Endurance
Frontier Mariner
Frontier Spirit
Galaxy

Golden Alaska

Harvester Enterprise
Heather Sea

Husky 1

island Enterprise
Kjevola

Kodiak EnferpriM
Michelle Irene
Northern Alaskan
Northern Aurora
Northern Eogle

Northern Enterprise
Northern Giocier
Northern Hawk
Northern Hero
Northern Joeger
Northwest Enterprise
Ocean Enterprise
Ocean Phoenix
Omincsea

Pocific Enterprise

TYPE OP
OPERATION

CP
CP
CP
CcP

CcP
CcP
FP
CP
CP

CAPACITY
OR SOP.

200"
162~
335¢
280"
306'
210*
338
296*
181"
184"

185"
197"

244"

230
230

278"

302

188"
292

301

275
275

160'
SI0*

201"

250
162"
155'
680

155



TABLE 3

OFF-SHORE ALASKA SEAFOOD PROCESSORS WITH FOREIGN OWNERSHIP SORTED BY VESSEL NAME

COMPANY NAME

Gloder F»h Co. Ud.

Pan Podfic Seafoods, Inc.

SkJpWodnif Fisheries, Inc.
Polor Enterprise, Inc
Predefire, Irc.

Pecific Bounty, Irc.
Pocific King Fisheries
Royal Prince Fisheries
Seattle Enterprise, Irc.
Umimok Etterprise, Irc.

Pocific Bounty Fisheries L.P.

U.S. Etterprise, Inc.
Jubilee Figeries, Irc.
Royal Princess Fisheries
Western Fisheries, Inc.
Kodiak Seafood
Wratword Wind, Irc.
Jubilee Figeries, Irc.

5eofood Fmowon With Possible Foreign Ownership

Alaskan Command Ud.
Arctic Storm, Irc.
Marco Fisheries

Deep Fishing Co.
Isafjord Fishing Co.
Marco Fisheries

E.H. Bertdiksen
Pengwin, Irc.

Marco Fisheries

Key to Abbreviations
Types of Sedood:
Type* of Product:

Types of Operation:

TYPE OF TYPE OF PERCENT COUNTRY OF
SEAFOOD PRODUCT FOREIGN OWNERSHIP
F,S 25% Norway
HE,S 5% Japon
12% japan
12% Japan
H,F 49% Japan
GF 49% Japon
Gf H 100% Japan
Gf,SF H.F.S ? Norway
F.S 12% Japon
H,F 12% Japan
H,F 49% Japan
H,F 12% Japan
GF H 40% Japan
GF F,M 66% Norway
12% Japan
S 51% Japan
12% Jopan
GF 40% Japan
GF H
Gf S, M ? Japan?
Gf
C
Gf,HE,S,H
C

(©) Crob; (GF) Groundfish; (tirHalibul; (HE) Herring; (S) Salmon; () Sellfish

(® Blodk; () Rllets; (FM) Fishmeol; (FP) Fishposio; (H) Headed & Gutted; (S) Surimi
® Company Buyer; (CP) Catcher Processor; (B) Exporter Fisherman

(FP) Flooring Processor, (OSP) On-Shore Processor.

PARENT
COMPANY

Confidential
Taiko America
Nissui (Arctic AJO
Nissui (Arctic A «
Miyoshl America
Mlyoshd America
Koioh Sutsan Ud.
Confiidential
Nissui (Arctic Aid
Nissui (Arctic AK)

Miyoshi America
Nissui (Arctic AK)
N. Hogei

Sjovik Trowol
Nissui (Arctic AK)
Confidential
Nissui (Arctic AK)
N. Hogei

Prepared by the legislative Research Agency, April 1990 (90- 167C).

VESSEL
NAME

Pocific Glacier
Pocific Producer
Podfic Wind
Polar Enterprise
Predator

Progress

Resolute

Royol Prince
Seattle Enterprise
Unimak Enterprise

Unnamed (Construction]
U.S. Enterprise
Vaerdol (Construction)
Valiant (Royal Princess]
Western Enterprise
Western Sea
Westward Wind

Zenith

Alaskan Consmond
Arctic Storm
Commodore
Deep Podfic
Isafjord

Northern Victor
Nushogok
Pongwin

Storm Petrol

TYPE OF
OPERATION

CP
CpP

CP
CP

FP
CP

CAPACITY
oesizz

275"

132"
245"
217"
270*
164"
224"

217"

164*
343"



TABLE 4

SHORE-BASED ALASKA SEAFOOD PROCESSORS WITH FOREIGN OWNERSHIP SORTED BY LOCATION

COMPANY NAME

AknLan Golden Bridge Corp.

Whitney Food*

Azumo Corp., Ltd.
Axumo Corp. Ud

Sir Richards Seofood
Ward* Cove Packing Co.
Ward* Cove Packing Co.
North Pocifie Proceuoa
Ward* Cove Packing, Co.
Peter Pan Seafood*, Irc.

Sitka Sound Seafood*
lInitea, Inc.

Westward Seafood* Inc.
San* Sood Seafoods
Uniseo, Irc.

Big Creek Fish, Irc.
Ward* Cove Pocking Co.
Ward* Cove Packing Co,
Ward* Cova Packing Co.
Bering Sea Figheries, Inc.

Wards Cove Pocking Co.
Ward* Cove Pocking, Co.
Towa America, Irc.
Ward* Cave Packing, Co.
Whitney Food*

Towa America, Irc.
Trant-Aqua II'l, Irc.
Kenal Pocket*

Ward* Cove Pocking Co.
E.C. FillipsA Sons

MAT Seafoods

Ward* Cove Pocking Co.
Ketchikan Seafoods, Inc.
Forweet Fisheries, Irc.
Peter Pan Seafoods, Inc.

Ail Alaskan Seafoods, Irc.

Western AK Fisheries, Inc.
Alaska Pocific Seafood*
Eogle Fisheries LP.
Word* Cove Pocking Co.

North Podfic Processors
Netbro Pocking Co.
Farwesl Fisheries, Inc.
Whitney Foods

Towo America, Inc.
Pelican Seafoods, Inc.
Nelbro Pocking Co.
Words Cove Kicking Co.
Peter Pan Seafoods, Irc.
Sitka Sound Seafoods

TYPE OF TYPE OF
PRODUCT

SEAFOOD

C
HE,S,H
Gf,C,SF
Gf

Roe

C,S

S
GF,C,F
S

HE,S

S
GF

C,S,H
FP

numLumnwm

S.H
GF,HE,S,H

GF,H
HE,S

GF,HE,C,S,H

S

S

S

S
GF,HE,C,S,ri,5F
HE,S
GF,HF.S,H,SF
HE C,S,

g “he gt s h sf

PERCENT
FOREFON

100%
100%
5%
5%
100%
20%
20%
100%
20%
99%

66%
100%
100%
100%
100%
89%
20%
20%
20%
25%

20%
20%
100%
20%
100%
100%
100%
100%
20%
?

?
20%
100%
100%
99%
33%
100%
100%

11%
20%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

20%

99%

66%

COUNTRY OF
OWNERSHIP

Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Canada
Japan
Japan
Japan
Jopan
Japan

England
Jopan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan

Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japon
Japan
Japan
Japan

Japan
Japan
Japan
Canada
Japan
England
Japan
Japan
Taiwan
Japon

Japan
Canoda
Canada
Japan
Japan
Japan
Canada
Japan
Japan
England

PARENT
COMPANY

Doto Katsu Gyo
Kyokyo

Iwoki Syonjl Co.
fwaki Syorvi Co.
Sir Richards Sfd.
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Nichiro G.K. Ud.

Hillsdown

Niuui

Taiyo

Kusangl Enl. Co.
Nissui

Yuasa-Funashoku Am.

Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni

Maurbeni
Maurbeni

Torva Foods Co.
Maurbeni

Kyokyo

Towa Foods Co.
Toyo Menha K. Ud.
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni

Unknown
Maurbeni

Yuasa-Funashoku Am.

Ocean Figeries

Nichiro G.K. Ud,
Hillsdown

Taiyo Fishery Co.
Maurbeni

Zhona Xing Co.

Mauibeni

Maurbeni

George Weston Utd.

Ocean Fisheries
Kyokyo

Towo Foods Co.
Kaioh Intemotionol

George Weston Utd.

Mourbenl
Nichiro G.K. Ud.
Hil Isdown

SHORE-BASED
LOCATION

Anchorage
Anchorage
Anchoroge
A/Mok

Aniok

Allok

Chigntk Lagoon
Cordova
CroJg
Dillingham

Dry Bay

Dutch Harbor
Dutch Harbor
Dutch Harbor
Dutch Harbor

&
EHinCcve
Emmonok

Excursion Inlet
Excursion Inlet
Galena
Haines

Ko/tog

Kohoq

KasrS

Kenal

Kenol
Ketchikan

Ketchilan
Ketchikan
Ketchikan
Ketchikan
King Cove
Kodiok
Kodiok
Kodiok
Kodiok
Noknek

Naknek
Noknek
Noknek
Nuiata
Nuiato
Pelicor.
Petersburg
Port BoJy
Port MofUr
Sitka

TYPE OF
OPERATION

EF
0SP
0SP
OSP

EF
0oSP

CB
0SP

CB
0SP

0OSP
0oSpP
oSpP
0SP
0SP
0SP
CB
0SP
CB
0SP

CAPACITY
00 SIZE

75.000 tone/yr

150.000 ton*/yr

3 canning kne*

5 coming Ine*

70,000#/day



TABLE 4

SHORE-BASED ALASKA SEAFOOD PROCESSORS WITH FOREIGN OWNERSHIP SORTED BY LOCATION

COMPANY NAME

Si. Paul Seafoods, Irc.
Pnbilof bland Processor*
Tog (ok Fisreries, Irc.
T-NP Jolnl Venture

Royal Aleutian Sfou., Irc.
Alyesko Seafood*

Peter Pan Seafoods, Irc.
Wrongefl Fisheries, Irc.

Wards Cove PockJng Co.

Sitka Sound Seafoods

TYPE OF TYPE Of
SEAFO00D PRODUCT

GF

GF,HE,C,S,H,SF
HE,S

GF HE, C, S, H,SF

Seafood Processor* With Possible Foreign Ownership

Il Seafoods of AK, Irc.
Il Soafoods of AK, Inc.
Inl"l Seafoods of AK, Irc.
T.EAM . Seafoods, Irc.

Key to Abbreviations
Types of Seafood:

Types of Product:

Types of Operation:

S

GR,C,S,H
GR,HE,C,S,H
HE,S

PERCENT
FOREIGN

100%
37%
100%
50%
25%
65%
99%
100%
20%
66%

COUNTRY OF
OWNERSHIP

Japan
Jopan
Japan
Japan
Korea
Japan
Japan
Canoda
Japan
England

Japan?

(© Crab; (GF) Gtoundflih; (RTHalibutTTHE) Herring; (S) Salmon; () Jelifish

(®) Block; () Hllets; (FM) Fishmeal; () Fiihpesle; (H) Headed & Gutted; (S) Surimi
(® Company Buyer; (CP) Catcher Processor; () Exporter Fisherman
() Flooring Processor; (OSP) On-Shore Processor.

Prepared by the legislative Research Agency, April 1990 (90-167D).

PARENT
COMPANY

S.Scsaki (US resident)
Individuals

Marvbenl

Maurbeni

Doewoo

Maurbeni, Taiyo
NichiraG.K. Ud.

J.S. McMillian
Maurbeni

Hillsdown

Inl"l Oceank Eit.
Inl"l Oceank Bl.
Il Oceank Enl.

SHORE-BASED
LOCATION

St. Poul
St. Paul
Toglak
Togiak
Uno lotto
Unalaska
Valdez
Wrangell
Yakabi
Yakutat

Egegik
Kodiok
Kodiok
Toglak

TYPE OF CAPACITY

OPERATION OR SUE

0SP

0SP

0SP

Other

0SP

0SP

OSP

0SP

CB

0SP 150,000# /day

CB
0SP
0SP
0oSP



TABLE 5

OFF-SHORE AND SHORE-BASED ALASKA SEAFOOD PROCESSORS WITH FOREIGN OWNERSHIP SORTED BY PARENT COMPANY

COMPANY NAME

Crystal Slar, Irc.

Crystal Slar, Irc.
American Seafoods, Co.
American Seafoods, Co.
AKC Corporation

Bering Fishing Corp.
Brawns Point Ji, Venture
Clipper Seafoods, Itd.
Clipper Seafoods, lid.
Emerald Resources Mgml .

Gloder Fish Co. M.
Gloder Fish Co. lid.
Kodiok Seafood

Mkhelle lrene J.V.

Ocean Mist, lid.
Oeeanlrowf, Inc.

Royal Prince Fisheries

Sea Colcher Figreries, Irc.
Sea Hawk Pocific Seafoods
Alaska Trawl Fisheries

Royol Aleutian Sfds., Irc.
Phoenix Processor lid.

Alaskan Golden Bridge Corp.

Neftxo Packing Co.
Nelbro Packing Co.

Ah Alaskan Seafoods, Irc.
AX Alaskan Seafoods, Irc.
Al Alaskan Seafoods, Inc.
Sitka Sound Seafoods
Sitka Sound Seafoods
Sitka Sound Seafoods

Arica Fishing Co.
Ocean Resources, Inc.
Pribitof blond Processor*
Azuma Corp., lid.
Azuma Corp. lid
Wrangell Fisheries, Inc.
Pelican Seafoods, Irc.
Arctic King Fisheries
Podfic King Fisheries
San* Soud Seafoods
Whitney Foods

Whitney Foods
Whitney Foods
Whitney Foods

Toglak Figteries, Irc.
Alaska Podfic Seafoods
Bering Sea Figeries, Irc.
E.C Fhillips & Sons
Kenol Packers

North Podfic Processors
North Podfic Processors
Toglak fidreries, Inc.

FISH

GF,SF
Gf

GF,HE,C,S,H,SF

Gf
GF
GF,HE,C,S,H,SF

HE,S,H
S

HE.S
GF.SF,S.H,HE
S

GF,HE,S,5F
S,H,SF
GF.C.F
GF,HE,C,S,H
SF

PERCENT COUNTRY OF PARENT VESSEL
PRODUCT FOREIGN OWNERSHIP COMPANY NAME
H 99% Denmark Alaska Inest Crystal Viking
H 99% Denmark Alaska Inest Crystal Clipper
S,FM ? Norway Chaw Tocecke Americon Dynasty
B,S,FM ? Norway Chow Tocecke American Empress
? Jopan Confidential Northern Hero
49% Korea Confidential Bering 1
H,F,M ? Norway Confidential Brown"s Point
? Jopan Confidential Clipper Endeavor
? Japan Confidential Clipper Surprise
F,B,S,FM ? Norway Confidential Alexandra (Construction)
F,S é%% Norway Confidential Pecific Glacier
F /) Norway Confidential Northern Glacier
0 Japan Confidential Western Sea
S,F go Norway Confidential Michelle Irene
2 A) Japan Confidential Aleutian Mist
<49% Hong Kong, Switzerland  Confidential Northern Jaeger
H,F,S ? Norway Confidential Royal Prince
F,8,S,FM ? Norway Confidential Heather Sea
H,F,M ? Norway Confidential Claymore Sea
H,F,S 100% Korea Doerim Corp. Endurance
%6? Korea Daewoo
F,FM,S 0 Korea, Norway DonJuon, G. Carbon Ocean Phoenix
100% Japan Doto Kotsu Gyo
100% Canada George Weston Utd.
]3?{/% Canada Geonue Weston Utd.
England Hi Ibdawn
(ﬁ England Hi llsdown Al Alaskan
0 England Hil Isdown Northern Alaskan
66% England Hi Ibdawn
66% England Hillsdown
66% England Hillsdown
H Denmark Hirtshab Arica
H &J Jopan kUCo. Northern Aurora
; 0 Japan Individuals
g(ﬁ) Japan hvakl Syorvi Co.
0 Japan KvakJ Syorvi Co.
100% Canada J.S. McMiHian
100% Jopan Kaioh Intemational
S 100% Japan Kaioh Suban lid. Arctic Trawler
H 100% Japan Kaioh Suban Hd. Resolute
100% Japan Kusangi Ett, Co.
100% Japon Kyokyo Husky N
Japan Kyokyo
/J Japan Kyokyo
0 Jopan Kyokyo
100% Japan Marubeni
]ga}o Japan Maurbeni
0 Japan Maurbeni
? Japan Maurbeni
100% Japon Maurbeni
188% Japan Maurbeni
0 Japan Maurbeni
100% Japan Maurbeni Chamol

SHORe-BASED
LOCATION

Unalaska

Anchorage
Naknek
Petershburg
Kodiok

Yokutat

ST1

St. Pool
Anchorage
Aniak
Wronged
Pelican

Dutch Harbor

Kobog
Anchorage
Nulafo
Togiok
Kodiak
Emmonok
Ketchikan
Kenol
Cordova
Naknek

TYPE OF
OPERATION

CAPACITY
CM SIZE

230*
230"

260"
306~

197*

335"

275"
201"

275"
250*
217"
292"
244"
278"
680"

3 canning Sne*
5 canning ilre*

150,000# /day
70,000# /day

181"
180"

296"
245"



TABLE 5

OFF-SHORE AND SHORE-BASED ALASKA SEAFOOD PROCESSORS WITH FOREIGN OWNERSHIP SORTED BY PARENT COMPANY

COMPANY NAME

T-NP Joirt Ventura

Word* Cowe Pocking Co.
Words Cow* Packing Co,
Wordi Cow* Pocking Co.
Wordi Cow* Packing Co.
Ward* Cow* PockJng Co.
Ward* Cov* Pocking Co.
Word* Cow* Pocking Co.
Word* Cov* PockJng Co.
Word* Cow* Pocking Co.
Word* Cow* Packing Co.

Ward* Cor/* Pocking Co.
Word* Cov* Pocking Co.
Ward* Cov* PockIng Co.
Word* Cow* PockIng Co.
Alyesko Seafood*

Pocific Bounty, Irc.

Pecific Bounty Fisheries LP.
Predator, Irc.

Int’l Podfiic Ent*rpri*«t
Golden Alatka S*ofcod*

P*f*r Poo Seafood*, Inc.
P*t*r Pon Seafood*, Irc.
Peter Pan Seafood*, Irc.
Pet*r Pon Seafood*, Inc.
Sevan Sea* Fbhing Co.
Dutch Horbor Seafood*, Ud.
Unbea, Irc.

Unbea, Irc.

Unitea, Irc.

Unbea, Irc.

Alotkon Figheries, Irc.

Aleutian Enterprise, Ud.
American Fisheries, Irc.
Arctic Alatka Fbherie*, Corp.
Arctic Alatka Filbert**, Corp.
Bering Trawler*, Irc.

Bristol Enierprbe, Irc.
Horvetter Enierprbe

Kodiok Enierprbe, Inc
Northern Fisreries, Irc.
Northw**! Producer, Irc.

Oceon Fohorie*, Irc.
Podfic Producer, Irc.
Polor Enterprise, Inc
S*attl* Enierprbe, Irc.
SkJpbiodnir Fohertei, Inc.
UmImok Enierprbe, Inc.
U.S. Enierprbe, Irc.
Wetlem Foheriei, Irc.
We*lword Wmd, Irc.
Jubilee Foherie*, Inc.
Jubilee Foheriet, Irc.

FISH PRODUCT

HE

s

S

GF,HE, S, H

HE. S

S.H

c.,S

s

GF,HE,S,H,SF

S

S,H

s

s

S.H

HE, S, H

Gf,HE,C,S,H

GF
H.F
H.F

GF F,FM

C-F,HE,C,S,H

HE.C.S,

Gf,HE,C,S,H

HE.S

GF ,HE,C,S

HE,C,S

Gf,HE,C,S,H

GF

GF,HE,C,S,H,SF
P

GF.CP
!
H.F
H,F,S,FM
H
M
H,F,S
F. H
H.F.S
H,F
H.F
H.F
F.S
H.F
H.F

GF,C,H

GF

PERCENT
FOREIGN

50%
20%
20%
20%
20%
20%
20%
20%
20%
20%
20%

20%
20%
20%
20%
65%
49%
49%
49%
>50%
?

99%
99%
99%
99%
25%
25%
100%
100%
100%
100%
12%

12%
12%
12%
12%
12%
12%
12%
12%
12%
12%

12%
12%
12%
12%
12%
12%
12%
12%
12%
40%
40%

COUNTRY OF
OWNERSHIP

jopan
jopan
jopan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
japan
Japan

Japan
Japan
jnpan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan

Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Jopan

Japan
jopan
Jopan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan

Japan
Japan
Japan
Japon
Jopan
Jopan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan

PARENT
COMPANY

Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni

Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Mcrwbeni
Maurbeni, Taiyo
Miyothl America
Mlyoihl America
Miyothl America
M. Alzawo
Nichiro

Nichiro G.K. Ud
Nichiro G.K. Ud
Nichiro G.K. Ud.
Nichiro G.K. Ud.
Nichiro G.K. Ud.
Niuui
NiltUl
Niuui
Nissui
Nissui
Nissui (Arctic AK]

Nissui (Arctic AK)
Nissui Arctic AK
Nissui (Arctic AK
Niuui Arctic AK
Niuui LArdkAK
Niuui Arctic AK
Ardk AK
1 Arctic AK
i ArcticAK
1 Ardic AK

Niuui (Atdic A)O
Niuui ArcticAK
Niuui Arctic AK
Niuul Arctic AK
Niuul  Arctic AK
Niuui Arctic AK
Niuui Ardk AK
Nissui Ardk AK
Niuul  Ardk AK)
N. Hogei

N. Hogel

VESSEL SHORE-BASED
NAME LOCATION

Toglak

Craig

Maine*
Excursion Inlet
Naknek

EHin Cove
Alilok

Egeglk

Port Barky
Eluk
Excursion Inlet

Chrgryk Lagoon
Ketchikan
Yakobi
Kenoi
Unalatka

Progreu

Unnamed (Corulruction)

Predator

Aknkan Hero

Golden Alaska

King Cow*
Port MoKer
Valdez
DiHmghom
Blue Wave
Galaxy
OmJnbea
Dutch Horbor

Borg* Unbea
Dutch Horbor

Alaskan Enierprbe

Aleutian Enierprbe (tak)
American Enierprbe
(stand Entorprbe

Arctic Enierprbe

Bering Enierprbe

Bristol Enterprise
Horvetter Enierprbe
Kodiok Eterprise
Northern Enterprise
Northwest Enierprbe

Ocean Enterprise
Podfic Enterprise
Polar Enterprise
Seottfe Enterprise
Podfic Wind
Unimok Enierprbe
U.S. Enterprise
Western Enierprbe
Westward Wind
Kfevolo

Zenith

TYPE Of
OPERATION

Other
CB
CB
0SP
0SP
CB
0oSP
CB
0osP
0oSP
CB

CB
0SP
CB
0SP
0oSP
CP

CP
CP
FP

OSP
osp
ospP
ospP
FP
F?
cP
osp
ospP
osp
cP

CAPACITY
0ftSizz

132°
200*
302"

75,000 tore/yr

150,000 tone/yr

162"
210"
301"
338"
184"
185"
188"
275"

162"

155"
155°

270*

184"
224"



TABLE 5
OFF-SHORE AND SHORE-BASED ALASKA SEAFOOD PROCESSORS WITH FOREIGN OWNERSHIP SORTED BY PARENT COMPANY

PERCENT COUNTRY OF PARENT VESSEL SHORE-BASED TYPE OF CAPACTOf
COMPANY NAME FISH PROOUCT FOREIGN OWNERSHIP COMPANY NAME LOCATION  OPERATION OR SIZE
Jubilee Foherie*, Inc. Gf 40% Japan N. Hogel Vioerdol (Construction) cP
Alaska Frontier Co. GF.SF 25% Japan N. Japon Maritime Frontier Sirit cP
Alaska Frontier Co. GF.SF 25% Japon N. Jopon Maritime Frontier Mariner (ol
Fotwesl Fisheries, Inc. S 100% Canoda Ocean Fisheries Noknek 0sP
Forwest Fisheries, Inc. GF,S 100% Canoda Ocean Fisreries Kntchikan 0sP
Sir Richards Seafood Roe 100% Canada Sir Richards Sfd, Aniok EF
Royal Princess FHherries GF F,M 66% Norway Sjovik Trowal Valiant (Royal Princess) CP 217"
BTIR, Inc. GF.C.S.H 49.9% USSR Somryflot Diomede* IP
Noriliem Eagle Partrers GF S,F <49% Hong Kong, Switzerland  Surimi Holdings Northern Eogle CP 31(7
Oceontrawi, Inc. <49% Hong Kong, Switzerland  Surimi Holdings Northern Hawk
St. Paul Seofoods, Inc. Gf 100% Japan S.Sasaki (US resident) St. Paul osP
Pan Podfic Seafoods, Inc. HE,S 5% Japon Tolko America Pocific Producer FP
Westward Seofoods Inc. 100% Japan Tolyo Dutch Horbor 0SP
WtJlem AK Fisheries, Irc. GF,HE,C,S,H,SF 100% Japan Taiyo Fishery Co. Kodiak 0SsP
Towa America, Inc. S 100% Japan Towa Foods Co. Kohag 0S?
Towa America, Irc. S 100% Jopan Towa Foods Co. Nuiato «
Towa America, Inc. S 100% Japan Towa Foods Co. Galena 0SP
Trans-Aqua Inll, Inc. GF 100% Jopan Toyo Menka K. Ud. Kasilof osP
M&T Seafoods C,SF ? Japon Unknown Ketchikan 0SP
Big Creek Fish. Irc. S 89% Jopan Yuasa-Funashoku Am. 0SP
Ketchikan Seofoods, Irc. S,H 100% Jopan Yuosa-Funoshoku Am, osP
Eogle Fisheries LP. GF.H 11% Taiwan Zhong Xing Co. Kodiak 0SP
Seafood Processors With Possible Foreign Ownership
Alaskan Command Ltd. GF Alaskan Commond CP "184"
Deep Fishing Co. GF <Podfic cP
E_H. Bendiksen Gf,HE€,S,H ok IP
Isafjord Fishing Co. c CP
Marco Fisheries Northern Vidor
Morco Fisreries Commodore
Marco Fisheries Storm Petrol
Pengwin, Irc. C Psngwin ; CP
T.E.A.M. Seafoods, Inc. HE.S Japan? Tog\lok 0SP
Inl"l Seafoods of AK. Inc. S Intl0ceank Enl. Eg™g* CB
Int’l Seafoods of AK, Irc. GR,HE.C,S,H "l Oceanic Eit. Kodiok 0SP
Int'l Seafoods of AK, Inc. GR,C,S,H Il Oceanic B, Kodiok 0SP
Arctic Storm, Irc. Gf S, FM Japan? Ardl*i Storm CP 343"

Key to Abbreviations

types ol Secfood:
Types of Produd:
Types of Operation:

Prepared by the Legislative Research Agency, April 1990 (90-167E).

0 "Crab; (GF) Groundtish; IH) Halibut: (HEJTU.Ting; () Salmon; |SF] Sellfish

0) Block; (P Filllets; (FM) Fishmeal; (FP) Fishpaste; (R) Headed A Gutted; (S) Sirimi

0) Company Buyer; (CP) Cotcher Processor; (B) Exporter Fisherman

FP) Floating Processor; (OSP) On-Shore Processor



TABLE 6

OFF-SHORE AND SHORE-BASED ALASKA SEQFOOO PROGESSOSS WITH FOREIGN OWNERSHIP SORTED BY COUNTRY OF FOREIGN INVESTOR

COMPANY
NAME

Nelbro PockJng Co.
Nelbro Pocking Co.
Wrangel l Figreries, Inc.
Forwasl Fisheries, Inc.
Forwesl Fisheries. Inc.

Sic Richards Seafood
Crystal Slar, Inc.

Oyilol Slar, Irc.

Aika Fishing Co.

AJl Alaskan Seafoods, Inc.
All Alaskan Seafoods, Irc.

All Alaskan Seafoods, Irc.
Slika Sound Seafoods
Sitka Sound Seafoods
Sitka Sound Seafoods
Oceontrawf, Inc.
Northern Eogle Partrers
Oceantrawf, Inc.

AKC Corporation

Clipper Seafoods, Ud.
Clipper Seafoods, Ud.

Kodiok Seafood
Ocean Mill. Ud.

Alaskan Golden Bridge Corp.

Ocean Resource*, Irc.
Pribilof bland Processor*
Azuma Corp., Ud.
Azuma Corp. Ud
Pelicon Seafoods, Irc.
Arctic King Fisheries
Podfic King fisheries
Sans Soud Seafoods

Whitney Foods

Whitney Foods

Whitney Foods

Whitney Foods

Togiak Fisreries, Inc.
Alaska Podfic Seafoods
Bering Sea Figreries, Inc.
E.C. Pillip* & Son*
Kenai Pociers

North Podfic Proceesoa

North Podfic Processors
Toglok Figheries, Inc.
T-NP Joint Venture
Words Cove Packing Co.
Words Cove Packing Co.
Words Cove PockJng Co.
Words Cave Packing Co.
Words Cove Packing Co.
Words Cave Packing Co.
Wards Cove PockJng Co.
Words Cove Pockdng Co.

TYPE OF
SEAFOOD

HE,S

S
GF,HE,C,S,H,SF
S

Gf,S

GF,HE,C,S,H,SF

GF

GF
GF,H

S
Cr

C

GF
GF,HE,C,S,H,SF
GF,C,SF

Gf
Gf,HE,C,S,H,SF
GF

GF

C,S,H

HE,S,H

S

HE

S

HE,S
Gf,SF,S,H,HE
S
Gf,HE,S,SF
S,H,SF
GF,HE,C,S,H

GF.C.F

TYPE OF
PROOUCT

S,F

w

PERCENT
FOREIGN

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
99%
99%
?

334
33%

33%
66%
66%
66%
<49%
<49%
<49%
?

?
?

51%
25%
100%
10%
37%
5%
5%
100%
100%
100%
100%

100%
100%
100%
100%
100%
100%

25%

?

100%
100%

100%
100%
50%
20%
20%
20%
20%
20%
20%
20%
20%

COUNTRY Of
OWNERSHIP

Canoda
Canoda
Canoda
Canoda
Canada
Canada
Denmark
Denmark
Denmark
England
England

England
England
England
England

Hong Kong, Switzerland
Hong Kong, Switzerland
Hong Kong, Switzerland

Japan
Japan
Japan

Japan
Japon
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan'
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan

Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan

Japan
Jopan
Jopon
Japan
Jopon
Japan
Japon
Jopan
Japan
Japan
Japan

PARENT
COMPANY

George Weston Utd.
George Weston Utd.

JS. McMIhktn
Ocean Fisheries
Ocean Fisheries
Sir Richards Sfd.
Alaska Inest
Alaska Invest
Hirtshals
Hillsdown

Hil Isdown

Hillsdown
Hillsdown
Hillsdown
Hilllstoan
Confidential
Surimi Holdings
Surimi Holdings
Confidential
Confidential
Confidential

Confidential
Confidential
Dcto Kalsu Gyo
Ida Co.
Individuals

hvoki Syorvi Co.
Iwakj Syorvi Co.
Kaioh Intemational
Kaioh Suisan Ud.
Kaioh Svban Ud.
Kusangl Ent. Co.

Kyokyo
Kyokyo
Kyokyo
Kyokyo
Marubeni
Maurbeni
Mautbenl
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni

Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni

VESSEL
NAME

Crystal Viking
Crystal Clipper
Arica

Northern Alaskan

All Alaskan

Northern Jaeger
Northern Eagle
Northern Hawk
Northern Hero
Clipper Endeavor
Clipper Surprise

Western Sea
Aleutian Mb 1

Northern Aurora

Arctic Trawler
Resolute

Husky It

Chomoi

SHORE-BASED
LOCATION

Petersburg
Noknek
WrangeK
Noknek
Ketchikan
Antak

Kodiok

Sitka
Dry 8a
YoVuto

Anchoroge

St. Paul
Anchoroge
Aniok
Pelicon

Dutch Harbor

Anchoroge
Nvioto

Koklog
Togiak
Kodiak
Emmonok
Ketchiken
Kenot
Naknek

Cordova

Togiok-

Craig
Excursion Inlet
Hoines

Chigruk lagoon
Excursion Inlet
Alillok

Egegik

Kenol

TYPE OF
OPERATION

0SP
0SP
0oSP
OSP
OSP
EF
CcP
o
CP
FP
0SP

FP

0SP
0SP
0SP

CP

CP
CP

EF
CP
EF
CP
05P
0SP
0SP
0oSP

0SP

CAPACITY
0gjjZE

5 canning fire
3 canning fire

230*
23(7
1ar

70,000#/day
150,000#/day

250"
31(7

160*

296"
245"



TABLE 6

COMPANY
NAME

Worth Cov* PockJng Co.
Worth Cow PockJng Co.
Worth Cov* Packing Co.
Words Cov* PockJng Co.
Wards Cov* PockJng Co.
Words Cov* PockJng Co.
Al/trtko Seofoods

Pocific Bounty, Irc.
Pocific Bounty Foherlei IP.
Predator, Irc.

Int’l Pecific Enterprises

Golden Alaska Seafoods
Peter Pon Seafoods, Inc.
Peter Pon Saafoodi, Inc.
Peter Pon Seafoods, Inc.
Peter Pon Seafoods, Inc.
Seven Seas Fishing Co.
Dutch Horbor Seafoods, lid.
Unisea, Inc.

Unisea, Inc.

Unisea, Irc.

UnJsea, Inc.

Alaskan Figheries, Irc.
Aleutian Enterprise, lid.
American Figeries, Irc.
Arctic Alaska Fisreries, Corp.
Arctic Alaska Figeries, Corp.
Bering Trawtai, Irc.

Bristol Enterprise, Inc.
Harvester Enterprise

Kodiok Enterprise, Inc

Northern Fisheries, Irc.
Northwest Producer, Inc.
Ocoon Figeries, Irc.
Podfic Producer, Inc.
Polar Enterprise, he
Seattle Enterprise, Inc.
Skipblodnir Fisreries, Inc.
Umimok Enterprise, Irc.
U.S. Enterprise, Irc.
Western Fisheries, Inc.
Westward Wind, Inc.

Jubilee Figheries, inc.
Jubilee Fisheries, Irc.
JubJoo Figheries, Irc.
Alaska Frontier Co.
Alaska Frontier Co.

St. Paul Seofoods, Inc.
Pon Podfic Seafoods, Inc.
Westward Seafoods be.
Western AK Figreries, Inc.
Towa America, Inc.

Towo America, Irc.

BASED ALASKA SEQFOOD PROCESSORS WT

TYPEOF
SEAF0OD

Gf

HE,S
HE,C,S,
Gf,HE,C,S,
Gf,HE,C,S,
GF,HE,C,S
HE,C,S

H
H

GF,HE,C,S,H,SF
GF

GF,HE,C,S,H
Gf,CR

GF,C,H
Gf

GF
GF.SF
GF.SF
GF
HE,S

Gf,HE,C,S,H SF
S
S

TYPEOF
PRODUCT

j i
mm

F.FM

FP

-~

mm
wn
jun)
=

INMI=xTxx
- h
%)

n
w

I T
m T m

PERCENT
FOREIGN

20%
20%
20%
20%
20%
20%
65%
49%
49%
49%
>50%

?
99%
99%
99%
99%
25%
25%
100%
100%
100%

100%
in%
12%
12%
12%
12%
12%
12%
12%
12%

12%
12%
12%
12%
12%
12%
12%
12%
12%
12%
12%

4046
40%
40%
25%
25%
100%
5%
100%
100%
100%
100%

COUNTRY OF
O WNERSHIP

Japan
Japan
Jopan
Japan
Jopon
Japan
Japan
Japan
Jopan
Japan
Japan

Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
jo an
apan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan

Japan
Japon
Japan
Japan
Jopon
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan
Japan

Japan
Japan
Japon
Japon
Jopan
Japan
Jopan
Japan
Japan
Japon
Jopon

Jopan
Japan
Jopan
Japan
Japan
Jopon
Japan
Jopan
Jopon
Japan
Japan

PARENT
COMPANY

Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni
Maurbeni, Taiyo
Miyoihl America
Miyoshl America
Mrycehi America
M. r.izawa

Nichiro

Nichiro G.K. Ud.
Nichiro G.K. Ud.
Nichiro G.K. Ud.
Nichiro G.K. Ud.
Nichiro G.K. Ud.
Nissui

Nissui

Niuui

Nissui

Niuui

Niuui Ardic AK)
Niuui Arctic AK}
Nissui Arctic
Nissui Arctic j
Niuui Arctic -
Nissui Arctic i
Nissui Arctic i
Nissui Arctic
Niuui Arcticr

Nissui Arctic AK
Nissui  Arctic AK
Nissui “Arctic AK
Nissui Arctic AK
Nissui Arctic AK
Niuui Arctic AK
Niuui Arctic AK
Nissui Arctic AK
Niuul Ardk AK
Niuui Arctk AK
Nissui Ardk AK

N. Hoget

N. Hogei

N. Hogei

N. Japan Moritime
N. Jopon Maritime
S.Sasaki (US resident)
Taiko America
Taiyo

Taiyo Fbhwy Co.
Towa Foods Co.
Towo Foods Co.

VESSEL SHOSE-TAJED
NAME LOCATION

Ekuk
Naknek
Pori Baify
Yakafci
EHfin Cove
Ketchikan
Unalaska

Progress

Unnamed (Coralrudion)

Predolor

Alaskan Hero

Golden Alaska
Dillingham
Pori MoRer
King Cave
Valoez

Blue Wav™*

Galaxy

Dutch Horbor

Barge Unbea
Dutch Ha. bor

Ominbea

Alaskan Enterprise
Aleutian Enterprise (sak)
American Eterprise
bland Enterprise

Ardk Enterprise

Bering Enterprise

Bristol Entorprise

He .\etier Entorprise
Kodiak Enterprise

Northern Enterprise
Northwest Enterprise
Ocean Enterprise
Podfk Enterprise
Polar EnUrprue
Seattle Enterprise
Pocrfk Wind
Unimak Enterprise
U.S. Enterprise
Western Enterprise
Westward Wmd

Kjevola

Zenith

Voordol (Construction)

Frontier Moriner

Frontier Spirit
St. Paul

Podfk Producer
Dutch Horbor
Kodiak
Kahog
Nulolo

TYPEOF
OPERATION

05P
OosP
0SP
cB

CB
osP

33 39

ggge

23"

BAFTEIIT I 2IIIIIT YI|WI 299Q g

B

CAPACITY
o» an

132°
200"

302"

150.000 tors/y»

75.000 toro/yr

162"
210*
301"
338"
184
185
188~
275"

182°
155"
155"

270*

184"
224"



TABU 6

OFF-SHORE ANO SHORE-CASED ALASKA SEQFOOO PROCESSORS WITH FOREIGN OWNERSHIP SORTED BY COUNTRY OF FOREIGN INVESTOR

COMPANY
NAME

Towa America, inc.
TroncAqua Il Irc.
M3.T Seafoods

Big Creel Fbh, Irc.
Ketchikan Seafoods, Irc.
Bering Fbhina Corp.
Alaska Trawl Fisheries
Royal Aleutian Sfds., Irc.
Phoenix Processor Ud.
American Seafoods, Co,
American Seafoods, Co.

Browne Point X Venture
Emerald Resources Mgml .
Giocier Fish Co. Ud.
Gloder Fish Co. Ud.
Michelle Irene J.V.

Royal Prince Fisheries

Sea Catcher Figheries, Irc.
Sea Hawk Pocific Seofoods

Royal Princes* Fishereies
Eogle Rsherieo LP.
BTI N, Inc.

TYPE OF TYPE OF
SEAF00D PRODUCT

3

of

C,SF

s

S.H

of

6f H.F.S

GF ,HE, C,S,H

GF,HE,C,S F,FM,S
B.S.FM
S,FM

of H,F,M
F.B.S.FM
F.S
F

GF S,F

Gf,SF H,F,S
F,B,S,FM
H,F, M

GF F.M
GF,H

Gf,C,S,H

Seafood Procouon With Possible Foreign Ownership

bofjord Fishing Co.
Alaskan Commood Ud.
Marco Fisheries

Deep Fishing Co.

Marco Fisheries

Il Seafoods of AK, Irc.
Marco Fisheries

"l Seafoods of AK, be.
E.H. Bendlksen

Pongwb, be

Int’l Seafoods of AK, be.
TEAM . Seafoods, Inc.
Arctic Storm, be.

Key to Abbnrriotion™

C
Gf H

Gf
S

GR,C,S,H

GF,HE,S,H

C

GR,HE,C,S,H

HE.S

Gf S, FM

Types of Seafood:
Types of Produd:
Types of Operation:

(@©) Oob; (GF) Groundfish; (H) Halibut; (HE) Herring; (S) Salmon; (SF) Sellfish
®) Block; (F) Hlleti; (M) Fislimeal; (FP) Fbhpaste; (H) Heoded & Gutted; (S) Surimi

PERCIN
FOREKM

100%
100%
?
89%
100%
49%
100%
25%
20%

COUNTRY OF
OWNERSHIP

Japan
Japan
Japan
Jopan
Jopan
Korea
Kama
Korea
Korea, Norway
Norway
Norway

Norway
Norway
Norway
Norway
Norway
Norway
Norway
Norway
Norway
Tohvon
USSR

Jopon?
Japan?

(® Company Buyer; (CP) Catcher Processor, () Exporter Fisherman

() Flooitng Processor; (OSP| On-Slxtre Processor.

Prepored by the Legislative Research Agency, April 1990 (90-167F).

PARENT
COMPANY___

Towo Foods Co.
Tovo Mcnku K. Ud.
Unknown
Yuasa-Funashoku Am
Yuasa-Funashoku Am.
Confidential

Dorrim Corp. «
Daewoo

DenJuon, G. Carbon
Chow Tocecke
Chow Tocecke

Confidential
Confidential
Confidential
Confidential
Confidential
Confidential
Confidential
Confidential
Sjovik Trowoi
Zfiona Xing Co.

Sovrytlol

Inl"l Oceonk Enl.

bt*l Oceanic Enl.

In"l Oceank Enl.

VESSEL
NAME

Bering 1
Endurance

Oceon Phoenix
American Empress
American Dyirafy

Brown®s Point
Alexandra (Construction)
Pecific Gloder

Northern Gloder
Michelle Irene

Royal Prince

Heather Sea

Claymore Sea

Valiant (Royol Princess)

Diomede*

bafjord

Alaskan Command
Commodore

Deep Podfk
Northern Vidor

Storm Petrol

Nuohogak
Pengwb

Ardk Storm

SHORE-EASED
LOCATION

GoUna
Kasiiof
Ketchikan

SSL

Unoknko

Kodiak

Egegik
Kodiak

Kodiak
Togiak

TYPE OF CAP
OPERATION OR
0sP
0sP
05P
0sp
0spP
cP
cP 278"
0sP
P 680*
cp 306"
cP 280*
cP 197"

335"
cP 275"
cP 201"
cp 275"
cP 217"
cP 292"
cP 244"
oP 217"
0spP
FP
cP
CP "184"
cP
cB
0sP
P
cp
0spP
0sP
cP 343"



SO RESFKRIARES  THRLI

AKC Corp.

Alaska Department of Commerce and Economic Development
Alaska Department of fish and Game
Alaska Frontier Co.

Aloska Trawl Fisheries

All Alaskan Seafoods, Inc.
American Seafoods

Arctic Alaska Fisheries Corp.
Arctic King Fisheries

Azuma Corp, Ltd.

Bering Fishing Corp.

BT, Inc.

Clipper Seafoods

Crystal Star, Inc.

Eagle Fisheries

Emerald Resources Management
E.C. Phillips & Sons

Farwest Fisheries, Inc.
Fishing News International
Glacier Fish Company
Golden Age Fisheries
Golden Alaska Seafoods
Juneau Empire

Kodiak Seafood

M&T Seafoods

Nelbro Packing Co.

North Pacific Processors
Ocean Mist, Ltd.

Ocean Resources, Inc.
Oceanfrawl, Inc.

Pacific Bounty, Inc.

Pelican Seafoods

Phoenix Processor Ltd.
Pribilof Island Processors
Royal Aleutian Seafoods, Inc.
Royal Princess Fisheries

Sir Richard"s Seafood

Sitka Sound Seafoods

St. Paul Seafoods

T-NP Joint Venture

Unisea, Inc.

Whitney Seafoods

Wrangell Fisheries, Inc.



Proposed Resources CS for SCR 13 (FSH)

March 18, 1991

These two amendments were recommended by Don Collinsworth of
ADF&G

P. 1, lines 13 - 16, replace with:

WHEREAS new information from the National Marine Fisheries
Service observer program is documenting a significant bycatch of
chinook salmon in the groundfish trawl fisheries in the United
States Exclusive Economic Zone off Alaska; and

WHEREAS the bycatch of chinook salmon threatens to affect
allocation, conservation and management programs within the State
of Alaska and confound international allocation and equity issues for
these chinook fisheries which are managed under the provisions of
the United States/Canada Pacific Salmon Treaty; and

p. 2, lines 11-13, replace with:
WHEREAS the documented bycatch of any chinook salmon
originating in the Canadian portion of the transboundary Yukon River

can adversely affect United States interests in the ongoing
U.S./Canada Yukon River Treaty negotiations;

This amendment was suggested by United Fishermen of Alaska:

p. 2, line 20

add after emergency, "and permanent"”
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3/8/91

CS FOR SENATE CONCURRENT RESOLUTION NO. 13 (FSH)
INTHE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA

SEVENTEENTH LEGISLATURE -FIRST SESSION

BY THE SENATE SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL COMMERCIAL
FISHERIES

Offered:
Referred:

Sponsor(s): SENATOR HOFFMAN

A RESOLUTION

1 Relating to the bycatch of Alaska chinook salmon by United States and foreign trawl
2 fisheries.

3 BE IT RESOLVED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF ALASKA:

4 WHEREAS salmon of Alaska origin are important to the people of Alaska for subsistence, sport,

5 and commercial fisheries; and

6 WHEREAS chinook salmon are one of the most prized and valuable species of Alaska salmon;
7 and
8 WHEREAS chinook®almon originating in Alaska range fixtensivety along titt*Alaska coast-and

9 out-ime the North Pacific; and

10 WHEREAS the State of Alaska has a vested interest in the conservation of chinook salmon
11 populations originating within Alaska, and throughout western North America, due to its active
12 involvement in numerous national and international salmon management bodies and treaties; and

13 WHEREAS new information from the National Marine Fisheries Service ..observer program
14 feveafs-a significant bycatch of chinook salmon in"nie/~Jnited States Exclusive Economic Zone that

I"threatens”™ e ~ i ~ ~ -~ t " consep”ation®o®ra"m""tiie~State of Alaska and the Pacific Salm on

»

16 ftAnmiccinn M)nrjlr-m nf rhinaod cnlmnn tn flip Snitihnm-r T~ i fishery- -mH , ,
M\t>a,+-."0A (LA*. "(Ssot* -ftw

CKAFtL On”™ ASSCR I3(F FL



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

"B*i\20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

29

30

31

32

WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT WORK DRAFT

WHEREAS new information from domestic and federal observers also strongly indicates a
significant bycatch of chinook salmon in the international waters of the central Bering Sea "donut hole";
and

WHEREAS biological information developed by the Fisheries Research Institute of the
University of Washington and accepted by the International North Pacific Fisheries Commission has
determined that the chinook salmon in the Bering Sea are primarily North American in origin and from
streams in Southcentral. Southeast, and western Alaska as well as from British Columbia; and

WHEREAS bycatch occurs on a mixture of salmon stocks well before run strength can be
assessed and thus reduces the number of fish available in inshore areas and increases the risk of
overharvest; and

WHEREAS the-xhmpok--33ftrion fishefjesonftfie-AAuRen-Rréer and in Southeast Ala-ska-are

traftSBoundnry nver-fisheries, and the Iffik-Rf-8Kinook sa m e ixstraims-the rdatioirehi{ i momj;-Ala5kas the
. , ) VVAIvVvys, “cKr VN.S JCkva?

nthpr Wpct fY~ct AVWj-onrl Pnnnrto, inrindiw - 1K pmunnv)f( inHrprrirr.

BE ITRESOLVED by the Alaska State Legislature that the Governor petrabn the North-Pacific
Fishery Management Council and the United States Secretary of Commerce to be prepared to implement
emergency regulations to limit the bycatch of chinook salmon in the 1991 trawl fisheries in the United
States Exclusive Economic Zone, and to expedite a 1992 chinook salmon bycatch plan amendment to
the Bering Sea/Aleutian Island and Gulf of Alaska Groundfish Fishery Management Plans; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that theGovernor petition the®Nord” a cif]c Fishery Management
Council and ne United States Secretary of Commerce to implemen”mergenc”pgulations limiting the
bycatch of Alaska chinook salmon by domestic trawlers in the central Bering Sea "donut hole™; and be
it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Governor petition the United States Secretary of Commerce
to identify the complete range of chinook salmon as defined in the 1990 revisions of the Magnuson
Fishery Conservation and Management Act and implement a rebuttable presumption for the interception
of chinook salmon beyond the United States Exclusive Economic Zone; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Governor petition the United States Secretary of State,
Secretary of Commerce, and Secretary ofTransportation to immediately initiate international negotiations
to end fishing within the "donut hole" in order to protect Alaska chinook salmon; and be it

FURTHER RESOLVED that the Governor request the United States Secretary of State,

Secretary of Commerce, and Secretary of Transportation to authorize the United States Coast Guard to

seize, under the authority of the Magnuson Fishery Conservation and Management Act as well as other

CSSCR 13(FSI1) 2



