
Fish & Wildlife Commission Page 1 of 1 | November 21, 2019 

MATANUSKA-SUSITNA BOROUGH 
350 E Dahlia Ave., Palmer, Alaska 99645 

FISH AND WILDLIFE COMMISSION 

AGENDA 

Lower Level Conference Room 

REGULAR MEETING 5 P.M. November 21, 2019 

I. CALL TO ORDER; ROLL CALL; ESTABLISH QUORUM

II. APPROVAL OF AGENDA

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES – 5 minutes

a. September 19, 2019

b. October 17, 2019

IV. AUDIENCE INTRODUCTIONS & PARTICIPATION (3 min./person, chair’s discretion) – 15 minutes

V. STAFF/AGENCY REPORTS & PRESENTATIONS

a. Staff report – 10 Minutes

VI. ITEMS OF BUSINESS

1. ADF&G Questions for Dec. 5 Meeting – 30 minutes

2. 2020 FWC Meeting Schedule – 15 minutes

3. BOF Goals – 15 minutes

4. BOF Proposals to Support/Oppose – 15 minutes

5. BOF Outreach Efforts – 15 minutes

VII. MEMBER COMMENTS – 15 minutes

VIII. NEXT REGULAR MEETING – Thursday, December 19, 2019 – AGENDA AND PRESENTATION IDEAS

IX. ADJOURNMENT

CHAIRPERSON 
Mike Wood 

MSB STAFF 
Ted Eischeid 

BOARD MEMBERS 
Andy Couch 

Howard Delo-VC 
Larry Engel 

Dan Mayfield 
Tam Boeve 

Amber Allen 
Robert Chlupach 

Ex officio: Bruce Knowles 
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FISH AND WILDLIFE COMMISSION 

MINUTES 

Lower Level Conference Room-DSJ Building-Palmer AK 

September 19, 2019 

I. CALL TO ORDER; ROLL CALL 

Meeting called to order by Mike Wood at 5:05pm 

Members present:  Mike Wood, Andy Couch, Howard Delo, Larry Engel, Dan Mayfield, Jim Sykes, 
Amber Allen, Bob Chlupach, and Bruce Knowles. 

II. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

MOTION: Howard Delo made a motion to approve the Agenda of September 19, 2019; Larry 
Engel seconded. 

VOTE:  Agenda Approved Unanimously 

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

a. May 16, 2019 

MOTION:  Larry Engel made a motion to approve the Minutes of May 16, 2019; Dan Mayfield 
seconded. 

AMENDMENTS: Jim Sykes stated Todd Smolden’s name was spelled incorrectly. 

VOTE:  Minutes Approved, as corrected, Unanimously 

IV. AUDIENCE INTRODUCTIONS & PARTICIPATION (3 minutes per person at chair’s discretion) 

1. John Wood, Board of Fisheries Commissioner:   

Things to bring to Board’s attention – Upper Cook Inlet Stock of concerns in Susitna; 
Consolidation of the various streams into; Whiskey Creek and other creeks that no longer have 
good runs of fish – need historical data (comments from people that live or have fished on these 
lakes) maybe MSB can start a base; prioritize what goals are coming out of BOF meetings – let 
him know ahead of the meeting.   

Would like feedback from Board. 

Discussion ensued. 

2. Stephanie Nowers, Member of the Public (Kepler-Bradley Lakes), running for Assembly seat 
District 2 – Matthew Beck’s seat (he is terming out).  Provided a history of her experience with 
fish. (Ted Eischeid brought up that Tam Boeve, Assembly member, is interested in becoming a 
member of the board as one of the Assembly seats). 
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3. Amber Allen, FWC, introduced herself as a new member of the board; provided a brief history 
of her experience – husband was on the board. 

Bob Chlupach, FWC,  introduced himself as a new member of the board – ex-Fish & Game 
employee; provided a little history of his experience. 

V. STAFF/AGENCY REPORTS & PRESENTATIONS 

a. Presentation: Economic Contribution of recreational fishing in the Mat-Su Borough – 
Southwick Associates. 

Lisa Bragg, Southwick Associates provided a presentation on the Economic Contribution of 
Recreational Fishing in the Mat-Su Borough.   

Discussion:   

Andy – Estimated Tax Revenue…how was that configured; Lisa – came from specific to the 
Borough information. 

Howard – Commercial industry will say “we are worth “x million dollars” a year; if we 
wanted to say the MSB industry is worth “…” by adding $57.4M (Direct Spending), $14.3M 
(Income) and $5.9M (Local & State Taxes)…., is that accurate: Lisa – the Total affects output 
$46M would be the number to use.  Howard – the commercial guys include the value of fish, 
boats, fuel, groceries, etc. – which would be adding $57.4M (Direct Spending), $14.3M 
(Income) and $5.9M (Local & State Taxes) that would be the closest we could get.  These will 
be discussions at the BOF. 

Andy – Piece of information for Howard, as well, when we talk about recreational fishing in 
the Mat-Su – we’re not just talking about salmon, but also trout, char, etc. 

Mike – Tax stuff –are you taking actual taxes in the borough (sales, property, and boat tax) 
as an example?  Lisa – We don’t get down to that level of specifics.  We are relying on the 
information on the IMPLAN model.  Mike – as far as fish processing goes, commercial fishing 
may add processing – what we have is really small – in fact, there are very limited processing 
expenditures in sport fishing.  Commercial fisheries applies a massive processing economic 
input.  How did you deal with processing?  Lisa – this came from the 2017 survey when we 
asked anglers about processing.   

Jim – the tax information came from your model…we do have a bed tax was that put into 
the model?  Lisa – we did not make any adjustments for that. 

John Wood – follow up on Howard.  What is the value to the recreational fisheries to the 
State of Alaska and …. 

Mike Wood – Commercial fisheries are adding the taxes and processing – this will really 
ramp their number up.  Lisa – what I can do is go back to the 2017 study and determine 
what is the job value that is created and then figure out the amount specific to the borough 
and share that with Ted. 

Larry Engel – methodology you used for 2017 MSB fishery values; did you happen to use 
your methodology to compare to the 2009 ISER study?  Lisa – we did not go back into the 
data.  Larry – is that something that would be difficult to do?  Lisa – let me give that some 
thought. 
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Larry Engel – thanked staff or getting this report and for the hyperlinks and paper copies to 
read prior to the meeting. 

b. Staff report 

Ted provided his staff report… 
i. Southwick Associates Economics of Sportfishing on the Cook Inlet Region report:  
Compared to the 2009 ISER report for the Mat-Su Borough (using 2007 data, and adjusting 
that to 2017 dollars for comparison to the 2017 SA report), we see a reduction of 59% 
between 2007 & 2017 in direct spending within the MSB, and in Angler days a47% reduction 
– the latter trend was going down in 2010 & 2014 as wekk; sportfishing employment 
decreased 60% from 2007 to 2017 (1,180 jobs to 474 jobs); when you look at MSB there has 
been quite a drop in economic impact from 2007 to 2017. It appears that lowered fish 
returns to the MSB has had a significant economic impact on the Borough. 
 
Bruce: We need to look at the number of fish returning. 
Ted to provide the talking points on the report for October meeting.   
 
Bob:  This is a fine avenue to link to the stock of concerns. 
 
ii. Elodea: Initial treatments on Alexander and Sucker Lakes went well.   
 
iii. Planning Department:  Gave an update on our employment dilemmas.  Advised that 
there is no “Environmental Planner” in the MSB.  Bruce Knowles stated we need someone 
who knows economics, salmon, and are familiar with the local area.   
 
iv. NPFMC:  Have a meeting in Homer: Jim Sykes has interest as he will no longer be on the 
FWC (he submitted a letter of resignation effective at the end of this meeting).  
 
v. Wetlands Conservation Ordinance: Ted and Alex Strawn will be working on this. 
 
vi. Mat-Su Salmon Habitat Partnership:  Update about the USFWS Principal Deputy 
Director, Margaret Everson’s experience with the meeting and tour; Cottonwood Creek site 
tour – Andy Couch stated it was a good opportunity to network, it was impressive; Mike 
Wood spoke about the MSB area site tour with the new BOF members; Salmon Symposium 
is November 13 & 14th- would like to see FWC members there – would love to see a 
presentation. 
 
vii. BOF:  Proposal book is available; update on internal meetings, budget, and identifying 
allies.  Discussion regarding hotel stay and how important it is to have ASB members, Mayor, 
and other local elected officials present. Northern District Set Netters could be an ally. 
 
 

VI. ITEMS OF BUSINESS 

a. BOF cycle preparation: Needs, Tasks, & Calendar 

MOTION: Bruce Knowles made a motion for a subcommittee of Bruce Knowles and Bob Chlupach to 
research historical fish returns on MSB streams per John Wood’s remark earlier under 
audience introductions; Dan Mayfield seconded. 
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VOTE: Motion Approved Unanimously 

MOTION: Howard Delo made a motion for a meeting to be set up with ADF&G this fall; Andy Couch 
seconded. 

VOTE: Motion Approved Unanimously 

MOTION: Larry Engel made a motion that the FWC  formally request the finalized memo of salmon 
stock of concern recommendations and oral report concerning escapement goals from 
ADF&G that they referenced in a 3/26/19 ADF&G memo; Dan Mayfield seconded.   

VOTE: Motion Approved Unanimously 

Discussion regarding a formal consistent message of how the MSB FWC will present at the BOF meeting 

in February.   

VII. MEMBER COMMENTS 

Bob Chlupach 

Howard Delo – Welcome to Amber and Bob, hopefully this meeting has not scared you.  Written 

comments are due October 8th for the BOF work session on October 23 & 24. 

Dan Mayfield - NC 

Larry Engel -  

Amber Allen – will be in Hawaii for next meeting 

Bruce Knowles - NC 

Andy Couch – plenty of things to work on and will spread myself real thin.  Stated that you can 
call in to a meeting if needed. 
 
Mike Wood – More fish have come through in the MSB then we have had in previous years.  
Getting rid of two weirs next year – only keeping Larson weir.  Pleased with efforts that we saw 
with ADF&G this year and happy they didn’t get hit as hard as other departments in their 
budget.  Hopefully we can use this in the BOF meeting.  I think it was  good fishing season this 
year for the Northern District. 
 

VIII. NEXT REGULAR MEETING – THURSDAY, OCTOBER 17TH – AGENDA AND PRESENTATION IDEAS 
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IX. ADJOURNMENT @ 8:04pm 

MOTION: Howard Delo made a motion to adjourn; seconded by Larry Engel. 

VOTE: Motion Approved Unanimously 

 

 

_________________________________________   __________________________ 
Mike Wood, Chair       Date 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
_________________________________________   __________________________ 
Ted Eischeid, MSB Planner II      Date 
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I. CALL TO ORDER; ROLL CALL 

Meeting called to order at 5:01 P.M. 

Members present:  Andy Couch, Howard Delo, Larry Engel, Dan Mayfield, Tam Boeve, 

Robert Chlupach, Mike Wood and Bruce Knowles. 

Members Absent: Amber Allen (excused). 

II. APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

MOTION: Dan Mayfield moved to approve the Agenda; Larry Engel seconded. 

Motion approved unanimously. 

III. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

1. September 19, 2019 

MOTION: Howard Delo moved to approve the minutes; Dan Mayfield seconded.  

DISCUSSION: Andy Couch asked if the statement on page 2, paragraph 7 was accurate.  Staff 

to review audio.  Motion tabled to next meeting. FOLLOWUP – STAFF 

REVIEWED, RECORD WAS CORRECTED ACCORDING TO AUDIO REVIEW. 

IV. AUDIENCE INTRODUCTIONS & PARTICIPATION (3 minutes per person at chair’s discretion) 

1. Stephanie Nowers, running for Assembly District 2.  There are two forums scheduled:   

a. Evangelos at noon, October 18, 2019 

b. Palmer Senior Center at 1:30 P.M., October 19, 20190. 

2. Jim Sykes, We need some serious new allies before BOF.  UCIDA newsletter stating 

something about dead fish in the MSB; would like this found (LINK).  Need to be 

prepared for attacks from UCIDA.  There are measures that we should talk about 

regarding restoration/conservation; these should be brought up at NPFMC in a 

proactive manner.  I will be presenting as opening speaker at the Salmon Symposium on 

November 13- 14 and may call on Fish and Wildlife members for ideas. 

3. John Wood brought up recent developments:   

a. NPFMC CISC presents a danger to us in the form of a motion in court that 

commercial fishing has introduced.  They are asking federal standards to be 

applied everywhere the fish are found.  Follow Jim’s advice.   

b. The Matanuska-Susitna Fish and Wildlife Commission should use data to 

support the MSB interests.   

 Discussion:  Larry Engel stated: “we should become involved in the NPFMC 

meetings and make it very clear that there is a very important – we need to do 

more.    
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V. STAFF/AGENCY REPORTS & PRESENTATIONS  

1. Ted Eischeid gave a report on: 

1. BOF Items for Consideration 

2. Important dates 

3. BOF Proposal Book 

4. BOF Consultant update – Mac Minard 

5. Facilitation services available for your work 

6. Adding Agenda items – best practices 

7. Packet content review 

VI. ITEMS OF BUSINESS 

1. BOF cycle preparation-60 Minutes 

a. Goals, Priorities, Needs, Tasks, Messages, Allies.  

Discussion ensued. 

  Goals List presented: 

a. Maintain Conservation Corridor 

i. Improve the Management Strategy as a bullet 

ii. Stock of Concerns 

iii. Allocation Issues 

b. Stock of Concerns 

c. Limit Commercial Drift Gillnet Fishery  

d. Personal Use Fishery, Maintain or extend personal use fishing opportunity 

for Alaskan residents of the Northern District who choose to harvest salmon 

with net gear. 

MOTION: Larry Engel moved for the following primary goals; improve the conservation corridor 

and the management action that governs this conservation corridor; and continue to 

protect stocks of concern; Dan Mayfield seconded. 

Motion approved unanimously. 

Discussion: Mike: We need fish numbers of what is coming into our rivers.  We need data for 

management; we need to be conservative with Northern District Management Plan. 

 Andy: Wants to see King Salmon management plans. 

Dan Mayfield and Bruce Knowles left the meeting at 6:52 PM. 

 Larry: How can we get allies together?  Have a special meeting where we invite all our 

potential allies? 

 Andy:  If we ask them to support ours; they will ask us to support theirs. 
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 Ted: Presentations at Community Council meetings, chamber of commerce meetings 

(Wasilla – Every Tuesday @ Everett’s; Palmer – Every Wednesday @ Palmer Moose 

Lodge; Big Lake; Anchorage). 

 Tam: Consider doing a short video with Stefan Hinman that can be shown at the 

meetings. 

 Andy: At advisory committees, you get 3 – 5 minutes to speak.  

MOTION: Larry Engel mad a motion to ask staff to produce visual materials to get word to the 

public; Howard Delo seconded. 

Motion approved unanimously. 

MOTION: Howard Delo made a motion for Fish and Wildlife Commission submit two to three 

questions for Alaska Department of Fish and Game by November 1 to Ted Eischeid and 

Karol Riese; Larry Engel seconded. 

Motion approved unanimously. 

VII. MEMBER COMMENTS 

Howard: Some of the ADFG questions I submit will be influenced by what I hear at the BOF 

workshop on Oct 23-24, especially as it applies to stock of concern.  

Larry: I had some discussions with the commissioner of ADFG; he showed interest in 

coming to one of the FWC meeting; start gathering information to discuss with him.  

Everyone should start doing some research and starting to prepare for the BOF 

cycle; I will be looking at the catch rates when the drifters fish out in the open 

waters versus fishing closer to the shore for the booklet.  If everyone did a little 

going through the reports, it would sure be helpful. 

Tam: Appreciate being a part of the board; I attend seven community council meetings 

every month – I can present at these if the presentation is at my level. 

Andy: Question for ADFG:  How has the Susitna King Salmon done in regards to the new 

reporting units?  

Ted: Radio Free Palmer interview on Mat-Su Fisheries; may want to consider special 

meeting for BOF preparation. 

Karol: We need to get going to get done with BOF – especially regarding the booklet. 

Mike: I have been feeling pretty good overall going into the BOF.  I feel that there is a lot 

to work on for our defense.  I feel that our chances of gaining ground are better 

than in the past. 

Bob: Does anyone have any handle on the Sport Fishery?  Larry advised he comes from 

hatcheries. 

VIII. NEXT REGULAR MEETING – Thursday, November 21 – AGENDA AND PRESENTATION IDEAS 

IX. ADJOURNMENT 
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MOTION: Larry Engel moved to adjourn the meeting; Howard Delo seconded. 

Motion approved unanimously. 

 

Meeting adjourned at 7:27 PM. 

 

 

____________________________________________  _____________________________ 
Mike Wood, Chair      Dated 
 
 
 
____________________________________________  _____________________________ 
Ted Eischeid, Planner II Staff     Dated 
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MATANUSKA-SUSITNA BOROUGH 
Planning and Land Use Department 

Planning Division 
350 East Dahlia Avenue  Palmer, AK  99645 

Phone (907) 861-7833  Fax (907) 861-7876 

www.matsugov.us    planning@matsugov.us 

 

 

Staff report to the FWC – 11/21/2019 

 

1. Meeting Updates: 

a. October 23-24 BOF Workshop: Howard, Andy, Larry, Bruce. 

b. November 13-14 Mat-Su Salmon Habitat Partnership Salmon Symposium 

review – Howard & Andy. 

c. November 18 Elodea Task Force update – Ted. 

 

2. NPFMC 

 a. General NPFMC meeting in Anchorage, Dec. 2-10, Hilton Hotel. AGENDA. 

 

3. Important dates: 

 a. December 4, 2 PM – Special meeting, BOF Booklet. 

b. December 5, 2-4 PM – Special meeting with ADF&G, 2-5 PM. 

c. December 12, 2 PM – Special meeting, BOF Booklet. 

d. January 23 – Deadline for public comments to BOF UCI Finfish meeting. 

e. Feb. 7-19 – BOF Upper Cook Inlet Finfish meeting, Egan Center. 

 

4. Packet content review: 

 a. ADFG Questions 

i. Prioritization assistance? 

ii. Format for Dec. 5 meeting? 

  b. 2020 Meeting Proposed Schedule/MSB Interests. 

  c. BOF Goals. 

  d. BOF Proposals to support/oppose? 

  e. BOF Outreach 

   i. Activities, needs, opportunities, direction, homework. 
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FWC Questions --  December 5, 2019 ADFG end of season summary meeting 

 

These question(s) results from a preamble topic discussion of cook inlet water 
circulation.  
 
Below are two maps showing water circulation, one for the northern Gulf of Alaska, the 
other for Cook Inlet. Please study them carefully. I pulled each from arenas of; State 
and Federal agency reports and also from oil industry studies which needed this type of 
information in case of needed response to potential oil spills. These maps will be used 
to build question or questions from, as related to salmon homing back to natal streams 
in Upper Cook Inlet (UCI). 
 
Bullet statement: Salmon can olfactorally detect concentrations as low as parts per 
billion (ppb) and parts per trillion (ppt). 
 
The water circulation map of the northern Gulf, for our perusal, specifically of the 
northwestern Gulf where Gulf waters encroach into lower Cook Inlet water. This occurs 
at the lowest end of the Kenai Peninsula where it primarily influences Kachemak Bay 
and up into Cook Inlet  between the "lower mid rip" and Anchor Point. 

 
 
The better defined Cook Inlet water circulation map below shows the "lay" of "mid 
channel rip", "west rip" and "east rip". With an average summer flow discharge into 
Cook Inlet of 51,000 cubic feet per second (!!!), no other drainage emptying water into 
Cook Inlet even comes close or near to the outer foul poles of a baseball park as the 
discharge from the Susitna River. "So", Cook Inlet water is primarily composed of 
Susitna watershed waters. Studying the flow map, Susitna water is in the upper inlet 
side to side until the "eastern most" circulation hits the "east forelands" and deflects 
northeasterly back up the inlet into Turnagain Arm, farther continuing north to just west 
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of Fire Island where Knik and Matanuska Rivers combine with the northerly circulation 
flowing Susitna influenced water to form a "gyre" just west of Fire Island. The silt seen 
looking across at ebbing and low tide of Turnagain Arm is due to silt deposition resulting 
from the settling out of silt from the northeasterly "backwash" of the Susitna River water. 
Below the "east forelands" there is a slight holding up of Susitna circulating water due to 
The Kenai River discharge making a slight hydro-barrier to Susitna water. Because the 
Susitna water circulation is so dominant paralleling Kenai-Kasilof River discharges,  its 
influence is much like an upward backwash or huge lengthy eddy of Kenai-Kasilof water 
moving north along the beach above the "east forelands" where eventually both Susitna 
and Kenai water have more mixing. As a side note, this explains why "most", not 
all,  salmon migrating into the Kenai River drainage occurs at high tide because at low 
tide the appropriate "natal" smells of the Kenai are simply not as prevalent due to the 
unending circulation push of Susitna water towards the lower inlet pushing Kenai-Kasilof 
water towards the beach. In addition to salmon coming in with the high tide, the tide 
pushes Kenai water northerly along the beach and slows Susitna water circulation and 
the combining with other waters in the immediate area. 
 

 
 
1. Can ADFG put on the Cook Inlet water circulation map the line delineation for fishing 

districts and sub-districts, leaving in-place all the "rip" lines and "water circulation 

arrows"?  
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2. Can ADFG also hard copy "in" on the respective map and identify the 

commercial fish management type and "designated harvest corridors"? 

I've listened to and have a copy of Andrew (Andy) Barclay's, from the Gene 

Conservation Lab, "Cook Inlet Coho Salmon Genetic Projects Update".  

3. Could ADFG have Andy put the 2016 "offshore test fish" catch per unit effort (cpue) on 

the test fish line between Anchor River and to Red River on the west side of the inlet?  

4. And, follow up with respective cpue "pie charts" per respective test fish site and each 

time test fishing was done(?). 

 

There has been no success in finding Andy Barclay's report documentation for the 

accomplished genetics work out side of this project update. 

 

I am assuming it is still under review process.  

5. If that is the case, after how many years have the first reports been submitted and not 

available for the "public" to peruse the reports? The likelihood of "data results" is not 

going to change. Therein, the rest of the report(s) is purely "syntax" related. With that, in 

many institutions, reports are presented available as "drafts".  

6. Can ADFG provide drafts of these reports? 

7. With the additional "draft" genetic information can Andy provide and log onto the same 

map all the, where applicable, data points of additional information derived from the 

"draft" reports? 
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Sockeye Salmon Background. 
 
During the early years of the USGS survey parties were sent to many locations in the 
Alaska. One survey party was headed by C E Wilson in 1922. His report bulletin took in 
Cottonwood Creek, Meadow Creek and Lake Creek (Nancy Lake). The Alaska Railroad 
would have been nearing completion. Still at the time the trail to mining districts from 
Seward to Knik and Knik to Ophir, Flat, Iditarod was being used as a supply corridor, 
passenger corridor, and mail service. The mode of transportation was accomplished 
through the use of sled dogs. To feed these dogs, their primary food was fish (salmon) 
due to its easy availability. At a stop on the RR known as Nancy, Wilson describes 
"bales of salmon" heading out to Susitna Station on the trail to be used in feeding the 
work horse sled dogs of the time. Of course salmon were bountiful at that time and the 
bales being shipped out were from Nancy Lake. 
 
By memorandum from Tim McKinley, Regional Research Coordinator, Region II, 
Division old Sport Fish and Jack W. Ericsson, Regional Research Coordinator, Region 
II, Division of Commercial Fisheries thru their respective Regional Supervisors 
respectively, Thomas D. Vania and Bert Lewis, to, respectively, Dave Rutz and Sam 
Rabung, "All UCI escapement goals were last reviewed by the department (Erickson et 
al. 2017) during the 2016-2017 Alaska Board of Fisheries (board) cycle." 
 
"Between November 2018 and February 2019, an inter divisional salmon escapement 
goal review committee, including staff from the divisions of Commercial Fisheries and 
Sport Fish, met five times and reviewed existing salmon escapement goals in the UCI 
management area." 
 
"The review was based on the [Policy for the management of sustainable salmon 
fisheries (5AAC 39.222)] and the [Policy for statewide salmon escapement goals(5 AAC 
39.233)]". 
 
BEG, biological escapement goal, "means the escapement that provides the greatest 
potential for maximum sustained yield". 
 
SEG, sustainable escapement goal, "means a level of escapement, indicated by an 
index or an escapement estimate, that is known to provide for sustained yield over a 5 
to 10 year period, used in situations where a BEG cannot be estimated or manages for". 
 
"Accordingly, the committee also determined the appropriate goal type (BEG or SEG) 
for each salmon stock with an existing goal." 
 
"Based on the quality and quantity of available data, the committee determined the most 
appropriate methods to evaluate the escapement goals." 
 
"Escapement goals were evaluated for UCI stocks using a variety of methods: 1) 
spawner-recruit analysis, 2) yield analyses, 3) available smolt and fry information, and 
(or) 4) the percentile approach (Clark et al. 2014)." 
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At Big Lake, the weir based sustainable escapement goal (SEG) of 15,000-45,000 was 
established in 2017.  
 
"The committee updated the escapement time series through 2018 and concluded that 
updating the analysis for this stock would not likely result in a substantially different 
escapement goal; therefore the committee recommends no change at this time." 
 
8. Comparatively, which of the two, BEG or SEG, is the more accurate way to get at 

defining an escapement goal? 

9. Are the words "indicated" by an index or an escapement "estimate" utilizing more than 

rudimentary information? Pretty much a "swag", scientific wild ass guess? 

From 1976 thru 1989 the average smolt production was 517,042 fish. 

The potential smolt production of Big Lake based on euphotic volume model (Koenings 

et al. 1989) is 1.2 million optimum-size sockeye salmon smolts; in addition, the potential 

smolt production based on zooplankton  biomass (1985 data) indicates a standing stock 

of zooplankton suitable to support production of 1.06 million optimum-size sockeye 

salmon smolts. The actual production of sockeye salmon smolts 1976-1989 averaged 

517,042 or roughly 50% of the potential production. 

 

10. With more definitive information why is not the BEG used? 

11. Why is not a BEG goal higher than the 15,000-45,000  SEG figure being used? 

In the Big Lake drainage, sockeye salmon escapement enumeration counts began in 

1936. The mean escapement 1936-1978 was 54,895.  With the first returns in 1979 of 

hatchery production with wild fish, the mean escapement was 81,989.  

12. Considering the above, how was the SEG of 15,000-45,000 derived? 

And, a comparison of sockeye salmon escapement into the Big Lake drainage from 

1979-1989 shows no relationship to the escapement of sockeye salmon into the Susitna 

River drainage. The figure below reveals dissimilar trends in escapement levels due to 

the increased additional hatchery component fish. 
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Questions pertaining to lakes having returns of sockeye salmon.  

Bullet statement: In rearing limited lakes, smolt biomass production becomes a 

function of zooplankton biomass. 

 

"Biological escapement goal (BEG): Escapement that provides the greatest potential for 

maximum sustained yield." 

"Sustainable escapement goal (SEG): Level of escapement indicated by an index or an 

escapement estimate, that is known to provide sustained yield over a 5 to 10 year 

period." 

13. How many lakes in upper cook inlet have designated escapement goals?  

14. Of these, how many were escapement goals were determined by BEG? How many by 

SEG? 

15. Were any escapement goals in part determined from a lakes trophic profile? 

16. Were any escapement goals in part determined from euphotic volume? 

17. In one place, where can we find the names of lakes having escapement goals in the 

Susitna drainage, Yentna drainage, and watersheds emptying into Knik Arm? 

Potpourri:  

18. What is the turn-around time from the point of collection through analysis of samples 

taken for genetic purposes of stock ID during the Bristol Bay test fishery to be made 

available to fish managers? 

19. Same question, only for Cook Inlet? 

Regarding the percentile approach in establishing SEGs, instead of 4 tiers, there will be 3... And 

the justification for that is(?) and goes on to state 3 tiers can also be used in developing lower-

bound SEGs for stocks with low to moderate average harvests 

20. How do you know what a low to average harvest rate is for escapements on a downward 

trend due to unchecked harvest because of lack of stock identity at the harvest site? 

The percentile statement, results are expectations across a large number of simulated stocks 

and that implementation of the percentile method on an individual stock would be subject to 

greater variability in performance. 

Focus on the word, "expectations" and then absorb the remainder of the sentence. 
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Expectations should not be acceptable, only actual data is and the best method is through 

genetic sampling to support and answer all sorts of management issues. 

Comment to the "percentile statement"....of greater variability in performance;  of course it 

would..........the diverse unpredictable/variable exploitation is more highly "undetectable" for 

drainages of lesser escapement. 

Carrying this out, by lumping drainages into 4 sub-basins, the inordinate potential 

harvest of greater SEG drainages adversely affects through their interception, 

contributory drainages of less escapement. Successive years of this occurrence drives 

the lesser escapement drainage(s) farther and farther downward and ultimately maybe 

unknowingly end up having no escapement in a drainage(s). 

 

The lumping of drainages into sub-basins while in conjunction with the use of percentile 

approach for SEGs cannot be an acceptable scientific management practice in 

achieving escapements for all drainages, big or small, to the cumulative composite  of a 

sustainable return for recruitment. 

 

21. Does it not make sense, more drainages with drainage system supportable annual 

escapement recruitment protects the sustainability of the resource better? Rather than 

the lumping into basins and percentiling only to risk getting a downward cyclical spiral 

which diminishes what everyone is trying to seek? 

As evidenced for decades now, the importance of Upper Cook Inlet is just a thorn for 

management whose sole priority is the Kenai River. Having in house Comm Fish staff 

design such practices is pretty much a bias in itself. 

 

Until there is greater real time data for managers to use, a far more conservative 

approach should be taken and that means the identity of every drainage is important. 

The risk of the outlined end product is far to great in this day and age of high demand 

on the resource.  

 

Final question, re: percentile approach to determining escapement goals, added 

comprehensive drainage overview, and economic study.  

 

To follow this discussion leading to question(s), one needs to reference in quick terms 

the biological escapement goal (BEG) is escapement providing the "GREATEST 

POTENTIAL" for "MAXIMUM SUSTAINED YIELD" 
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and 

 

That sustainable escapement goal (SEG) means a level of escapement "INDICATED" 

by an index or an "ESCAPEMENT ESTIMATE" that is known to provide sustained yield 

over a 5 (FIVE) to 10 (TEN) year period where BEG cannot be determined. Key words, 

"indicated" and escapement estimate. 

 

In perusing, Review of salmon escapement goals in Upper Cook Inlet, Alaska, 2016, 

one has to consciously find where a BEG goal exists, inclusive of chinook, coho, and 

sockeye. 

 

From roughly the latter 80s through about mid 2000s, across the board, chinook, coho, 

and sockeye were consistently falling well within "current escapement goal ranges". 

 

In 3 years, why this table exists is a question, 2013-2015, two of those 3 fell below 

current escapement goal SEG while the third was as if a mood swing occurred and 

reached into the SEG. It is odd the erratic difference amongst those years of 

escapement. 

 

Changes in escapement goal ranges from the "current escapement goal" began the 

precursor of a trend of ratcheting down goals as escapements roughly after 

escapements began diminishing from 2005 on. 

 

And now the system seems to be on the cusp of that happening again. 

 

Going back to prior questions of the validity of how representative the "percentile 

approach" is as related to SEG for Upper Cook Inlet when escapements under "current 

escapement goals" in many cases barely meet the lower end of SEG that is an already 

"refined" version of the SEG per "recommended escapement goal" seems questionable.  

 

22.  Is this wrong? 

 

23.  At what point does this arrive at, to come out and say this system does not work? 

 

If there is any doubt as to whether this is happening, consider two things, regulation 

changes in a number of years to try and meet escapement goals 
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AND 

 

"Contribution of recreational fishing in the Matanuska-Susitna Borough to the local 

economy" as reports in 2009 and 2019 clearly indicate a like image of what's happening 

to escapements in Upper Cook Inlet drainages which is a descending magnitude in both 

cases. 

 

Out of curiosity, modeling for escapement of the Kenai-Kasilof areas was looked at. 

Here are the models used; spawner abundance adult return yields, return-per-spawner, 

classic Ricker model, Markov Table, Beverton-Holt model, Hockey Stick model, Brood 

Interaction model, Cushing Model, and Autoregressive Ricker model. 

 

24.  There are how many of the above models being used in Upper Cook Inlet? And 

of that paucity, how many are not dependent on an "INDICATED ESCAPEMENT 

INDEX" or an"ESCAPEMENT ESTIMATE"? 

 

25.  Repeating, at what point does all this arrive at, to come out and say this system 

does not work? 

 

26. What evidence is there that Turnagain Arm salmon stocks are in better health 

than Susitna River Drainage salmon stocks? or Knik Arm drainage salmon 

stocks?    Is there any reason to believe that commercial harvest rates of 

Turnagain Arm sockeye salmon stocks are lower than harvest rates of Susitna 

sockeye salmon stocks? or Knik Arm sockeye salmon stocks? 

 

27. What triggers the Department in allowing more nets for commercial harvest on 

the Eastside of the Northern District after it has issued an emergency order 

seeking to reduce the Northern District harvest of Susitna Sockeye? 

 

28. Several years now the Department has been expanding the number of nets 

allowed to some Northern District set netters in early August by emergency 

order.   Important Northern District sport coho salmon fisheries have had to be 

restricted or closed after the emergency order allowing more Northern District 

nets targeting coho salmon.    How does the Department determine if the 

emergency order will be issued to allow additional Northern District commercial 

nets in August? 
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29. From guided logbook data, During the month of May how many guided anglers 
fished the Susitna River drainage? and how many king salmon did they harvest 
from the Susitna River drainage during the month of May for each year of the 
guided logbook program? 

 
30. How did the 2019 management of commercial cook inlet salmon fisheries impact 

returns in the Northern District and Mat-Su Drainages? 
 

31. Why is the Department recommending fishing for King Salmon only 4 days a 
year on the Parks Highway streams? 

 
32. What are the effects of King Salmon fishing in early May and early June in Unit 

2 and Talkeetna River? How many fish would be harvested if a king fishery was 
allowed in unit 2 during May? 

 
33. At the January 24, 2019 meeting between ADF&G and the Mat-Su Borough Fish and 

Wildlife Commission, the question was asked about what criteria the department would 

use to delist a stock of concern. Their written reply was, “To remove a stock from SOC 

status, that stock should have met escapement or yield objectives over a recent four or 

five-year period and the escapements should fall throughout the range of the escapement 

goal….” 

At this BOF workshop, when a board member brought up that escapement goals had not 
been met consecutively over the past four or five recent years for all indicator systems 
the department monitors for the Susitna drainage and questioned what criteria the 
department was using to delist Susitna/Yentna sockeye, he was told that each system is 
unique and must be examined on a case-by-case basis. 
 

Which approach do you want? Why? 
 
34. ADF&G is making major changes in their king salmon management scheme for the 

Susitna drainage. Rather than continuing to manage on a drainage by drainage basis, 

the department plans to divide the area into four “sub-basins:” the Yentna; Deshka; 

Talkeetna; and Eastside Susitna Rivers and manage each sub-basin as a unit. 

One puzzling aspect is that the “new” recommended escapement goals don’t appear to 
be related to the original goals for each system contained in that sub-basin. Also, several 
areas are being downgraded from having a “biological escapement goal” or BEG, to 
having a “sustainable escapement goal” or SEG. 
 
How did you arrive at the proposed sub-basin escapement goals and how will these sub-
basins be managed compared to the previous individual drainages management 
scheme? Which “indicator systems” would be monitored within each sub-basin to see if 
escapement goals are being met? 
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35. The entire Northern Cook Inlet King Salmon Fishery (except Eklutna) was closed 

preseason and remained closed in 2019.  Is this likely to occur again in 2020? 

 

36. When can we expect the 2020 Northern King Salmon outlook to be announced?  And 

what is the timeline for 2020 season starting king salmon emergency orders (if any)? 

 

37. What are divisional salmon research and management project priorities for Upper Cook 

Inlet?  And please identify any programs that are likely to be eliminated because of 

reduced funding. 
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MSB Fish and Wildlife Commission 

2019 Scheduled Meetings 

DATE TIME PLACE  TOPIC 
November 21 5:00 LLCR Regular Meeting 

December 4 2:00 LLCR Special Meeting 
BOF Booklet 

December 5 2:00 Assembly 
Chambers – 

Back half 

Summary 
Meeting with 

ADF&G 

December 12 2:00 Conference 
Room 203 

Special Meeting 
BOF Booklet 

December 19 5:00 LLCR Regular Meeting 

    

    
 

  

Fish and Wildlife Commission Packet 
November 21, 2019          Page 23 of 32



MSB Fish and Wildlife Commission 

2020 Meeting Schedule - TENTATIVE 

DATE TIME PLACE  TOPIC 
January 16 5:00 LLCR Regular 

Meeting 

February 7 – 19 All Day Egan 
Convention 

Center 

Board of 
Fisheries 
Meetings 

February 27 5:00 LLCR Regular 
Meeting 

March 19 5:00 LLCR Regular 
Meeting 

April 16 5:00 LLCR Regular 
Meeting 

May 21 5:00 LLCR Regular 
Meeting 

September 17 5:00 LLCR Regular 
Meeting 

October 15 5:00 LLCR Regular 
Meeting 

November 19 5:00 LLCR Regular 
Meeting 

December 17 5:00 LLCR Regular 
Meeting 
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MATANUSKA-SUSITNA BOROUGH 
Planning and Land Use Department 

Planning Division 
350 East Dahlia Avenue  Palmer, AK  99645 

Phone (907) 861-7833  Fax (907) 861-7876 

www.matsugov.us    planning@matsugov.us 

 

Providing Outstanding Borough Services to the Matanuska-Susitna Community 
Ted Eischeid, Planner II 

Supporting Environmental Planning and the MSB Fish & Wildlife Commission 
Ted.eischeid@matsugov.us Ph. 907.861-8606, Cell 795-6281 

21 November 2019 

RE: BOF Goals 

 

Our 2020 Proposals: 133 (p. 135); 199 (p. 180), 215 (p. 194), 217 (p. 198), 219 (p. 200). 

 

2020 Goals 

1. Improve the conservation corridor concept and the management actions that regulate 

the conservation corridor. 

2. Continue to protect Stocks Of Concern. 

 

 

 

FWC BOF Goals from past cycles: 

 

2017 

I Meeting Outcome Goals  
There were four MSBFWC outcome goals for the 2017 Board of Fish Meeting:  

 

1) Continue to protect Stocks of Concern – particularly Susitna Sockeye  

• Continue the use of terminal stock fishery management using the expanded harvest corridor  

•  

2) Maintain the Conservation Corridor in its current form  

• Amend boundaries of Anchor point section to the original intent  

•  

3) Limit commercial drift gillnet fishery in August to avoid excessive coho harvest  

• Preserve the transition plan (1% rule) for commercial drift fishery from sockeye to coho salmon  

• Block extension of the fishery into the pink salmon run at the certain detriment to the coho salmon 

fishery  

•  

4) Personal Use Fishery. Maintain or extend personal use fishing opportunity for Alaskan residents of 

the Northern District who choose to harvest salmon with net gear.  
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2014 

I. Meeting Outcome Goals 

There were three MSBFWC outcome goals for the 2014 Board of Fish Meeting: 

1) Move sufficient numbers of salmon to Northern District waters for escapement 

purposes and to sustain recreational and personal use needs.   

2) Transition plan for commercial drift fishery from sockeye to coho salmon 

3)  Personal Use Fishery.  Maintain or extend personal use fishing opportunity for Alaskan 

residents of the Northern District who choose to harvest salmon with net gear. 

 

 

 

2011 

Meeting Outcome Goals 

There were six MBRSC outcome goals for the 2011 Board of Fish Meeting: 

1) Species Management Priorities.  Restore and reassert the sport priority for chinook and 

coho salmon stocks destined for the Northern District. 

2) Northern District Chinook salmon.  Adopt and have management follow conservation 

actions directed toward Northern District Chinook salmon stocks. 

3) Coho salmon fishing opportunity.  Increase sport fishing opportunities for coho salmon in 

Upper Cook Inlet 

4) Susitna Sockeye Stock of Concern.   Adopt meaningful conservation measures for 

Susitna Sockeye 

5) Conservation Corridor.  Establish effective passage of sockeye and coho salmon to 

Northern District waters through the use of a conservation corridor.  

Personal Use Fishery.  Personal Use Fishery Maintain or extend personal use fishing 

opportunity for Alaskan residents of the Northern District who choose to harvest salmon 

with net gear 
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Central District Drift Gillet Fishery Management Plan 

Proposal 133 -- would amend regulations in the Central District Drift Gillnet 
Fishery Management Plan in a way that still allows commercial harvest, but also 
allows additional  passage of Northern Cook Inlet salmon through to Northern 
Cook Inlet waters.  Matanuska Susitna Borough FIsh and Wildlife Commission's 
 highest priority proposal 

127 -- Seeks a specific harvest allocation of 60 - 80% of northern bound sockeye 
and coho salmon to be harvested in Northern Cook Inlet Fisheries.    Matanuska 
Valley AC 

124 -- Would add language to the Central District drift gillnet fishery 
management plan to minimize harvest of Northern District salmon 
stocks to provide inriver users reasonable harvest opportunity and also 
to minimize harvest of Kenai coho salmon to provide reasonable 
opportunity for sport and guided sport uses.  Alaska Outdoor Council

Northern District Salmon Management Plan 

204 -- Would include "Inriver Uses" in the Northern District Salmon Management 
Plan as a management priority for Northern Cook Inlet salmon stocks.   Kristine 
Ogonowski 

205 -- Seeks clarification in the Northern District Salmon Management Plan 
concerning the purpose language to "Minimize"  the commercial harvest of 
Northern District coho salmon.   Provides Alaska Department of Fish and Game 
data showing commercial harvests exceeding sport harvests of coho salmon as a 
long term trend despite the "Minimize" language in the plan. 

Susitna River Personal Use Opportunity Proposals

234 -- 238   Any of these proposals could be used to create a personal use dip 
net fishery in the lower Susitna River drainage.  Each proposal has different 
suggestions that might be useful in establishing a conservative inriver personal 
use fishery opportunity.   Proposals by Matanuska Valley AC, Southcentral Alaska 
Dipnetters Association, Kristine Ogonowski, Frede Stier, Richard Sanderlin. 

BOF Proposals to support/oppose - A. Couch, 11/18/2019
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Northern Cook Inlet Area King Salmon Management Plans 

Collaborative proposals developed by the Matanuska Susitna Borough Fish and 
Wildlife Commission with contributions by Kevin Delaney,  Alaska Department of 
Fish and Game Northern Management Area staff: Sam Ivey and Samantha 
Oslund, and including input from commercial staff. 

199 — Northern District King Salmon Management Plan — would put shared 
conservation burdens for sport and commercial fisheries during times of shortage 
into regulation.  

215 —Susitna and Yentna River King Salmon Management Plan — would put 
sport fishery emergency restriction practices into regulation. 

217  Deshka River King Salmon Management Plan — would put emergency 
restriction practices into regulation — would also include new option to harvest 
small king salmon for sport with fishing half periods for Northern District 
commercial as a possible conservation measure. 

219  Little Susitna River King Salmon Management Plan — would put emergency 
restriction practices into regulation — which would also include Little Susitna 
River  conservation actions paired with the General Subdistrict commercial 
conservation actions. 

Keani River Dip Netting in August  

145 -- This proposal could be used to harvest some of the surplus sockeye 
salmon returning to the Kenai River in August by the personal use dipnet fishery. 
If personal use Kenai River sockeye salmon harvests were allowed inriver during 
early August, less interception of Northern Bound salmon stocks would likely 
occur in the Central District of Upper Cook Inlet.    Personal use dip net harvest 
during August would also take coho salmon.         Neil DeWitt. 

Allocation Criteria 

Proposal 78 -- seeks to adjust the allocation criteria for Upper Cook Inlet so that 
providing reasonable noncommercial salmon n harvest opportunities may not be 
as easily avoided by some Board of Fisheries members.  Kenai River 
Sportfishing Association 
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MSB Fish and Wildlife Commission Information 

Meetings are held September through May, on the third Thursday of the 
month at 5:00 PM, at the main Borough building, 350 E. Dahlia Avenue, 
Palmer. The public is welcome and encouraged to attend these meetings. 

For more information on the MSB Fish and Wildlife 
Commission contact Ted Eischeid at 

907-861-8606 | ted.eischeid@matsugov.us  
https://www.matsugov.us/boards/fishcommission 
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How You Can Help Protect Mat-Su Salmon? 

1. Provide testimony at the Board of Fisheries meeting. 
2. Support the five proposals of the MSB Fish and Wildlife Commission by being 

present at the meeting: 
 Proposal 133: Central District Drift Gillnet Fishery Management Plan 
 Proposal 199: Northern District King Salmon Management Plan 
 Proposal 215: Susitna and Yentna Rivers King Salmon Fishery Mgmt. Plan 
 Proposal 217: Deshka River King Salmon Fishery Management Plan 
 Proposal 219: Little Susitna River King Salmon Fishery Management Plan 

 
These actions will assist in getting the message across that salmon fishing in the 
Matanuska-Susitna Borough is affected by the regulations the Board of Fisheries 
approve. 

 
BOARD OF FISHERIES MEETING: February 7 – 19, 2020 
Eagan Center, Anchorage, AK 
www.boards.adfg.state.ak.us 
907-465-4110                                           Follow for BOF Proposals 
 

 

How You Can Help Protect Mat-Su Salmon? 

1. Provide testimony at the Board of Fisheries meeting. 
2. Support the five proposals of the MSB Fish and Wildlife Commission by being 

present at the meeting: 
 Proposal 133: Central District Drift Gillnet Fishery Management Plan 
 Proposal 199: Northern District King Salmon Management Plan 
 Proposal 215: Susitna and Yentna Rivers King Salmon Fishery Mgmt. Plan 
 Proposal 217: Deshka River King Salmon Fishery Management Plan 
 Proposal 219: Little Susitna River King Salmon Fishery Management Plan 

 
These actions will assist in getting the message across that salmon fishing in the 
Matanuska-Susitna Borough is affected by the regulations the Board of Fisheries 
approve. 

 
BOARD OF FISHERIES MEETING: February 7 – 19, 2020 
Eagan Center, Anchorage, AK 
www.boards.adfg.state.ak.us 
907-465-4110                                           Follow for BOF Proposals 

How You Can Help… 

The MSB Fish and Wildlife Commission, has five proposal submitted to the Alaska 
Board of Fisheries for consideration: 

 Proposal 133: Central District Drift Gillnet Fishery Management Plan 

 Proposal 199: Northern District King Salmon Management Plan 

 Proposal 215: Susitna and Yentna Rivers King Salmon Fishery Mgmt. Plan 

 Proposal 217: Deshka River King Salmon Fishery Management Plan 

 Proposal 219: Little Susitna River King Salmon Fishery Management Plan 
 

Your support at the meetings would be helpful in getting the message across that 
the Matanuska-Susitna Borough salmon fishing is affected by the regulations the 
Board of Fisheries approve. 

BOARD OF FISHERIES MEETING:  
February 7 – 19, 2020 
Eagan Center, Anchorage, AK 
Click the QR code for the BOF Proposals 

 

 

How You Can Help Protect Mat-Su Salmon? 

1. Provide testimony at the Board of Fisheries meeting. 
2. Support the five proposals of the MSB Fish and Wildlife Commission by being 

present at the meeting: 
 Proposal 133: Central District Drift Gillnet Fishery Management Plan 
 Proposal 199: Northern District King Salmon Management Plan 
 Proposal 215: Susitna and Yentna Rivers King Salmon Fishery Mgmt. Plan 
 Proposal 217: Deshka River King Salmon Fishery Management Plan 
 Proposal 219: Little Susitna River King Salmon Fishery Management Plan 

 
These actions will assist in getting the message across that salmon fishing in the 
Matanuska-Susitna Borough is affected by the regulations the Board of Fisheries 
approve. 

 
BOARD OF FISHERIES MEETING: February 7 – 19, 2020 
Eagan Center, Anchorage, AK 
www.boards.adfg.state.ak.us 
907-465-4110                                           Follow for BOF Proposals 
 

 

How You Can Help Protect Mat-Su Salmon? 

1. Provide testimony at the Board of Fisheries meeting. 
2. Support the five proposals of the MSB Fish and Wildlife Commission by being 

present at the meeting: 
 Proposal 133: Central District Drift Gillnet Fishery Management Plan 
 Proposal 199: Northern District King Salmon Management Plan 
 Proposal 215: Susitna and Yentna Rivers King Salmon Fishery Mgmt. Plan 
 Proposal 217: Deshka River King Salmon Fishery Management Plan 
 Proposal 219: Little Susitna River King Salmon Fishery Management Plan 

 
These actions will assist in getting the message across that salmon fishing in the 
Matanuska-Susitna Borough is affected by the regulations the Board of Fisheries 
approve. 

 
BOARD OF FISHERIES MEETING: February 7 – 19, 2020 
Eagan Center, Anchorage, AK 
www.boards.adfg.state.ak.us 
907-465-4110                                           Follow for BOF Proposals 
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MATANUSKA-SUSITNA BOROUGH 
Fish & Wildlife Commission 

Planning and Land Use Department 

Planning Division 
350 East Dahlia Avenue  Palmer, AK  99645 

Phone (907) 861-7833  Fax (907) 861-7876 

www.matsugov.us    planning@matsugov.us 

 

Providing Outstanding Borough Services to the Matanuska-Susitna Community 
Ted Eischeid, Planner II 

Supporting Environmental Planning and the MSB Fish & Wildlife Commission. 
Ted.Eischeid@matsugov.us Ph. 907.861-8606, MSB Cell 795-6281 

RE: Board of Fisheries Work for the Feb. 7-19 Upper Cook Inlet Finfish Meetings. 

 

Mission:  

The MSB Fish & Wildlife Commission (FWC), a public commission formed in 2007, 

represents the interest of the Borough in the conservation and allocation of fish, wildlife, 

and habitat. This paper summarizes the FWC’s work to advocate for salmon returns to 

Mat-Su streams for the benefit of residents at the 2020 Board of Fisheries meeting. 

 

What: 

The FWC has five proposals before the Alaska Board of Fisheries (BOF) for 

consideration at their February 7-19 Upper Cook Inlet Finfish meeting at the Egan Center 

in Anchorage. These proposals are designed to return more salmon to MSB waters, You 

can read more about the proposals here: 

 Proposal 133: Central District Drift Gillnet Fishery Management Plan. 

 Proposal 199: Northern District King Salmon Management Plan. 

 Proposal 215: Create a Susitna and Yentna Rivers King Salmon Fishery Mgmt. Plan. 

 Proposal 217: Create a Deshka River King Salmon Fishery Mgmt. Plan. 

 Proposal 219: Create a Little Susitna River King Salmon Fishery Mgmt. Plan. 

Why: 

Salmon fishing in the Mat-Su has long been a popular and important activity enjoyed by 

residents and visitors alike. Recent economic studies show that salmon fishing in the 

Mat-Su has a huge economic impact, but angler effort and economic impact has been 

declining as salmon returns to local streams have declined. The FWC proposals 

submitted to the BOF for consideration, especially Proposal 133, are designed to increase 

salmon returns and the benefits they bring to the Mat-Su economy and residents. 
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What you can do? 

If you believe the BOF should take actions to return more fish to the Mat-Su waters, 

please send your comments to the BOF by January 23, 2020, online at: 

http://www.adfg.alaska.gov/index.cfm?adfg=process.comments 

Be sure to choose “Upper Cook Inlet Finfish” in the comments dropdown box. 

 

More information: 

MSB FWC Web Site: https://www.matsugov.us/boards/fishcommission 

Alaska BOF: http://www.adfg.alaska.gov/index.cfm?adfg=fisheriesboard.main 

 

Questions? 

Please contact Ted Eischeid, MSB Planner II, staff liaison for the FWC: 

Ted.eischeid@matsugov.us 

Ph. 861-8606 

Mat-Su Borough DSJ Building 

350 E. Dahlia Ave. 

Palmer AK 99645 
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