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Total area (sg. miles)

State lands

Native Corporation lands

Local Government lands

Private lands

Other lands

109 square miles
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23 %
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Background

Human caused brown bear mortality in Units 7 & 15
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Background
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Background

Brown Bear Harvest in Units 7 & 15
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Background

Units 7 & 15 Brown Bear Harvest Chronology (2011-2021)
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Background
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Proposal 138

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 139

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Background
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Background

Human caused adult female brown bear mortality in Units 7 & 15
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Background
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Background

Brown Bear Harvest in Units 7 & 15

Number of Harvests

Spring
Season
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Background

Units 7 & 15 Brown Bear Harvest Chronology (2011-2021)
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Background
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Proposal 139

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 140

Effect of Proposal

Recommendation
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272

Background

Human caused brown bear mortality in Units 7 & 15

Total Bear Mortality
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Background
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Background

Brown Bear Harvest in Units 7 & 15

Number of Harvests
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Season
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Background

Units 7 & 15 Brown Bear Harvest Chronology (2011-2021)
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Background
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Proposal 140

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 141

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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[—— !roposal !!! !’!
T NNl G : I ‘

279

Background
\Units 14, 18, 1C%, 1D%, 2-3,5,6A,68,6C  Apri15-lun.15

Apr. 15-Jun. 10

Jul. 1-Oct. 15
Apr. 15-Jun. 30

Unit 18 Apr 1-June 30
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Background

&
=)
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Unit 07 Black Bear Harvest Chronology (2011-2021)
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Background

Units 7 & 15 Brown Bear Harvest Chronology (2011-2021)

Taken Over Bait
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Date of Harvest

Number of Harvested Bears
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Proposal 141

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 142

Effect of Proposal

ion

Recommendat
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Background

Areas Open for Bear Baiting

Units 1A, 1B, 1C*, 1D*, 2-3, 5, 6A, 6B, 6C Apr. 15-Jun. 15
Unit 6D* Apr. 15-Jun. 10
Units 7%, 9, 11-13%, 14A*, 14B*, 14C remainder*, 15*, 19A, Apr. 15-Jun. 30

19B, 19C, 19D remainder, 19E, 20**, 21A, 21B, 21E, 23, 24A,
24B, 25A, 25B, and 25C

Unit 16* Jul. 1-Oct. 15
Apr. 15-Jun. 30

Unit 17 Apr 15-May 31
Unit 18 Apr 1-June 30

Unit 19D East Predation Control Area: those portions of the Aug. 1-Sep. 30
Kuskokwim River drainage within Unit 19D upstream from Apr. 15-Jun. 30
Selatna River drainage and the Black River drainage, Units 21C,

21D, 24C, 24D, and 25D
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Background

Unit 07 Black Bear Harvest Chronology (2011-2021)
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Background

Unit 15 Black Bear Harvest Chronology (2011-2021)
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Proposal 142

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 143

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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293

Background

294

147



RC 4 Tab 6.2

Proposal 143

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 144

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Background

298

149



RC 4 Tab 6.2

Background
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Proposal 144

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 145

Effect of Proposal

Recommendation

301
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Background
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Proposal 145

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 146

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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!roposal !!! !U ’
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Background
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Proposal 146

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 147

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 147

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 148

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Background
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Proposal 148

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :

317

Proposal 149

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Background
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Proposal 149

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 150

Effect of Proposal

ion

Recommendat
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Background
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Background
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Proposal 150

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 151

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Background
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Background
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Proposal 151

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 152

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Background
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Background
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Proposal 152

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 153

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Background
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Proposal 153

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 154

Effect of Proposal

Recommendation
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Background
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Background
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Proposal 154

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 155

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Background

Annual Number of Beaver Trapped in Unit 15C (2001-2021)

Number of Trapped Beavers

2020

2010 2015
Regulatory Year

2000 2005

Beaver Activity 2018
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Proposal 155

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 156

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Background

Annual Number of Beaver Trapped in Unit 15C (2001-2021)
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Proposal 156

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 157

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Background

361

Background

Annual Number of Beavers Trapped in Unit 7 (2001-2021)

2

Number of Trapped Beavers
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Proposal 157

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 158

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Background
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Proposal 158

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 159

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :

367

Background

Annual Number of Wolverines Harvested
Units 7 & 15 (2001-2021)
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Proposal 159

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 160

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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371
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Background

Background

Annual Number of Beaver Trapped in Units 7 & 15 (2001-2021)
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Proposal 160

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 161

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Background
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Background
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Proposal 161

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :

377

Proposal 162

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Background
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Background

381

Proposal 162

Effect of Proposal :

Recommendation :
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Proposal 163

Rescind the bag limit restrictions for sea duck hunting in Unit 15C

Department Position: Neutral
Proposed by: Alaska Waterfowl Association

Advisory Committee Votes:

Support Oppose
Central Peninsula Homer
Anchorage
Seldovia
Seward
383
383
Prop. 163
Background 0P

In Units 5-7; 9, 10 (Unimak Isl.), 14, remainder 15, 16
Residents: 10/20 per day/possession; 6/12 harlequin and long-tailed duck

Nonresidents: 8/20 per day/possession; 4 each of any species per season; 20
of all species per season

Set by board in 2010:

In Unit 15C

Residents: 10/20 per day/possession; 2/4 harlequin and long-tailed duck; 1/2
eider

Nonresidents: 8/20 per day/possession; 2/4 harlequin and long-tailed duck;
1/2 eider; 4 each of any species per season; 20 of all species per season

384

384
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Alaska
Migratory Bird
Hunting Zones

and

Game

Management
Units

Gulf Coast

. ﬁdmk 5
@%0 Aleutians
Alpoun,

o eold,

Prop. 163

Statewide scale of management — 5 Hunt Zones

Statewide —

* Canvasback daily bag/possession

* Spectacled/Steller’s eiders closed

* Harlequin/long-tailed duck daily
bag/possession

Hunt Zone —
¢ General duck bag limits and season
dates

385

Waterfowl Population status and trends

Continental — Waterfowl Breeding Pair and Habitat Survey

Prop. 163

Regional — Waterfowl| Breeding Pair Surveys

Arctic Coastal
Plain

386
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Kachemak Bay winter waterfowl survey RoRgles
March 1999-2003; 2012-14; 2018-19

Nearshore segment —
Offshore segment — USFWS ADFG boat survey

aerial survey transects

e

tower 20 Cotem Yo ot}
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387

387

National Migratory Bird Harvest Survey Prop. 163

Implemented in 1998: 3 components estimate hunting activity and harvest
1. In Alaska — HIP registration linked to purchase of duck stamp
2. HIP registration questionnaire provides sampling framework
3. Diary Survey of hunter harvest — provides harvest estimates of species groups
4q

Parts Collection Survey — allows calculation of species-specific harvest estimates

2. HIP questionnaire

4. Parts Collection Survey
3. Diary Survey v vV vV

Watoriow! Hunting Record

4. PCS - WingBee

1. Duck Stamp

HEaEaE
1 ol

i |

388

388
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Annual Ranges Prop. 163

I wintr Range

&
T

-

I sreeding Range
I winter Range

o
/’/Pacl% é:e

389
389
Population status/trends and harvest Prop. 163
Long-tailed duck _King eider
..". : ‘-
Bpop (1964 -): average -2.9% per year; ACP (1986 -): 1.2% per year; 16,000
il '~y Statewide harvest: 259 per year; -11% per year
ACP (1986 -): -1.4% per year; 49,000 gL PRy Cars perys
Statewide harvest (1999-): 487 per year; 1.7%
per year Common eider
Harlequin duck ST i
Y-K Delta (1988 -): 3% per year; 1600
(1970 -) Christmas Bird Count: 0.5% per year ACP (1986 -): 4% per year; 600
Statewide harvest: 1514 per year; 0.1% per year Statewide harvest: 259 per year; -11% per year
390
390
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Prop. 163
Kachemak Bay winter survey trends

Harlequin Duck Abundance Index Long-tailed Duck Abundance Index

03
S22 18

Average count = 1750 Average count = 400

e aw ey 2 2or 209 =m w2 4w e awt mey 2es 200

* Survey observations of king and common eiders were insufficient to reliably
calculate trends in abundance indices

* KIEI - infrequent observations at ~3 ducks per year
* COEIl - infrequent observations at ~80 ducks per year

301

Prop. 163

Comments:

* Management directed at statewide level or hunt zone scale

» Sea ducks highly mobile across a wide range

* Population status not a concern

* Harvest is relatively low, no concerns of excessive harvest

 Lack information to assess sea duck response if proposal adopted

392
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Proposal 163

Rescind the bag limit restrictions for sea duck hunting in Unit 15C

Department Position: Neutral
Proposed by: Alaska Waterfowl Association

Advisory Committee Votes:

Support Oppose

Central Peninsula Homer
Anchorage
Seldovia
Seward

393

393
Proposal 164
Reduce the bag limit for goldeneye in Units 7 and 15 to
4 per day, 8 in possession

Department Position: Neutral

Proposed by: Homer Fish and Game Advisory Committee

Advisory Committee Votes:

Support Oppose

Homer Seward

Anchorage Central Peninsula

Seldovia

394

394
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Background Frop- 164

Goldeneye in general duck bag -

Current regulation:

In Units 5 - 7; 9, 10 (Unimak Isl.), 14 — 16

Residents and nonresidents: 8/24 per day/possession

Proposal:
In Units 7 and 15
Residents and nonresidents: 4/8 per day/possession

395

395

Annual Ranges Prop. 164

396

396
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Population trend

Waterfowl Breeding Pair and Habitat Survey

Prop. 164

Index trend (1964 -):
-1.2% per year
Average index: 64,000

Last 10 years:
3% per year
Average index: 46,000

397

Kachemak Bay winter survey trends Prop. 164

Abun e
L

(Species Index

Average Annual Change inndex =-0.74%
95% Credible Interval for Change Rate = -2.32 to 0.89

Average count = 3550

U
1999

L B e e e e LA S s s S T
2001 2003 2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015 2017 2019

Survey Year

398
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Statewide Harvest Prop. 164
National Harvest Survey

HIP questionnaire Parts Collection

Long-term average (1999 -)
Barrow’s goldeneye: 1,857 per year
Common goldeneye: 1,083 per year

Long-term trend -
Barrow’s goldeneye: -0.2%
Common goldeneye: -3%

Diary Survey

... Watertowl Hunting Record
=
2

399

Prop. 164

Comments:

* Management directed primarily at statewide scale or at hunt zone in
agreement with scale of monitoring

* No concern for population status and trends

Goldeneyes harvested at low levels in Alaska

Further restrictions in 2 Units are unlikely to provide benefit to the
population in Alaska

400
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Proposal 164

Reduce the bag limit for goldeneye in Units 7 and 15 to
4 per day, 8 in possession

Department Position: Neutral
Proposed by: Homer Fish and Game Advisory Committee

Advisory Committee Votes:

Support Oppose

Homer Seward
Anchorage Central Peninsula
Seldovia

401

401
Proposal 165
Reduce the bag limit for goldeneye in Unit 15C to
4 per day, 8 in possession

Department Position: Neutral

Proposed by: Public

Advisory Committee Votes:

Support Oppose

Homer Seward

Anchorage — TNA Central Peninsula

Support

402

402
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Background Frop-165

Goldeneye in general duck bag -

Current regulation:

In Units 5 - 7; 9, 10 (Unimak Isl.), 14 — 16

Residents and nonresidents: 8/24 per day/possession

Proposal:
In Unit 15C
Residents and nonresidents: 4/8 per day/possession

403

403

Annual Ranges Prop. 165

404
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Population trend Prop. 165

Waterfowl Breeding Pair and Habitat Survey

N\ / Index trend (1964 -):
‘ \ -1.2% per year
Average index: 64,000

Last 10 years:
3% per year
Average index: 46,000

405
s Prop. 165
Kachemak Bay winter survey trends P
(Species Index
o verage A harge s = 0 74%
95% Credible Interval for Change Rate = -2.32 to 0.89
-
Average count = 3550
o T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
wo | am wm as | mo me am 2w s w20
Survey Year
s
e ; 406
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Statewide Harvest Prop. 165
National Harvest Survey

HIP questionnaire Parts Collection Survey

Long-term average (1999 -)
Barrow’s goldeneye: 1,857 per year
Common goldeneye: 1,083 per year

Long-term trend -
Barrow’s goldeneye: -0.2%
Common goldeneye: -3%

Diary Survey

Wateriow Hunting Record

407

Prop. 164

Comments:

* Management directed primarily at statewide scale or at hunt zone in
agreement with scale of monitoring

* No concern for population status and trends
* Goldeneyes harvested at low levels in Alaska

* Further restrictions are unlikely to provide benefit to the population in
Alaska

408
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Proposal 165

Reduce the bag limit for goldeneye in Unit 15C to
4 per day, 8 in possession

Department Position: Neutral
Proposed by: Public

Advisory Committee Votes:

Support Oppose

Homer Seward
Anchorage — TNA Central Peninsula
Seldovia

409

409
Proposal 166
Reduce the bag limit for bufflehead in Units 7 and 15 to
4 per day, 8 in possession
Department Position: Neutral
Proposed by: Homer Fish and Game Advisory Committee
Advisory Committee Votes:
Support Oppose
Homer Seward
Anchorage Central Peninsula
Seldovia
410
410
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Background Fro- 166

Bufflehead in general duck bag -

Current regulation:

In Units 5 - 7; 9, 10 (Unimak Isl.), 14 — 16

Residents and nonresidents: 8/24 per day/possession

Proposal:
In Units 7 and 15
Residents and nonresidents: 4/8 per day/possession

411
Annual Range Prop. 166
I winter Range
412
412
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Population trend Prop. 166

Waterfowl Breeding Pair and Habitat Survey

N\ ' : Index trend (1964 -):
\ 0.3% per year
Average index: 46,000

Last 10 years:
-2% per year
Average index: 43,000

413
H Prop. 166
Kachemak Bay winter survey trends P
Bufflehead Abundance Index
© Average Annual Change in Index = 2.04%
95% Credible Interval for Change Rate = -0.26 to 4.34
5
Average count = 615
- T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
s
414

414
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Statewide Harvest Prop. 166
National Harvest Survey

HIP questionnaire Parts Collection Survey

Long-term average (1999 -)
Bufflehead: 1,200 per year

Long-term trend -
Bufflehead: 0.2% per year

Diary Survey £

... Watertowl Hunting Record
=
2

415

415
Prop. 166
Comments:
* Management directed at statewide or hunt zone level
* No concern for population status and trends
» Bufflehead harvested at low levels in Alaska, unlikely risk of
overharvest
* Further restrictions in 2 Units are unlikely to provide benefit to
regional wintering aggregations or the population in Alaska
416
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Proposal 166
Reduce the bag limit for bufflehead in Units 7 and 15 to
4 per day, 8 in possession

Department Position: Neutral
Proposed by: Homer Fish and Game Advisory Committee

Advisory Committee Votes:

Support Oppose

Homer Seward
Anchorage Central Peninsula
Seldovia

417

417
Proposal 167
Reduce the bag limit for bufflehead in Unit 15C to
4 per day, 8 in possession

Department Position: Neutral

Proposed by: Public

Advisory Committee Votes:

Support Oppose

Homer Seward

Anchorage — TNA Central Peninsula

Seldovia

418

418
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Background Frop-167

Bufflehead in general duck bag -

Current regulation:

In Units 5 - 7; 9, 10 (Unimak Isl.), 14 — 16

Residents and nonresidents: 8/24 per day/possession

Proposal:
In Units 7 and 15
Residents and nonresidents: 4/8 per day/possession

419
Annual Range Prop. 167
I winter Range
420
420
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Population trend Prop. 167

Waterfowl Breeding Pair and Habitat Survey

N\ ' : Index trend (1964 -):
\ 0.3% per year
Average index: 46,000

Last 10 years:
-2% per year
Average index: 43,000

421
H Prop. 167
Kachemak Bay winter survey trends P
Bufflehead Abundance Index
© Average Annual Change in Index = 2.04%
95% Credible Interval for Change Rate = -0.26 to 4.34
Nl R
5
Average count = 615
- T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
s
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Statewide Harvest Prop. 167
National Harvest Survey
HIP questionnaire Parts Collection Survey
Long-term average (1999 -)
Bufflehead: 1,200 per year
Long-term trend -
Bufflehead: 0.2% per year
Diary Survey £
423
423
Prop. 167
Comments:

* Management directed at statewide or hunt zone level

* No concern for population status and trends

Bufflehead harvested at low levels in Alaska, unlikely risk of
overharvest

Further restrictions in are unlikely to provide benefit to regional
wintering aggregations or the population in Alaska
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Proposal 167

Reduce the bag limit for bufflehead in Unit 15C to
4 per day, 8 in possession

Department Position: Neutral
Proposed by: Public

Advisory Committee Votes:

Support Oppose

Homer Seward
Anchorage — TNA Central Peninsula
Seldovia

425

425
Proposal 168
Reduce the bag limit for harlequin ducks in Units 7 and 15 to
1 per day, 2 in possession
Department Position: Neutral
Proposed by: Homer Fish and Game Advisory Committee
Advisory Committee Votes:
Support Oppose
Anchorage Homer
Seward
Central Peninsula
Seldovia
426
426
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Background Frop- 168
Current regulation:
In Units 5-7; 9, 10 (Unimak Isl.), 14 - 16
Residents: 6/12 per day/possession
Nonresidents: 4 each any species per season

Set by board in 2010:
In Unit 15C
Resident and nonresident: 2/4 per day/possession

Proposal:
In Units 7 and 15
Residents and nonresidents: 1/2 per day/possession

427

427

Annual Range Al

LEGEND

- Breeding Range
- Winter Range
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Population trend Prop. 168
Christmas Bird Count

* Primarily road-based community science effort to count
birds every December

* 38 locations in Alaska

* Small-fraction of wintering habitat but provides best

indicator of statewide trend

Slight increasing trend: annual rate of 0.51% (95% Cl: -0.83 —

2.29) since the 1970s

429

429

Kachemak Bay winter survey trends Prop. 163

Harlequin Duck Abundance Index

© 4 Average Annual Change inindex = 1.17%
95% Credible Interval for Change Rate =024 to 261

Average count = 1750
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Survey Year
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Statewide Harvest Prop. 168
National Harvest Survey

HIP questionnaire Parts Collection Survey

Long-term average (1999 -)
Harlequin: 1,514 per year

Long-term trend -
Harlequin: 0.1% per year

Diary Survey <

... Watertowl Hunting Record
=
2

431

Prop. 168

Comments:

* Management directed at statewide or hunt zone

* Trends in CBC and Kachemak Bay appear to be stable

* Harlequin ducks harvested at low levels in Alaska, unlikely risk of
overharvest

* Further restrictions in 2 Units are unlikely to provide benefit to
regional wintering aggregations or the population in Alaska

432
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Proposal 168

Reduce the bag limit for harlequin ducks in Units 7 and 15 to
1 per day, 2 in possession

Department Position: Neutral
Proposed by: Homer Fish and Game Advisory Committee

Advisory Committee Votes:

Support Oppose
Anchorage Homer
Seward
Central Peninsula
Seldovia

433

433
Proposal 169
Reduce the bag limit for harlequin ducks in Unit 15C to
1 per day, 2 in possession
Department Position: Neutral
Proposed by: Public
Advisory Committee Votes:
Support Oppose
Anchorage — TNA Homer
Seward
Central Peninsula
Seldovia
434
434

217



RC 4 Tab 6.2

Background Fro- 169
Current regulation:
In Units 5-7; 9, 10 (Unimak Isl.), 14 - 16
Residents: 6/12 per day/possession
Nonresidents: 4 each any species per season

Set by board in 2010:
In Unit 15C
Resident and nonresident: 2/4 per day/possession

Proposal:
In Units 7 and 15
Residents and nonresidents: 1/2 per day/possession

435

435

Annual Range Al

LEGEND

- Breeding Range
- Winter Range
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Population trend Prop. 168
Christmas Bird Count

* Primarily road-based community science effort to count
birds every December

* 38 locations in Alaska

* Small-fraction of wintering habitat but provides best

indicator of statewide trend

Slight increasing trend: annual rate of 0.51% (95% Cl: -0.83 —

2.29) since the 1970s

437

437

Kachemak Bay winter survey trends Prop. 169

Harlequin Duck Abundance Index

© 4 Average Annual Change inindex = 1.17%
95% Credible Interval for Change Rate =024 to 261

Average count = 1750
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Survey Year
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RC 4 Tab 6.2

Statewide Harvest Prop. 169
National Harvest Survey
HIP questionnaire Parts Collection Survey
Long-term average (1999 -)
Harlequin: 1,514 per year
Long-term trend -
Harlequin: 0.1% per year
Diary Survey <
439
439
Prop. 169
Comments:

* Management directed at statewide or hunt zone
* Trends in CBC and Kachemak Bay appear to be stable

* Harlequin ducks harvested at low levels in Alaska, unlikely risk of

overharvest

* Further restrictions are unlikely to provide benefit to regional
wintering aggregations or the population in Alaska

440

220



RC 4 Tab 6.2

Proposal 169

Reduce the bag limit for harlequin ducks in Unit 15C to
1 per day, 2 in possession

Department Position: Neutral
Proposed by: Public

Advisory Committee Votes:

Support Oppose
Anchorage — TNA Homer
Seward
Central Peninsula
Seldovia

441

441
Proposal 170
Reduce the bag limit for long-tailed ducks in Units 7 and 15 to
1 per day, 2 in possession
Department Position: Neutral
Proposed by: Homer Fish and Game Advisory Committee
Advisory Committee Votes:
Support Oppose
Anchorage Homer
Seward
Central Peninsula
Seldovia
442
442
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Background Frop- 170
Current regulation:
In Units 5 -7; 9, 10 (Unimak Isl.), 14 — 16
Residents: 6/12 per day/possession
Nonresidents: 4 each any species per season

Set by board in 2010:
In Unit 15C
Resident and nonresident: 2/4 per day/possession

Proposal:
In Units 7 and 15
Residents and nonresidents: 1/2 per day/possession

443

443
Annual Range Prop. 170
T
Mﬂ
-Breed'mgﬁangg ‘
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Population trends

Continental — Waterfowl Breeding Pair and Habitat Survey

Prop. 170

Regional — Waterfowl| Breeding Pair Surveys

Arctic Coastal

Index trend (1964 -):
-2.9% per year
Average index: 109,000

Last 10 years:
-11% per year

Average index: 41,000

.| Index trend (1986 -):

-1.4% per year
= Average index: 49,000

Yukon-Kuskokwim Delta

A &7

-1.4% per year
Average ind

Index trend (1988 -):

445

Kachemak Bay winter survey trends

Prop. 170

Long-tailed Duck Abundance Index

Average Annual Change in Index = -0.37%
95% Credible Interval for Change Rate =-2.29 to 159

Average count = 400

T
1999

T
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T
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2005 2007 2009 2011 2013 2015

Suvey Year

T
2019
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Statewide Harvest Prop. 170
National Harvest Survey

HIP questionnaire Parts Collection Survey

Long-term average (1999 -)
Long-tailed duck: 487 per year

Long-term trend -
Long-tailed duck: 1.7% per year

Diary Survey

... Watertowl Hunting Record
=
2

447

Prop. 170

Comments:

* Management directed statewide or hunt zone

* Declining trends in Alaska but long-tailed ducks are abundant

* Long-tailed ducks harvested at low levels in Alaska, unlikely risk of
overharvest

* Further restrictions in 2 Units are unlikely to provide conservation
benefit to the statewide population

448
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Proposal 170

Reduce the bag limit for long-tailed ducks in Units 7 and 15 to

1 per day, 2 in possession

Department Position: Neutral
Proposed by: Homer Fish and Game Advisory Committee

Advisory Committee Votes:

Support Oppose
Anchorage Homer
Seward
Central Peninsula
Seldovia

449

449
Proposal 171
Direct ADF&G to implement a method for accurate
reporting of sea duck harvest for Units 6, 7, and 15
Department Position: Oppose
Proposed by: Homer Fish and Game Advisory Committee
Advisory Committee Votes:
Support Oppose
Homer Seward
Anchorage Central Peninsula
Seldovia
450
450
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Prop. 171

Background

Statewide migratory game bird harvest Survey conducted across 12 regions
survey 1971 - 1997

STATE OF ALASKA
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME

WATERFOWL HUNTER SURVEY
1988 - 1989 — jaa 3

STAW KO 048676
MUMBER 505 40T ANO RETREVED

DEAR HUNTER:
pararion i esded 1o baner monoge Aloska's waterdow. By
7588, you con help msre

ivites in oropar management ond good hunl-
ing fo e tura I you can| remambar 4x6ct number, ive you
imctes. Compiere o form priec
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o
4. DID YOU BUY A FEDERAL DUCK STAMP
IN 19887 YESC NOC

PART  COMPLETE ONLY IF YOU KUNTED)
. PLEASE UST ALL THE PLACES WHERE 10U
HUNTED WATERFOWL. NUMBER OF DATS
HUNTED AT
NUMBER OF BIRDS SHOT AND RETRIEVED,

; |
. IEIEIL]

451

451

National Migratory Bird Harvest Survey o 478

* Implemented in 1998: 3 components estimates of hunting activity and harvest

1. In Alaska — HIP registration linked to purchase of duck stamp

2. HIP registration questionnaire provides sampling framework
3. Diary Survey of hunter harvest — provides harvest estimates of species groups
4q

Parts Collection Survey — allows calculation of species-specific harvest estimates

2. HIP questionnaire
4. Parts Collection Survey

s 3. Diary Survey TV Vv~V 4. PCS - WingBee

1. Duck Stamp @ =

Watortow! Hunti

452
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4 Prop. 171
Waterfowl Population status and trends . e
Regional — Waterfowl| Breeding Pair Surveys

Arctic Coastal
Plain

Continental — Waterfowl Breeding Pair and Habitat Survey

453

Prop. 171

Comments:

* The National Harvest Survey provides statewide estimates of harvest

* Small scale harvest data lacks context of corresponding scale population
status and trends

* Without independent assessment of species composition, susceptible to
species identification errors

* Not useful for larger scale management

* Focuses on small component of the statewide harvest of a population

454
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Proposal 171

Direct ADF&G to implement a method for accurate
reporting of sea duck harvest for Units 6, 7, and 15

Department Position: Oppose
Proposed by: Homer Fish and Game Advisory Committee

Advisory Committee Votes:

Support Oppose

Homer Seward
Anchorage Central Peninsula
Seldovia

455

455
Proposal 172
Require mandatory harvest reporting for sea ducks in
Kachemack Bay in Unit 15C

Department Position: Oppose

Proposed by: Public

Advisory Committee Votes:

Support Oppose

Homer — TNA Seward

Anchorage — TNA Central Peninsula

Seldovia

456

456
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Prop. 172

Background

Statewide migratory game bird harvest Survey conducted across 12 regions
survey 1971 - 1997

STATE OF ALASKA
DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME

WATERFOWL HUNTER SURVEY
1988 - 1989 — jaa 3

STAW KO 048676
MUMBER 505 40T ANO RETREVED

DEAR HUNTER:
pararion i esded 1o baner monoge Aloska's waterdow. By
7588, you con help msre

ivites in oropar management ond good hunl-
ing fo e tura I you can| remambar 4x6ct number, ive you
imctes. Compiere o form priec

&
S e Yo % YL
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— PLACES HNTED —
o8 e a0 TS 4T £
o N A AT A AT AT

o
4. DID YOU BUY A FEDERAL DUCK STAMP
IN 19887 YESC NOC

PART  COMPLETE ONLY IF YOU KUNTED)
. PLEASE UST ALL THE PLACES WHERE 10U
HUNTED WATERFOWL. NUMBER OF DATS
HUNTED AT
NUMBER OF BIRDS SHOT AND RETRIEVED,

; |
. IEIEIL]
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National Migratory Bird Harvest Survey Frop- 172

* Implemented in 1998: 3 components estimates of hunting activity and harvest

1. In Alaska — HIP registration linked to purchase of duck stamp

2. HIP registration questionnaire provides sampling framework
3. Diary Survey of hunter harvest — provides harvest estimates of species groups
4q

Parts Collection Survey — allows calculation of species-specific harvest estimates

2. HIP questionnaire
4. Parts Collection Survey

- 3. Diary Survey TV Vv~V 4. PCS - WingBee

1. Duck Stamp @ =

Watortowl Huni
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4 Prop. 172
Waterfowl Population status and trends . e
Regional — Waterfowl| Breeding Pair Surveys

North
Slope

Continental — Waterfowl Breeding Pair and Habitat Survey

459

Prop. 172

Comments:

* The National Harvest Survey provides statewide estimates of harvest

* Small scale harvest data lacks context of corresponding scale population
status and trends

* Without independent assessment of species composition, susceptible to
species identification errors

* Not useful for larger scale management

* Focuses on small component of the statewide harvest of a population

460
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Proposal 172

Require mandatory harvest reporting for sea ducks in
Kachemack Bay in Unit 15C

Department Position: Oppose
Proposed by: Public

Advisory Committee Votes:

Support Oppose

Homer — TNA Seward
Anchorage — TNA Central Peninsula
Seldovia

461

461
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