4 T '[A[’\"(V‘
%L[:r"é"sl ‘{_'.Mj-f'r-‘(('
g B
et Al
o ' ? ()"-r“{
wﬁ“? )r%:\jtsw shv&“’b“ﬁf)
%" D .
ey SwCeJo‘MjM' *
. pK F967 i & b ol
Doy © b Y
4
hary (piler S22 Wo e
5> looghy £
Cveso e 1280 Doutom Shovr /
e SN L
smweo Ve * o
H Sl
3 ke O Hvest
-bw\()\\L c{q‘ﬂ )rf!-l”g/"fﬂ' ;
fyw dn w\/
30N
0ot au <45\° Xj"\‘“@m \h\“
l\.o W - e‘v)\?““-'\ S\‘ O
pﬁKyﬂ ﬁ.a/y')&*“’p'
A
Quivs bt b A\L




"

DATE : April 24, 1980
TO: NORTH PACIFIC FISHERY MANAGEMENT COUNCIL

FROM: Harvey Samuelsen, Fisherman
Dillingham, Alaska

Our number one problem is, we've got toc many fish coming
this year and there is not enough U.S. processing capacity.
A number of resident fishermen have been notified there is -

no markets available to them this year.

Since the State of Alaska realizes we don't have enough U.S.
processors, foreign processors should be allowed to come in

and process salmon for this coming season only.

By law, foreign processors are forbidden to process salmon
in the Fishery Conservation Zone. Foreign tenders cannot
make the long run to deliver, it costs too much and too much

time is needed for delivery.

The short salmon season plus the possibility of bad weather
makes delivery to foreign processing ships at sea impractical.
Therefore, it is not a solution.

Alaska salmon already has a bad reputation for poor quality,

we don't want to see this compounded, therefore foreign
processors should be allowed in our waters. Foreign processors
will develop new markets for salmon. Markets for Bristol

Bay fishermen would be created for those that have no market.

We have a situation where there will be more salmon than
U.S. processors can handle, more salmon fishermen then U.S.
processors can use, the only lack is processing capacity.

To be available in time it must be mobile, the U.S. have
provided for joint ventures in the FCZ in low price species.
Primarily, now those ships can solve the lack of processing
capacity and they should be given the opportunity when these

more lucrative species are available.
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Transcript of tape of Friday, April 25, 1980,NPFMC meeting,Anchorage,AK (side 2,part of 3)

Tillion: Does somebody want to make a motion?

Lokken: Well I have a statement. I spent considerable time wrestling (;w'/!/
with the problem and it's a no-win problem as you all know. And do

you want a motion either to accept the proposed amendment or to

disapprove?

Tillion: I would rather have an affirmative action to accept it and

the vote would be then, you know the results are the same. That puts

the motion correctly worded I believe as Mr. Travers worded it before

the Council minutes and either up or down.

Lokken: Well, someone else will have to make a motion to approve it

because I would do just the opposite. I want to make a statement

with reference to the reasons therefore.

Tillion: I'd say ah would somebody please make a motion so we can

get the wording.

SKOOG: I move that the Council accept the amendment but I recognize

that there's going to have to be some amended language in this but ah

that can be done I presume after we decide whether to go with this

concept or not.

Tillion: Well it'd be nice to just have an amendment before us and

put it up or down and regardless of which way it does we can move on to herring.
Does somebody have a motion with the correct language to place

Patrick did you prepare one?

TRAVERS: Prepare a motion?

Tillion: Yes, did you? Not that you can make one but did you have one prepared?
So somebody could make it.

Travers: I suppose the correct form of the motion would be that the proposed
amendment set forth in Attachment 2, of Item G-1, be adopted by the Council.
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Tillion: If someone would move that motion, we'd at least have something
to properly debate before us.

Skoog: This amendment as written though needs modifications like Pat (Travers)
has indicated you now have the pink salmon tied into this OY system which
still needs to be certain conditions

(overlapping talk)
Tillion: We have an at ease while somebody...

Skoog: I wonder why we can't work on this and come back later. We've done
all the discussion all we need is a vote. We can vote later in the morni ng
We're not

Lokken: Mr. Chairman, it's immaterial whether we vote in an affirmative
way or negative way and I think it will be proper to vote in a negative way
and then if somebody wants to suggest a new motion covering the points that
you raised, Ron (Skoog), they can do that. But, I agree with the chairman,
we got to get down to voting. I think our views are well known and on that
basis

I WOULD MOVE THAT THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT BE DISAPPROVED.
Mace: Second:

Lokken: And I would like to make a statement as to the reason for my making
that motion.

Tillion: Well, the thing I would like to have is a motion on record so when
the record is clear, we know what it is we disapproved. This is the problem

I have, there'll be no written record if we do the motion this way. If you'll
figure out the correct thing so that the record will remain clear, I'm
certainly ready to vote.

Lokken: Why wouldn't it be clear that we're turning down if we do a specific
proposed amendment? It would be into the record as such. Now whether we vote
for or against it will be determined by the vote.

Tillion: What is the aie W L OS5

Skoog: What information? If we vote this way, does it leave it open for another
consideration of amendment, along similar lines, same concept, but different
language.

Lokken: I would be
Skoog: Or additional language, is that open?

Tillion: It would be under this way. and that's why I would prefer to have an
amendment drafted correctly proposed, you vote it up , you vote it down, and then
the issue is dead! So that we can get it . Otherwise, you know, you turn down
this one, then you come in with another one, turn down that one, and you come in
with another one , Maybe one of them will pass and we'll be sitting here throwing
motions back and forth all day. And what I'd like to do is get this done and

get on to the herring and get done today.



Skoog: I'm wondering...

Tillion: Patrick

Travers: Mr. Chairman, one of the changes that would be necessary would be

a figure of the harvest of pink salmon. There was somebody in the room here
could provide that to be added . That would probably be the major change

that would require any time to prepare.

Tillion: Ronald, do suppose if we broke for ten minutes, we could have that done?
Or did you . If you specifically want a proposal for fixed amount of time
that's fine, too. You know, I'm not fighting that. But I'd like to have

a correctly worded amendment before us so that in the record anybody'1ll know
what we accepted or what we turned down. Does that satisfy you, Sir.

Skoog: That's all right. I'm wondering if it wouldn't be possible to vote for
the concept first. TIsn't that what we're basically looking at? Whether we
want limited ent, I mean ah

Lokken: salmon operations in the FCZ

Skoog: or not. If we agreed to that concept then we can move into a amended
version with the proper language.

Tillion: If somebody will give us a motion , shall some form of purchase

of salmon by Alaska fishermen be allowed in the FCMA that would be what TI'd
consider a positive motion and if that one fails, there's no need to go any further.
I agree with you.

Skoog: All right. But we already have a motion on the table, isn't that right?
Branson: There is a motion on the floor, Mr. Chairman.

Skoog: on the floor or the table

Tillion: That's ah Mr. Lokken's.

Branson: Yes.

Tillion: And what does his say?

Branson: He moved that the proposed amendment be disapproved and Mr. Mace seconded it.
I presume that the proposed amendment is Agenda Item G-1, attachment 2, which is
Appendix 4 for temporary emergency provisions to the high seas FMP.

Lokken: That's correct.

Tillion: Are you satisfied to go on that one now, Mr. Skoog?

Skoog: I'm wondering if you could modify it simply to the point that it would be
considering the concept of whether to allow processing in the FCZ or not.

Lokken: Processing in the FCZ by foreign processors?

Skoog: Yes.



Skoog: for salmon.

Lokken: To me we we just got to express ourselves . I don't think there's

going to be any difficulty in coming to a decision. I think all our minds

are made up. it's a question of putting a motion in proper form and ah the
chairman wanted a positive motion but nobody offered it. And the negative
motion to me accomplishes the same thing.

Tillion: Yes, it's a little violation of Roberts' Rules but then

Bevan: Mr. Chairman

Tillion: Yes Sir.

Bevan: I MOVE TO AMEND MR. LOKKEN'S MOTION BY STRIKING OUT THE REFERENCE
TO THE AMENDMENTS IN OUR DOCUMENTS AND SUBSTITUTING OPPOSED TO THE
CONCEPT OF ALLOWING SALMON FISHING BY FOREIGN OR FOREIGN OR JOINT
VENTURE PROCESSORS IN THE FCZ.

Tillion: That's a very simple motion...

Skoog: I second that

Tillion: to allow that well the amendment to the amendment.

Bevan: Amendment to the motion.

Meacham: Did Dr. Bevan say fishing or processing?

Tillion: Processing

Bevan: Well fishing and processing are the same language in the FCMA.

Tillion: Yes, but you There's a big difference, the processing, please, I hope.

Bevan: Processing.

Skoog: Are we open for discussion?

Tillion: You're open for discussion.
P

Branson: Could we
Tillion: No, the amendment is an amendment to the amendment, is it not?

Bevan:Branson: ...(garbled) amendment to the motion.
Tillion: I mean an amendment to the motion.
(laughter)

Bevan: Question.

Skoog: I'm still wanting discussion.

Tillion: You have the right to discuss. You have the floor, sir.

Skoog: I have a question here. Is ... of course in the first half

that there is going to be a bonafied surplus of salmon here or whether or not
Bevan: Mr. Chairman. Seems to me that's out of order . On my amendment which
strictly addresses the generalityof the arguments on the main motion

can be taken after the amendment is voted upon.






