ADF&G explains marine mammal control

by the Alnska
of Fish and
Editor's Note: The State of Alaska
is considering whether Alaska vhould
apply for management of some marine
in the stare. These questions
and answers were prepared by
ADF&G 1o help people undersiand the
ISSWES.

What is Alasks doing now about

marine mammaly?

ADF&G s wking the public’s com-
ments and concerns about possible
state maragement, working on funding
sources and developing ideas, such uy
conperative management planning for
a state program. All of factors
will be considered when ADF&G
recommernls to Cov. Steve Cowper in
carly December whether Alaskn
should upply for management of polos
Bears, walruses and sea olters.

Poesn’™ Aluska  alresdy manage
murine mammals?

Noo In 1972 Congress passed the
Marme Mammal Protection Acl —
known as the MMPA — which made
the federal government responsible for
management of all manine mammals
Management authority was withdrawn
fronn coastal states, even though some
such ns Alaskn had effective research
und management progroms,

WI'I; not leave things the way they

The act was intended 10 protect
marine mammals, but doesn’t allow
for comprehensive o nent. Right
now, there are no scientific conserva-
tion wnd n ment plans for marine
mammals. Regardless of who
manages, there should be management
plans for healthy populations, net just
depleted ones, so that conservation
problems can be prevented,

Why wre you only considering
walruses, polar bears and sea
olters?

Before 1972 when the MMPA was
passed, Aluskn managed 10 species of
marine  mammals — polar bears,
wilruses, sea oters, sea lions, beluga
whales und five species of seals,

Im the last 15 years there have been
changes in the siatus of some popula-
tons and in the state's financial situa-
tion. Becuuse of these changes
ADF&G re-evaluted all 10 species.

We concluded that the state should

serionsly consider managemem of
lar bears, walruses and sea otters.

or the other species, we either don't
huve enough information to determine
the population status, the tons
ure declining and the MMPA wouldn't
allow the state o or there are
not major conservation issues at this
thme.

How would stale management be
differend?

Sea otters, walruses and polar bears
would be managed through the Board
of Game. The state would implement
conservation and management pro-
grams  that would conserve the
resource, allow public use and manage
1 make sure that populations did not
become depleted,  Alaskans  wouli
hiave greater inpul into the decision:-
making process. The concerns of
Alaskans conld be better balanced with
niationnl and internationasl copcems.

Would the federal government stll
he involved?

Yes, Alaska would cooperate with
the federal government on research,
The MMPA would still protect marine
mammals and provide guidelines, and
the U.S. Fish and Wikllife Service
would have oversight of state marine
mammal programs.

State revenues have declined. How
can the state alford i?

The MMPA stutes that the federl
government can fund up 1o 50 percent
of the costs of & stale management pro-
gram and 100 o of state-
conducted research, The state could
manage sea otters, polar bears and
walruses only Hndmﬂl’#daﬂlhhﬂ
were made available. The state would
have to fund 50 percent of the manage-
ment program costs. Part of the resson
the state is considering only three
species 18 s0 management cOSLs sy
uffordable.

How would state management affect
subsistence?

Both Alnska law and the MMPA re-
uire that subsistence would be the
priority copsumptive use of the
species. 11 non-subsistence uses occur-
red, they could not hiave a tve el-
fect on subsistence uses and they
would have 10 provide e¢onomic op-
portunities to subsistence users 1o the
maximom extent practical.

Could Non-Natives huni?

The Board of Game would make
regulations to protect the species,
allow for public use and make deci-
stons aboult who could use the
resource, Undar Aluski law, decisions
ghout who could or could not hunt
would not be based on mcial con-
siderations. If populations were
healthy and subsistence needs were

satiafied, then non-subsistence hunting

Until the MMPA was amended in
1981, it did not allow the states eniough
fNexibility in mm 1 and
setting harvest ] manage-
ment of walruses was returned (o
Aluska in 1976 as a Wmmﬁ

management i
e el el 6
10 .
Iy sound . After
MMPA was in 198) to
resolve earlier problems, the state
reconsidered the issue.

What about the pnﬂkmulh;lm
marine mammal

yvears ngo? What has ngedilm
then?

In 1984-85, ADF&G held meetings
in over 40 communities to hear what
Alaskans thought sbout stale manage-
ment af 10 species of manne mam-
mals. There was no clear agreement
on whether Alaska should apply for
miEgement.

What should | do?

You can contact Lloyd
Kathy Frost st ADF&G, I.‘!iIIIIE'
Fairbanks 99701; 456-51
with quﬂtim Of CONCeTns,




