A Quarterly Newsletter for Fishing Guides and Charterboat Operator

the
Charter Published by the Universiy of Alaska Marine Advisory Program

Log

( Issue 39, Winter 2001 )

Inside this issue...

IFQ Passes Latest Test ............... 1
Mixed Results from Board

Of Fish ..o 1
ADFG Appoints MPA

Task Force..........cccocovvvveannnane.. 2
PSP Alert Device Available ....... 2
Prepare for Insurance Hikes ...... 3
Check HRUS .......ccccocvvevaiae. 3
Call for Proposals ...................... 3
Check Mercruiser Outdrives for
COTTOSION ... 4
JD Power Rates Boats ................ 4
Overfill PRevention Devices
Required............ccccccoocvveineiniin. 4
New Nav Light Standards ........... 5
Recreational Diesels Face
Standards .............cccooveveiennnn. 5
PWC-Duck Collision .................. 6
Sport Fish Surveys Coming ........ 6
DOT 40 Requirements ................ 6
From the Flybridge...................... 7
STCW Regs in Effect................... 8

IFQ Passes Latest Test

Despite a last minute attempt by the
governor to de-rail it, the halibut charter
IFQ plan has crossed its last hurdle in
the North Pacific Fishery Management
Council and will soon start its adminis-
trative procedural journey to the
Secretary of Commerce for final
approval.

In June Kevin Dufty, the state’s
representative on the council announced
his intention to attempt to rescind the
plan on the behest of Gov. Knowles.
The issue was brought up for reconsid-
eration at the October meeting, and
although the anti-IFQ faction picked up
two votes, the plan was reaffirmed by a
vote of 6 to 5.

The plan next goes to NMFS for
administrative scrutiny, and then on to

the Secretary. Anti-IFQ advocates have
pledged to try and block the plan at the
secretarial level. If the Secretary does
approve it, implementation could begin
in 2004 with quota shares being issued,
followed by the start of [FQ fishing in
2005.

Meanwhile, NPFMC staffer Jane
DiCosimo continues work on the
Guideline Harvest Level (GHL)
management plan for the halibut charter
fishery, previously approved by the
Council. The GHL plan and the halibut
subsistence plan both preceded the IFQ
measure, and since there is no assurance
that the Secretary will approve the IFQ,
GHL management has to be ready for
implementation in the coming season.

Mixed Results from Board

of Fish

Recreational anglers and charterboat
operators lost some ground at the
November meeting of the Board of
Fisheries, but as usual most of the
proposals failed or were tabled.

The big surprise, particularly in Lower
Cook Inlet, was the Board’s decision to
cap the small winter king sport fishery
by counting winter kings against the
five-fish annual Cook Inlet king salmon
limit. Previously saltwater-caught kings
counted against limit only if taken
between April 1 and Sept. 30. The

decision apparently stemmed from
discussion about the fact that the fishery
takes feeder fish originating in Oregon,
Washington and British Columbia,
where some stocks are depleted. The
issue of capping the slowly-growing
Cook Inlet winter fishery has surfaced
before, and a similar actually passed a
few years ago but was rescinded.
Operators and members of the public
believed that the proposal was a non-
starter and didn’t even attend the
meeting to testify against it, so they



were blindsided by the Board’s decision.
Concern about the change ran so high
that the board scheduled a special
hearing in Homer in December to allow
public testimony.

The other loss to local angler and guides
was one weekend of chinook salmon
fishing time on the Anchor River. The
annual season is reduced from five
weekends to four. The Anchor River
king is a stock of special concern
because escapements in recent years
have fallen below the lower boundary of
the Sustainable Escapement Goal. In
light of efforts to curtail harvest of

Anchor River king stocks, several
proposals intended to afford greater
king salmon angling opportunity along
the lower Kenai Peninsula shore were
rejected by the Board.

Also rejected was a proposal that would
have allowed salmon shark charterboat
operators to set the hook in the fish
before turning the rod over to the client.
The way current regulation reads, a
landed fish is counted against the bag
limit of the individual who hooks it, so
guides cannot set the hook on more than
one shark a day and two in the year.

ADFG Appoints MPA Task Force

Some charter operators claim there are
safety and conservation reasons for
setting the hook on big sharks for their
clients, but the Board was not con-
vinced.

Sport fish proposals that did pass were
mainly housekeeping measures pertain-
ing to matters such as clarifying the rule
requiring that rainbow/steelhead cannot
be removed from the water in catch-
and-release areas, and defining special
harvest area boundaries in latitude and

longitude.

Commissioner of Fish and Game, Frank
Rue, has appointed a task force to study
Marine Protected Areas (MPAs) in
Alaska and elsewhere.

Conservation and fishing groups around
the country are pushing for creation of
MPAs as a way of dealing with various
local problems. MPAs may exclude
commercial and/or sport fishing, or may
incorporate various other restrictions on
human use. For example, Glacier Bay
is considered an MPA because of limits
on commercial fishing and on vessel

access. Commissioner Rue indicated in
his letter to Task Force nominees that he
expects interest in MPAs in Alaska will
grow considerably.

The Board of Fisheries has appointed its
own MPA committee to design a
process for evaluating MPA-related
proposals.

The task force will inventory existing
MPAs in Alaska, review the scientific
literature, review ongoing state and

PSP Alert Device Available

federal programs, propose goals and
uses of MPAs in Alaska, and develop a
process for identifying and implement-
ing MPAs.

Appointed to the task force are Deputy
Commissioner Rob Bosworth, Janet
Hall-Schempf, Earl Krygier, Denby
Lloyd, Kristen Mabry, Scott Meyer,
Tory O’Connell, Bob Small, Doug
Woodby, and Charlie Trowbridge.

If your operation includes shore visits
and the potential for beachcombing and
clam digging, you may be interested in a
new product displayed recently at Fish
Expo in Seattle.

MIST Alert for PSP is a rapid diagnostic
kit for detecting marine biotoxins. In
other words, it’s a field test kit for
detecting paralytic shellfish poisoning.

Prior to development of a chemical test,
the only reliable way to detect the

presence of PSP toxin in clams and
mussels was via mouse bioassay, which
had to be done in controlled laboratory
conditions and involved injecting
standard size mice with a slurry of
ground up tissues of the shellfish being
tested. It took several days to get test
results, at considerable cost.

Developers of the MIST Alert claim
that with their kit you get a yes or no
answer within 10 to 20 minutes. The
pocket-size kit tests for all saxitoxins
(PSP poisons), has a shelf life of more

than a year, and is compact and
portable. To use it all you need to do is
mix up some shellfish extract and add
butter, inject the mixture into a little
plastic container holding test medium,
and then wait for results.
Demonstrations at Fish Expo produced
results inside of ten minutes.

The product is made by Jellett Biotek
Ltd. Of Dartmouth, Nova Scotia,
Phone number is (902) 463-7744 and
website is www.]jellettbiotek.ca.




Prepare for Insurance Hikes

Ready for an insurance price hike?

All components of the travel industry
are bracing for major rate increases in
the wake of the Sept. 11 atrocities. Boat
operators may not be hit as badly as
other businesses, but they are sure to
feel some of the pain.

At first there may not seem to be any
logic in raising rates on boats, since
none were directly involved in the
terrorist events. The problem is that
insurance industry capital is so inter-
mingled among the various sectors that
a major loss in one sector must be paid
out of funds raised in all the sectors.

One agent familiar with the industry
estimated after Sept. 11 that shoreside
business might see their rates climb by
30-50%, and airlines by even more.
Boats, however, will probably suffer
rate increases of only 5-10%.

A bigger impact on Alaska boat
operators than rate increases, at least for
those off the road system, may be a
downturn in client numbers due to an
anticipated higher cost of air travel, and
lingering fears of flying.

On the other hand, some sectors of the
tourism industry, especially cruise
ships, are touting Alaska as a safe
alternative to travel in Europe and other
potential trouble spots. Still, a recent
survey by the Alaska Tourism Industry
Association shows bookings down by at
least 30 per cent and a large percentage
(39%) of persons who had planned to
visit Alaska that had changed their plans
and decided not to come.

Modest insurance rate hikes are a
common occurrence, and some increase
would have been expected even without
the terrorism attacks, simply because
returns from the stock market have been
down substantially, and stocks have
been a significant source of funds
insurance underwriters use to pay
claims.

It may be difficult to determine what
effect 9/11 actually had on rates, and
what other factors may be at work.

Ed. Note: I'm very interested in

hearing from readers about their
experiences this year with their insur-

Check HRUs

ance companies, and also whether the
season’s bookings appear to be up or
down. Please call or e-mail if you're
willing to share your observations on
these two matters.

If you carry a liferaft or buoyant
apparatus with an attached hydrostatic
release unit, be sure to take a close look
at that unit before getting underway
next season.

The Coast Guard’s Lifesaving and Fire
Safety Standards Division reports that
inspectors have found Chinese-made
HRUs that appear very similar to the
Swedish-made Hammar but are of much
lower quality and prone to failure.

Hammar HRUs are black plastic discs,
a little thicker than a tin of snuff, with
labeling on the outer rim. The device,
when properly installed, is designed to
cut a line that binds the strap that holds
the raft canister in its cradle should the
boat sink. This allows the raft to float
free of the cradle while remaining
tethered to the vessel by its painter.

Call for Proposals

The faulty Chinese units were found to
have corroded internal knife blades that
proved incapable of cutting the line. So
far they have turned up only on ships of
foreign registry.

To be on the safe side it is advised that
boat operators examine their HRUs
closely to ensure that they are genuine
Hammar brand. At the same time it’s a
good idea to study the installation
diagram, or have a knowledgeable
inspector look at the diagram to be
certain that the HRU is properly
installed. Coast Guard fishing vessel
dockside examiners report finding a
large number of the units installed
improperly in ways that would result in
the raft not releasing from the boat in
the case of a sinking.

Deadline for submitting proposals to the
Board of Fisheries for the 2002/2003
meeting cycle is April 10, 2002.
Proposals must be received in one of the
six regional Division of Boards offices
by that date.

The Board will consider proposals for
subsistence, personal use, sport, guided
sport and commercial finfish and
groundfish regultions for Prince
William Sound, Southeast Alaska and
Yakutat during the 02/03 cycle, as well
as statewide Dungeness crab, shrimp
and miscellaneous shellfish fisheries,
including all regions.

The Board is also accepting proposals
on local area management plans
(LAMPs) for Prince William Sound,
Southeast, and Yakutat. Halibut
fisheries may be included in the plan
proposals.

Proposals for statewide rainbow trout
management plans and sustainable
rainbow trout fishery policy also will be
considered.

The official proposal submission form
must be used. They are available from
the regional Division of Boards offices,
or off the Web at www.state.ak.us/adfg/
boards/bordhome.htm




Check Mercruiser Outdrives for Corrosion

If you’re running Mercruiser Bravo III
outdrives, now is a good time to take off
the props and check the innards of the
lower units for corrosion damage.

BOAT/US Magazine reports having
received complaints from numerous
owners about pre-mature lower unit
failure related to galvanic corrosion.
The problem seems to be that the
aluminum bearing carrier reacts with the
stainless steel of the drive shafts and

propellers. The aluminum corrodes and
allows seawater to enter the gear case,
causing further damage. Owners report
repair costs of $4,000-$6,000.

The problem appears to be most serious
in 1998 and 1999 year model Bravo III
units. Starting in model year 2000
Mercury began using a new bearing
carrier that more effectively prevents
water from entering the gear case. A
second magnesium anode was added to
the lower unit’s cavitation plate.

JD Power Rates Boats

he Bravo III is Mercruiser’s duo-prop
unit. The company’s Apha I, Bravo |
and Bravo II models are single-prop
sterndrives and don’t appear to have the
problem.

BOAT/US reports that Mercury has
been providing some assistance to
owners whose outdrives are still under
warranty, but owners have had to
aggressively demand company re-
sponse.

J.D. Power and Associates, the firm
known for rating automobiles accord-
ing to customer satisfaction, has
released its first report on recreational
boats.

The company sent 22,000 surveys to
owners of 1999 and 2000 year models
of 36 makes of boats, divided into three
categories: runabouts, center consoles,
and bass boats. Owners returned 6,000
of the surveys, providing at least 100
responses and as many 175 for each
make.

Responses revealed a high level of
dissatisfaction among owners. Only
26% of center console owners said they
would buy another boat of the same
make, as would 28% of runabout
owners and 30% of bass boat owners.
Twenty-six per cent of respondents said
they had more problems with their new
boats than they expected, compared to
18% of car owners as revealed in other
Powers surveys.

The majority of respondents were
unsatisfied with their engines, citing
difficult starting, stall-outs, cavitation
and excessive vibration as reasons.
They also complained about cosmetic
problems including peeling decals,
easily stained cushions and poor sound
systems.

Owners also faulted dealers. Only 25%
of center console owners would buy a
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boat from the same dealer, compared
with 27% of runabout owners and 34%
of bass boat owners. Service after sale
is part of the reason for unhappiness;
owners cite downtime during the season
as a major reason for their unhappiness.

According a recent article in BOAT/US
Magazine, the results of the survey
buttress the viewpoint that you get what
you pay for in recreational boats. The
makes that got the highest owner ratings

tend to be the most expensive at
purchase.

Top rated make in each category are as
follows:

Runabouts — Cobalt, followed by
Crownline and Sea Ray

Center Console — Grady-White,
followed by Boston Whaler and Scout
Bass boats — Ranger, Triton and
Champion.

Overtill Prevention Devices

Required

If you use propane for cooking or heat
aboard your boat be aware that before
in order to get your tanks refilled this
spring each one must be equipped with
an overfill prevention device (OPD).

The OPD is a specially-designed valve
that prevents the tank from being
overfilled by the gas company service
technician, and shuts off the flow if the
hose coupling is removed without first
shutting off the valve. OPDs are
distinguished from the old style valve
by having a triangular shaped valve
handle.

OPDds are required on all propane
tanks from 4 1b. to 40 1b. capacity.
They have been standard equipment on

tanks manufactured after Oct. 1 of 1998
and required on tanks recertified after
that date. Starting on April 1 of 2002 it
will be illegal to refill a tank in the
affected size range without the OPD.

Older tanks can be re-fitted with the
device, which sells for around $30
installed, and it is probably cost-
effective to do so on larger tanks.
However, new 20-1b. tanks sell for as
little as $28 at some discount stories
with the valves already in place.

Remember, all propane tanks must be
inspected after 12 years of service, and
every five years after the first
inspection.



New Nav Light Standards

If you are building, or having built, a
new uninspected passenger (“‘six-
pack”) boat be sure ascertain that the
navigation lights you install are Coast
Guard certified.

In October the Coast Guard issued a
new rule requiring the navigation lights
on new uninspected commercial
vessels, and recreational vessels to
meet certification standards. Inspected
vessels already have the requirement.
The final rule goes into effect Nov. 1,
2002.

The Coast Guard initiated the
rulemaking process in response to
resolutions from various boating safety
organizations. Recreational boating
accident data show that 35 per cent of
all reported boating accidents involve
collisions of two vessels, and the safety
experts believe that inappropriate

Recreational Diesels Face Standards

running lights result in lack of visibility
that causes many of those collisions.

Underwriters Laboratories (UL),which
tests products, had told the Coast Guard
that more than half of the lights on the
market for small craft do not comply
with minimum Navigation Rule
requirements.

Prior to April, 1997 the Coast Guard
was issuing a “Letter of Acceptance” to
a manufacturer who submitted
laboratory report data showing that its
lights met requirements of Inland and
International navigation rules. The
Coast Guard ceased issuing the letters
when it was determined that the public
interpreted the acceptance letter as
meaning the light was Coast Guard
approved.

The requirement will apply to new
installations only and will not be
retroactive to existing vessels or lights.
Vessels currently using non-compliant
lights will be able to use the same make
and model if replacement becomes
necessary. Responsibility is with the
boat manufacturer to comply, and
builders who fail to meet the new
requirement may be compelled to do
costly product recalls. However,
owner-builders and owner-contractors
who have their boats built will have to
ensure their own compliance. It will be
necessary to see the “Coast Guard
Approved” designation on the unit or in
the accompanying documentation to
assure compliance.

The new rule will appear in Title 33
CFR, Part 183, subpart M.

Charter operators planning to buy a
diesel-powered recreational vessel for
their business in the future may want to
follow developments in regulations
pertaining to diesel emissions.

In September the Environmental
Protection Agency announced a
proposed rule that will require
recreational vessel diesel engines to
meet the same emissions standards as
diesels built for commercial
applications. Full compliance probably
will be required in 2006.

The EPA, following the lead of the
International Maritime Organization
(IMO) has mandated significantly
reduced pollutant emissions from
commercial off-road (including marine)
engines over 174 h.p.. Although the
final IMO and EPA commercial engine
standards have not been determined
and ratified, they will be retroactive to
2001 when they are. On-road diesel

emissions have been regulated for
some time now.

Most major diesel manufacturers have
already brought some or all of their
product lines into compliance, but boat
builders and vessel owners are not
always happy with the results. In order
to meet the new standards most engines
must be turbocharged, aftercooled, and
electronically-controlled, all of which
can add substantially to the cost of
producing a given level of horsepower.
Furthermore, these technologies, while
the same as those that manufacturers
are using to boost power, must be
applied differently to achieve
emissions reductions. The result is that
the cleaner, more expensive engines
may have lower “power density”,
meaning less output for the same
weight and bulk.

The commercial marine industries have
expressed great concern about the cost

implications of the new regulations,
both in terms of sticker price for the
new engines, and of increased operating
costs because in many cases the
emissions-compliant engines are
actually less fuel-efficient than their
predecessors. Also, there are
ambiguities about whether existing
engines can be overhauled, rebuilt, or
replaced with similar units.

The EPA also plans to regulate
emissions from gasoline-powered
sterndrives, and evaporative emissions
from boat fuel systems, according to a
recent report in Boating Industry
International Online. Plans to regulate
these sources will be covered in a
separate rulemaking.



PWC-Duck Collision

As if the evidence were not already
conclusive, here’s one more reason to
control the proliferation of personal
watercraft (PWCs, sometimes known as Jet
Skis).

A 31-year-old test driver for a Popano
Beach (Florida) PWC dealership was killed
last month in a high-speed collision with a
duck.

The accident occurred at 10:45 a.m. on Nov.
15 while the driver, Leon Resnick, was
testing the watercraft for speed. A co-
worker with a radar gun had been
monitoring the progress of the watercraft
but had turned away for a moment. When
he looked back the PWC was floating
undamaged but without Mr. Resnick
aboard. Searchers quickly found him,
floating face down. Later, searchers found a

Sport Fish Surveys Coming

damaged duck carcass floating on the shore,
and duck feathers were found on the vessel’s
handlebars.

Cause of Resnick’s death was determined to
be drowning and blunt trauma to the head.
Estimates are that he was traveling 55 m.p.h.
at the time of the accident. He was wearing a
PFD but not a helmet.

No charges were filed against the duck.

Some 4,000 anglers will soon receive
questionnaires from the National Marine
Fisheries Service asking for information on
their halibut and salmon fishing
expenditures in Alaska.

Todd Lee, and economist with the Alaska
Fisheries Science Center in Seattle, is
conducting the survey to collect basic
economic data on the sport fishery. He says
the survey is designed to allow economists
to estimate the value of the fishery and to

predict how values would change if
management of the fishery were to change.

Economic studies are used by resource
managers to determine the best course to
take when it becomes clear that changes in
regulations are necessary. For example, this
study will be used to help managers
understand how the value of the fishery to
anglers would change if catch retention
limits were changed.

Questionnaires probably will go out in
February. Survey data will be collected

DOT 40 Requirements

through the mail, with follow-up phone calls
to individuals who did not respond by mail.

A second study, also by the AFSC in
cooperation with the Pacific States Marine
Fisheries Commission, is collecting
economic data from halibut charter boat
operators. It is intended to provide
information about the economic
performance of the fishery, and will be
repeated every few years to allow analysts
to track changes in economic performance
associated with changes in the fishery, such
as implementation of IFQ management.

Charter operators who hire crewmembers
should be aware that changes to federal
rules earlier this year put a greater onus on
employers to ensure the drug-free status of
their employees.

The U.S. Dept. of Transportation issued the
final rule 49 CFR 40 which addressed drug
testing of workers employed in “‘safety
sensitive” jobs in the transportation
industries. Safety sensitive functions
usually include most deckhand-type
activities such as handling lines, steering the
boat, assisting passengers get on and off the
boat, etc. Functions such as cooking or
doing bookings or other paperwork are not
normally included unless they also perform
deck functions.

Of particular concern to small-boat operators
is section 40.25, which pertains to
background checks. It requires that
employers request specific information on
potential new hires about previous drug and
alcohol tests. That information has to come
from previous DOT-regulated employers,
with the job applicant’s written permission.
This means that before you can hire a new
deckhand, you have to get that person to
sign a consent form, and then contact
previous employers for copies of the
individual’s drug test results.

If the background check reveals that the
applicant has violated drug or alcohol
regulations, the applicant cannot be used to
perform safety sensitive jobs unless the
employer obtains documentation to show
that the employee has complied with DOT

return-to-duty requirements. The rule
outlines those requirements, which include
evaluation by a certified Substance Abuse
Professional, treatment and/or education, a
return-to-duty test and a follow-up drug test,
to be followed by at least six unannounced
tests over the next 12 months.

The process not only is a burden on the
prospective new employer to conduct the
background check, but also on previous
employers to comply with requests for the
information. The National Association of
Charterboat Operators (NACO) is lobbying
the federal administration to get charter
boats relieved of the provisions of 40.25,
and Alaska Congressman Don Young has
taken up the cause. NACO is urging boat
operators to write their Congressional
delegation members.



From the Fly Bridge Wildlife
Letter from the Editor

‘Whale watching is a billion-dollar industry
worldwide, with some nine million
participants each year. These figures, from a
recent report for the International Fund for
Animal Welfare, include commercial
operations for viewing whales, dolphins,
manatees and other marine mammals. They
don’t include the values of viewing sea birds,
and mammals like bears that occur along the
shore.

Alaska charter boat operators are part of the
growing whale watching industry.
Increasing numbers are running exclusively
wildlife viewing trips, while others are
making wildlife viewing an incidental but
important part of their fishing trips. The
same IFAW study estimates the Alaska
whale watching industry to produce $6.5
million in direct expenditures for small-boat
day trips and multi-day cruises, by 24,000
individuals, and that doesn’t count cruise
ships. It also doesn’t count the values of
marine wildlife viewing that is incidental to
fishing trips. Nor does it count the growing
coastal bear viewing and seabird viewing
industries. Homer alone hosts an estimated
one million dollars a year worth of coastal
bear viewing. Marine wildlife is worth a lot
of money to Alaska charter boat operators.

Despite the much-publicized decline of
Steller sea lions, harbor seals, sea otters and
certain sea birds in the western part of the
state, most of our marine wildlife
populations are strong, and even growing.

Although wildlife populations are generally
healthy, the growth of the viewing industry
has some wildlife managers concerned
because of the potential for disturbance.
Disturbed animals may develop stress-
related health problems, may abandon the
best feeding locations, may be exposed to
greater danger from predators, and may even
injure or kill themselves or others while
fleeing disturbance. Pinnipeds that haul out
on rocky beaches are particularly subject to
injury, and cliff-nesting seabirds experience
severe loss of eggs and chicks to predatory
birds and to exposure when adults are
flushed from their nests by vessels.

Marine mammal viewing in Alaska is
relatively unregulated, unlike other parts of
the world where the industry has developed.
The National Marine Fisheries Service has
imposed a 100-yard minimum approach
distance to humpback whales, and
prohibitions against pursuit or excessive
speed around humpbacks, but that’s about
all. Don’t expect this happy situation to last
indefinitely, however. Jurisdictions around
the world have decided that it’s in the best
interest of the animals, and of the industry,
to license, limit, regulate and control whale
watching. In many cases the commercial
operators themselves have been the first to
step up and institute voluntary self-
regulation, as a means of preserving access
to the animals on which their businesses are
based, and to avert government interference.

Alaska is quickly approaching the point
where regulation—voluntary or
mandatory—is needed. Now is the time for
operators to get ahead of the regulators and
devise a voluntary self-regulation plan that
will minimize deleterious disturbance of the
animals and birds while still allowing them
the access they need to make their
customers happy.

‘What sort of self-regulation are we talking
about? That’s a tough one, because animal
behavior varies so much from place to
place, time to time, and species to species.
It’s clear that a one-size-fits-all prescription
for responsible viewing not appropriate.
The kinds of measures being employed
elsewhere include: licensing of operators,
minimum approach distances, limits on the
numbers of vessels that can approach
animals in the water and limits on the time
each vessel can spend, speed restrictions,
noise restrictions, vessel maneuvering rules,
prohibitions on feeding animals, and
prohibitions or strict limits on swimming
with animals.

Some operators who specialize in wildlife
viewing feel that they are doing just fine, but
the problem lies with operators who view
wildlife opportunistically. Some who take
their fishing clients to see whales say that it’s

the recreational boaters who pose the
greatest threat to marine wildlife.

The Alaska Wilderness Recreation and
Tourism Association (AWRTA) is the trade
organization for the ecotourism industry in
the state, and as such has been at the
forefront of efforts to ensure the
sustainability of wildlife-related businesses.
For several years now AWRTA’s annual
conference has included a session on
wildlife viewing standards, and operators
from around the state have gathered to
discuss ways to elevate the level of
professionalism within the industry. A
special session on that topic is scheduled for
the 2002 AWRTA conference, scheduled for
March 11-13 in Fairbanks. Il participate in
the AWRTA session, and I encourage all
vessel operators with an interest in the
matter to do likewise.

Among the questions we need to ask
ourselves are: Would a set of voluntary
marine wildlife viewing guidelines be
useful? Are they necessary? Should they be
detailed and species and area specific, or
very general? How best can we bring
operators into the process of devising them
so that they will comply? How can we get
the word out to a large and decentralized
industry? How can we convey to
recreational boaters and the public in general
what the commercial operators are doing?
Can we use best responsible viewing
standards as a marketing tool?

I recently received some funding through
Alaska Sea Grant to study the issues
surrounding voluntary standards for marine
wildlife viewing, with the goal of helping
the industry develop a set of guidelines that
will be acceptable to most if not all
operators. I would like to hear from any
Charter Log readers who have an opinion
on the matter or ideas to share on how to
approach the task. You can reach me at
(907) 235-5643 or rftlj@uaf.edu.
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This reminder comes from the
National Association of Charterboat
Operators (NACO). Although
operators of small passenger vessels,
including “six-packs” and Subchapter
T and K boats operating on domestic
routes are exempt from STCW-95
requirements, any that operate
internationally are not.

STCW (Standards of Training and
Certification of Watchkeeping) rules
mandate levels of training and proof
of competency for vessel operators

and crewmembers. Vessels that
operate in and out of Canada are not
considered to be on domestic routes
and therefore must meet the
requirements.

Operators who began their training or
service prior to Aug. 1, 1998 can meet
the less stringent requirements for
STCW-78 if you complete your
qualification by Jan 31, 2002. Those
who began service or training after
Aug. 1, 1998 must meet the full
requirements of STCW-95.

STCW regulations apply to captains
and crewmembers of U.S.-documented
self-propelled vessels that operate
beyond the Boundary Line. Various
operational requirements also pertain to
vessels that fall under STCW
requirements.

Coast Guard-approved courses are
available to operators who need to meet
the standards.
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