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Ricky: On behalf of everybody at Kenai River Sportfishing Association, I’d like to 
welcome everybody to the Third Annual Kenai River Classic Roundtable on 
National Recreational Fishing. First, we’d like to welcome our guests, 
Senator Lisa Murkowski and Chief of Staff for Senator Dan Sullivan Joe 
Balash.  

 
 I’d like to introduce and welcome our moderator for the event, Martin Peters 

from Yamaha Marine.  
 
 I’d like to introduce our panelists for today. Kara Moriarity is the Executive 

Director of the Alaska Oil and Gas Association and she’s a board member of 
Kenai River Sportfishing Association. Bob Hayes is the Center for Coastal 
Conservation Board of Directors. He is the former General Counsel of the 
Coastal Conservation Association and he’s on the Theodore Roosevelt 
Conservation Partnership Board of Directors. Also here is Pat Murray, who is 
the President of the Coastal Conservation Association, Jeff Gabriel from the 
National Marine Manufacturers Association Legislative Counsel. He’s also a 
Recreational Fishing Alliance board member. Mike Leonard is from the 
American Sportfishing Association, where he’s the Ocean Resource Policy 
Director. And we have Geoff Mullins. He’s the Chief Operating Officer and 
Communications Officer for the Theodore Roosevelt Conservation 
Partnership. With that introduction, please give our panelists a warm round of 
applause.  

 
 And I’ll turn it over to our Moderator, Martin Peters. 
 
Martin: Thank you very much, Ricky. America’s 11 million saltwater anglers spend 

$26.5 billion each year on fishing equipment, tackle, apparel and travel, 
creating 455,000 American jobs, generating $20.5 billion in income and 
contributing $70 billion to the American economy. Clearly, recreational 
fishing is important business for America. My livelihood depends upon that 
business and so too do those of many in this room. For the sake of our 
economy and our future, recreational fishing must grow.  

 
 We’re here today to talk about the long-term 20 year future of recreational 

fishing. We hope to answer these questions: How did we get here? What 
challenges will we face in the next 20 years? How will we address the 
challenges of the next 20 years? And how will we be sure that the 
contribution of recreational fishing to our economy continues to grow? For 
that, we will ask our panel of experts for their outlook. We’ll begin with 
some initial statements from both Senator Murkowski and Mr. Balash.  

 
 We’ll begin with Senator Murkowski, who is the first Alaskan-born Senator 

and only the sixth United States Senator to serve the state. She is the state’s 
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senior Senator and is passionate about the great state. She is a third 
generation Alaskan born in Ketchikan and raised in towns across the state, 
including Wrangell, Juno, Fairbanks and Anchorage. Senator Murkowski is 
Chairman of both the Senate Energy and Natural Resources Committee and 
the Interior Appropriations Subcommittee. Senator Murkowski actively 
supports Alaska’s successful, sustainable fisheries in coastal communities 
through legislation and her position on the Senate Appropriations Committee. 
She has also remained a fighter against genetically engineered salmon, 
known as frankenfish. Please welcome Senator Murkowski. Senator? 

 
Sen. Murkowski: If you don’t mind, I will just stand for my brief comments this afternoon. 

And a genuine thank you for the opportunity to again present a welcome at 
the Roundtable. I think we had a good discussion last year in this same 
venue, discussing where we may be going with Magnuson-Stevens 
reauthorization. I think that that question is still on the table. But today I 
think the perspective that this Roundtable will lend to where we’re going 
with sportfishing, not only here in the State of Alaska, but really nationwide 
is an important one.  

 
 And I welcome the panelists that have come from a long way. I think you 

have a small inkling of what I do just about every weekend or every other 
weekend coming back from Washington, DC to come back here. It is a pain 
and then once you get here you realize it was worth every minute that you 
were sitting in 16B for that full time. So, enjoy the time that you are here 
with us and enjoy the Alaskan hospitality. We like to say that the weather is a 
little bit cooler here but the people make up for it in exceptional warmth. 

 
 It is important, again, to recognize where we are here on the Kenai and what 

the Kenai has given us in terms of not only the joy of fishing. I happen to be 
privileged to be the host, hostess I guess of the Kenai Kids Classic, an 
opportunity that we built some years ago to introduce children to the joys of 
fishing, to be out on the river. Many of the children that we took out this year 
were children of military families up on JBER, our joint base outside of 
Anchorage, kids who have never caught a fish before, kids who have never 
been out on the river before and being able to introduce them to a lifetime of 
love of fishing and an appreciation for the outdoors and appreciation for the 
conservation that comes with it is really -- it’s almost magical to an extent. 

 
 But Martin, you mentioned the business aspect that comes with a strong 

recreational fishing. We know that here within this region this economy 
booms when fishing is strong. And sometimes, the impact of it is perhaps 
more than we would like. It’s kind of a love/hate relationship. The folks come 
from outside the state, folks come from Anchorage on the weekends and they 
inundate the peninsula and we all complain about it. But you know what? At 
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the end of the day it allows us to have the economic base that is meaningful 
and significant, so that economic benefit is there.  

 
 But those of you who have been to the Kenai Classic in years past know that 

we used to hold this event earlier in the summer and the quest was for the 
Kenai kings and it was a draw that has drawn so many to Alaska from parts 
of the country and really parts of the world. But we’re not fishing for those 
kings right now. Instead, you’re here in August and the quest is for those 
silvers. And the silvers hopefully are looking pretty good, got some pretty 
good sizes out there.  

 
 But it is a different time and a different place. It was just several years ago 

that -- it was three years ago that I was working with other members of the 
Congressional Delegation to get federal disaster relief money to help those 
that were impacted by the Federal Fisheries disasters that was declared here 
in Cook Inlet. Now, I am not one who believes that the best policy and the 
best efforts of your lawmakers’ time is to be trying to cure things after they 
have happened, that working hard, expending those political chips to get 
federal disaster money is the right approach. The right approach is to keep the 
disasters from happening the first time, to have an understanding as to what it 
is that we’re dealing with, to work hard with management, to use sound 
science, to use our smarts and ingenuity to be smart as we engage in our 
fisheries. And when I say our fisheries, I mean all of our fisheries. I mean 
sports, I mean commercial, I mean subsistence. Because at the end of the day 
this is about access, access for all. 

 
 I want too to just briefly update you with a measure that I am working on in 

the Energy Committee as well as through my position on the Interior 
Appropriations Committee. For three Congresses now we have introduced 
what we call the Sportsmen’s Package. Every Congress it’s a little bit 
different twist on the name but we’re just calling it the Sportsmen’s Package 
this year. And this is a provision that has had hearing already in the Energy 
Committee. Parts of the bill are under the jurisdiction of the Environment and 
Public Works Committee, on which Senator Sullivan sits and I hope that Mr. 
Balash will speak to some of what EPW has reviewed in that portion of the 
bill. 

 
 But we have some components within this measure that really do provide 

benefit for our sport and our recreational communities. We’ve got an open 
unless closed policy which reverses this -- I would call it an ongoing tradition 
on BLM and Forest Service lands where these areas are closed unless they’re 
specifically deemed open. These are our public lands. Public lands means that 
they should be accessible to us for our use for hunting, for fishing, for 
shooting. Let’s allow full access to our lands.  
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 We also have a provision relating to the North American Wetlands Act, 

NAWCA, and the National Fish and Wildlife Foundation, which is 
reauthorization of both of those provisions. The monies that come from 
NAWCA as well as National Fish and Wildlife protect important sportfishing 
habitat, so again benefit to us here in Alaska through that.  

 
 We also have a provision in the bill that relates to lead in tackle and it would 

be a provision that exempts components of sportfishing equipment from 
regulation under TSCA, the Toxic Substances Act. It just -- it doesn’t need to 
be in there. It shouldn’t be in there. We make it clean and we make it clear. 

 
 And then another provision that again helps with the efforts that we’re talking 

about today are funds from Land and Water Conservation Fund that will be 
allocated for priority projects to secure hunting and fishing habitat and 
ground. So these are some of the measures that are contained in at least the 
Energy and Water -- excuse me, the Energy and Natural Resources provision 
of the bill. My hope is that we can avoid the continuing politics that comes 
with the Sportsmen’s bill. This is about access. This is about allowing our 
sportsmen and women around the country to have access to fishing, hunting 
and the like. This is not about gun control and unfortunately this is where we 
get hung up. And for those of you that are looking at this saying, "How come 
we can’t make greater progress with just the fishing side of it," know that 
that’s where our snarl is.  

 
 So we’re hoping that we can advance it before politics gets too thick. The 

sportsmen’s lobby throughout the United States of America and certainly 
here in this state are strong and we need your help in just making sure that 
people understand the good things that are contained within this. It will help 
us here in Alaska. It will help us with access. It will help us with conservation 
and it will be good for the country.  

 
 So I’m looking forward to the comments from our panelists this afternoon. I 

will say I have great respect for my colleague, Senator Sullivan. We were 
together just a couple days up in the valley and he is busy doing the right 
thing today, which is getting a daughter situated in school and there’s 
probably not anything more important that we can do. It is our role as 
parents.  

 
 So we’ve got an able stand-in with Joe Balash and I’m pleased to be able to 

work with him back in Washington, DC too and here too. Thank you. 
Applause]  
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Martin: Thank you very much, Senator. We turn now to Mr. Balash. Joe Balash 
serves as Chief of Staff to United States Senator Dan Sullivan. In that 
position, he is the senior manager, administrator and advisor to the Senator.  

 
 Prior to his posting in DC, Mr. Balash served as the Commissioner of the 

Alaska Department of Natural Resources where he led more than 1,100 
professionals who managed one of the largest portfolios of oil, gas, 
renewable energy, minerals, timber, land, and water in the world as well as 
overseeing regulatory activities on approximately 160 million acres of land 
and 40,000 miles of coastline. Mr. Balash previously served as Deputy 
Commissioner for the DNR, served on the staff of two Governors of Alaska 
and as the Chief of Staff to the Senate President. In each of those positions, 
he coordinated policy and legislative matters on a wide range of issues with a 
focus on regulatory processes, energy policy, and natural resource 
management.  

 
 Mr. Balash earned a bachelor’s degree in political science and government 

from Pacific University in Forest Grove, Oregon. He grew up in the Air 
Force and graduated from Ben Ellison High School. He’s married with two 
daughters. Mr. Balash? 

 
Joe: Well, thank you, Martin, for the introduction and thank you, Senator 

Murkowski, for being here. As she mentioned, Senator Sullivan would prefer 
to speak for himself in a forum such as this. But, again, he’s taking care of 
one of his daughters and getting her secured into school far away from home 
and that’s something that’s a big deal for the Sullivans and their family. So, 
regret that he’s not here today.  

 
 The key things I think might be relevant here to keep in mind, Senator 

Sullivan I think many of the panelists know and maybe some of the members 
of the audience, he has a seat on the Commerce Committee as well as a seat 
on the EPW, Environment and Public Works Committee. Something that 
Senator Sullivan and Senator Murkowski were able to do last November once 
the election was settled was sit down and strategically think about committee 
assignments. Rather than doubling up on any particular issue that might be 
really important to Alaska, they were able to assess all of the committees and 
in many ways high grade those that are most important to Alaska in all 
respects.  

 
 And the Commerce Committee really is a key one for our state as it’s the 

committee with primary jurisdiction over fisheries and fishery management. 
There, we have a pretty powerful voice in that there were not very many 
other particularly majority senators whose states are touched by saltwater. 
We do have Senator Rubio there with us. But otherwise, we’ve got a lot of 
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folks from square states and they more often than not will defer to the 
Senator from Alaska on matters that pertain to the salt. And so, that’s an 
advantage that we hope to use going forward here and I think we can see 
some evidence of that in the Coast Guard Reauthorization Bill. Much of that 
was Arctic-specific or Alaska-specific and that’s due to that strategic 
placement and consideration jointly with Senator Murkowski. So we’re able 
to attack problems from multiple fronts, multiple directions and that’s 
important because in the Senate just one member can cause a number of 
things to either happen or not. And that’s where I think some particular items 
of interest to this panel and this organization, the audience we have here 
today will matter.  

 
 Senator Murkowski mentioned the Sportsmen’s Bill. We’ve had an 

opportunity through Senator Sullivan’s chairmanship of the subcommittee at 
EPW to hold a hearing and begin the markup process and advance on up to 
the full committee. However, one of the hang-ups is a different member of 
that particular committee. Senator Vitter, I guess if we’re going to name 
names, has a concern with a matter that is held up over in a different 
committee, the Commerce Committee and the jurisdiction for that is chaired 
by Senator Rubio. Now, I’m not really sure what that has to do with a 
bipartisan Sportsmen’s Bill but that’s kind of the way some of the business 
gets done in the US Senate. And so, we’ve got an interesting game of push 
and pull going on and hopefully we’ll see some movement this fall as some 
other things get maybe out of the way and we can take care of business there.  

 
 With regard to the Magnuson-Stevens Act, the authorization of an incredibly 

important bill for Alaska, the management of our fisheries commercially, it’s 
something that we recognize is a key part of maintaining a sound 
management system for Alaska’s economy. The commercial fishing industry, 
the recreational fishing industry are both hugely important to everything that 
matters to Alaskans. And whether you depend on it for your livelihood or it’s 
a part of the Alaskan experience that matters to you culturally and personally, 
it’s something that I think you will find broad agreement on the minds of 
most Alaskans to maintain a sustainable fishery long into the future. And as a 
flatlander from Fairbanks who’s never really lived close to the salt for very 
long, certainly not by choice, I’m a sports fisherman myself.  

 
 My first memories of fishing were with a green Zebco outside of Shreveport, 

Louisiana with my dad in the Air Force and catching small fish with guppies. 
So fishing’s been a long part of my history, my life and a big part of why 
Alaska is home for me. In that regard, there’s been a very I think positive 
development out there in the sportfishing community, the recreational fishing 
community and that is coming together to speak with one voice. I know for 
us in our office, I’m sure the same is true for Senator Murkowski, when you 
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hear a bunch of disparate voices speaking about different elements and the 
different subtleties it’s hard to take that as clear guidance and direction as to 
how to effectuate policy on behalf of Americans.  

 
 So the fact that broad segments of the industry have come together and 

importantly in the Morris-Deal(?) Commission outlined specific steps that 
can be taken to implement policy at the federal level, that’s something that is 
going to pay dividends and already is paying dividends. A measure that 
passed the House earlier this year contained many of the recommendations in 
that report. The Senate will deliberately consider those provisions and 
advance them along. But that clear, united voice is something that’s going to 
be important to success in the long-term and I think being able to articulate a 
long-term vision is also critical to sound federal policy that allows decisions 
to be made on a horizon that matters to the species, to the fisheries and to the 
larger interests of the American people. 

 
 So, as we take into account the theme here, the 20 year vision, that’s 

something that is going to be important to keep in mind because while we 
may be disappointed from time to time with the pace of action in Congress or 
DC, having a long-term goal and set of objectives to achieve is what we need 
to keep in mind and keep our eye on the ball and focus for the long-term. As 
we go forward, it’s going to be critical to maintain open lines of 
communication. I know the passion that our delegation has for the interests of 
Alaska in all respects I would say is unmatched by any other state. And as we 
go forward, I think you’ll find that Senator Sullivan understands the balance 
that’s required in managing both commercial and sport fisheries. But he is 
very committed to finding any and all opportunities to bridge the gaps that 
may exist out there and be able to find solutions that work for everybody so 
that we can move forward in a coordinated and deliberate way that isn’t 
easily undone in the longer-term.  

 
 So, thank you for having this panel. Thanks for the opportunity from the folks 

here at the Classic. And thank all of you in the audience for attending. 
[Applause]  

 
Martin: Thank you, Mr. Balash. We very much appreciate your comments, Senator 

and Mr. Balash. 
 
 Now, we’d like to move on to our panel and let me first say that the 

recreational community faces many challenges. For the sake of time and 
clarity, we have divided those challenges into three groups: An inadequate 
federal management system, environment threats, and public 
misunderstanding about the role of recreational fishing. Our panel will then 
consider how to address each of those major challenges and their potential 
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solutions. Finally, each panelist will offer a vision of the future which will 
bring us to conclusion.  

 
 Of course, any attempt to shape the future must begin with a look at the past. 

We’ll start with that topic and then the panel will consider challenges for the 
next 20 years. Finally, they will offer potential solutions to those challenges. 
Mike Leonard will get us started with a brief history of federal management 
of saltwater fisheries. Mike? 

 
Mike: Well, thank you, Martin, and good afternoon, everyone. Senator, Mr. Balash, 

great to have you here. So I’ll give a -- just to start us off here a fairly high 
level overview of an issue that probably many of you are already familiar 
with but just to make sure we all have a similar baseline understanding of the 
Magnuson-Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act, which as I’m 
sure many of you know is the primary law governing marine federal fisheries 
management and our offshore waters. Almost all parts of the country our 
federal waters are three to 200 miles offshore with states having jurisdiction 
within that.  

 
 The Act was named after former Senator from the State of Washington 

Warren Magnuson and late former Senator from the Great State of Alaska, 
Senator Ted Stevens. It was originally enacted in 1976. The primary purposes 
of the law back then were to establish that exclusive economic zone, establish 
the US boundary out to 200 miles offshore, to domesticate our US 
commercial fleet, to get foreign fishing vessels out of US waters, and really 
build up a fisheries management system that would work for the commercial 
fishing industry, recognizing that at that point in time recreational fishing 
offshore was very minimal compared to what we see today.  

 
 The Act’s gone through several reauthorizations over the years, most recently 

in 1996 and in 2006. A lot of the focus during those two reauthorizations 
were more on the conservation side of fisheries management and ending 
over-fishing and ensuring that we had strong requirements and provisions in 
there to make sure that our fisheries were being managed sustainably. The 
agency, the federal agency charged with carrying out Magnuson-Stevens Act 
along with the eight regional Fishery Management Councils is NOAA 
Fisheries and the National Marine Fishery Service which has its origins back 
in the Bureau of Commercial Fisheries.  

 
 You’ll note during the history of MSA I never mentioned that recreational 

fishing has been a high priority within the Act. It’s been a primarily 
commercial fisheries management law. The structure, the system that’s been 
built out has primarily had a focus on commercial fisheries, again 
recognizing from where it started to where it is today. So the values of 
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recreational fishing, the socioeconomic impacts, the cultural value, the 
conservation values that recreational fishing provides to the nation have 
never really fully been addressed within Magnuson-Stevens and therefore 
within our resulting federal fisheries as a whole. 

 
 There’s been a lot of changes since 1976. I, for example, was not alive in 

1976. So a lot has changed for me personally, but certainly within the 
recreational fishing and boating world a lot has changed as well. We just 
have not seen our federal fisheries management system keep up with those 
changes within the recreational fishing world.  

 
 We think there’s a pretty compelling case, particularly if you look at 

economics, as to why we need to elevate the focus on recreational fishing 
within our federal fisheries management system. If you look at finfish 
harvested domestically, and this is not Mike Leonard data or ASA data. This 
is NOAA Fisheries data. If you look at finfish harvested in the US, there are 
actually more jobs supported and more of an economic impact by recreational 
fishing than commercial fishing. However, recreational fishing only catches -
- it’s only responsible for 2 percent of the finfish harvested compared to 98 
percent harvested commercially. 

 
 And I guess there’s two big points I’d want to make here. One, I’m not trying 

to make the case that commercial fishing is less important than recreational 
fishing or not important. My point here is that we’ve had a federal fisheries 
management system that’s focused approximately 98 percent of its attention 
on commercial fisheries compared to only 2 percent on recreational fishing, 
which if you think about how many pounds are being taken out of the system 
perhaps that would make some sense.  

 
 We would argue that in terms of economics we need to elevate the focus that 

we’re paying to recreational fishing because the economic case would lend 
yourself to think that that is a pretty sound argument. So we’re hoping that 
that mindset will continue to move forward within our federal fisheries 
management system and the laws that support it.  

 
 The other point I’d like to make here that I think highlights really one of the 

fundamental differences between recreational fishing and commercial fishing 
and why different management approaches are needed for those two sectors, 
so spending about the same amount of money one side is only catching two 
percent of the fish, the other side is catching 98 percent of the fish. 
Recreational fishermen are really, really inefficient at catching fish. They 
spend a lot of money to catch not very many fish, which we within the 
industry love. That’s great. Spend a lot of money and don’t catch many fish. 
Keep buying more tackle. That’s a good business model for our industry.  
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 But the reason that is is because recreational fishermen, that’s not their 

primarily motivation. Their goal isn’t to go out on the water, spend as little 
money as they can, catch fish as quickly as they can and get off the water. 
That’s not what motivates anglers. It’s entirely different motivations. It’s 
spending time outdoors on the water, enjoying nature, bonding with family 
and friends. That’s what motivates anglers. It’s the experience. It’s the 
opportunity out on the water. So approaches like maximum sustainable yield 
and hard pounded JCLs, annual catch limits and things like that that may 
work in a commercial fisheries context often are inappropriate and not the 
right way to manage 11 million individuals out there who are really just 
wanting to spend some time outdoors, which is why we need to begin to think 
through what’s a different way to manage those 11 million anglers that’ll 
better maximize the benefits they provide to the nation. So with that, Martin, 
I’ll turn it back to you. 

 
Martin: Okay. Thank you very much, Mike. Now, Jeff Gabriel will talk a bit about 

the advancement of technology and how it has affected recreational angling. 
Jeff? 

 
Jeff: Thanks, Martin. So in addition to my role as Legislative Counsel for the 

National Marine Manufacturers Association and going forward that’s a 
mouthful so I’ll just say NMMA so people will know what I’m talking about. 
I’m also proud to represent the Recreational Fishing Alliance as one of its 
members of the Board of Directors.  

 
 But with respect to the National Marine Manufacturers Association, 

NMMA’s members are 1100 member boat builder companies, engine 
manufacturer companies such as Yamaha and others, and dealers now, we’ve 
added some dealers, and also accessory manufacturers, so anything you can 
think of that has to deal with boating. And I want to just change this up just 
really quickly. But to touch on a point that Mike just said, why are we here? 
Why is NMMA involved in this? Why have they been involved in the Kenai 
Fishing River Classic? Why do we work so closely with ASA and CCA and 
others to begin with? 

 
 Because, frankly, if you take a look at the surveys that are done for boaters 

across the years, and I did a research project to get ready for this and found a 
survey from ‘73 and ‘76 that the Department of Transportation did, 75 
percent -- from that time on 75 percent of respondents to any boating survey, 
whether NMMA does one or the federal government does one, the number 
one reason for buying a boat and using a boat and keeping a boat is to go 
fishing, quite simply. And so, it matters to our member companies. It’s 
business. It’s our bottom line and it is one of the remaining wholly US 
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manufacturing industries left. I mean there aren’t many of them left anymore 
and we are proud of that and we want to maintain that and grow it.  

 
 So, that’s why we’re here and involved in this. So, in my nearly ten years at 

NMMA I’ve seen tremendous changes within the industry itself. As a point 
of reference, I’m 46. I started fishing when I was 43(?) with my grandfather 
in a little CarTop boat in Pennsylvania. So I’m glad to be here. I can’t wait to 
experience the fishery. And I think it’ll always be true, as Mike said, that 
recreational fishing is kind of an inefficient kind of more fun type of aspect 
and it’s not meant to be a business for the fisherman himself and we’re 
catching one fish at a time with one hook. In my case, by the end of this week 
I’ll be lucky if I catch one fish. 

 
 But what has changed is the technology that gets us our fishermen out in the 

marine environment safely and effectively, give them the opportunity to fish, 
which is something that if you go back and take a look at that study I was 
telling you about in ‘73 was simply not available, maybe not even a few years 
ago in fact. So make no mistake about it. We have -- at Miami Boat Show 
last year a member manufacturer introduced a 53 foot center console fishing 
boat with four Yamaha engines hanging off the back of that. Ten years ago 
when I started, that was unheard of. But the manufacturers are pushing the 
technology, pushing the way that they develop fiberglass hull and put the 
boat together and the technology that goes into the control of the engines, the 
control of the controller itself with respect to GPS and all those kinds of 
different things has moved light-years in the past ten years alone. 

 
 So advancements in, as I said, power and control systems are what have made 

the boat of that size, 53 foot, capable. Today, outboard powered boats use 
electronic control systems such as Yamaha’s Helm Master, which I had the 
pleasure of taking a 42-foot boat this past February out in Biscayne Bay. And 
it’s mindboggling that somebody like me who used a CarTopper boat can 
maneuver a 42 foot boat in an eight foot current with a 20 mile an hour wind 
coming at a different direction on a dime. It’s fascinating and quite frankly 
that is why we’ve got to the point where we’ve been able to get a larger 
marine recreational fishing component to the recreational fishing industry. 

 
 So when the original MSA was passed in ‘76 going offshore for fish, forget 

about it. It really was something that was completely out of the capability. 
There was no access for the middle class unless you went out and did a 
charter fishing trip, which is wonderful and I know people still do that today. 
But nonetheless, that was kind of the way it was. Lowrance Sea was your 
radio navigation. That was how people got out and navigated out in a marine 
environment, again another impediment to people being able to get out, 
particularly out at the federal waters to fish. 
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 In ‘76, outboard motors used two stroke technology which allowed -- they 

were very light, they were very efficient, they worked and there are still some 
of them out there. I have them. A downside in some respects to this kind of 
technology is they were dirty. There was blue smoke that came out the back. 
Some people found it unpleasant. I looked at it as that was the beginning of 
trout fishing season in Pennsylvania(?). So, but it’s all a matter of your 
perspective. 

 
 But nonetheless, in the period of time of 20 years we have no pretty much 

gotten rid of all of those old two stroke legacy engines and we’re down to 
four stroke engines now that are state-of-the-art. They’re essentially car 
engines that have sophisticated computer diagnostics on them with the 
controls for the controller himself at the helm to be able to control a 42 or 53 
foot boat or even a 32 or 23 foot boat. That is essentially a sophisticated car 
engine hanging off the back of that boat. It’s accessible to the middle class 
and it’s a fabulous tool for people to get out and go fishing.  

 
 So, we range in power from 2.5 horsepower that Yamaha builds all the way 

up to companies that are building 500 horsepower outboards. Now, along 
with the rise of outboard motors and the boats they power, we’ve seen great 
advancements in the navigation system, as I was saying, and that’s another 
technology advancement that allows people to get out there and go fishing.  

 
 The same growth of technology in the area of sonar has improved the ability 

of anglers to find fish, to figure out where structure is, to mark structure and 
have it in your computer in your boat so you can get back to that same spot 
again and fish at another time. So it’s not only easier to find them by using 
the devices, it’s not only easier for anglers to get off into the marine 
environment, it’s safer for them to do at this point in time, more so than ever 
before. 

 
 And so as a result of these improvements in technology, recreational anglers 

are venturing hundreds of miles out to sea, not uncommon in the Gulf Coast, 
without worrying, having more fun and contributing more to the economy, 
which benefits all Americans. Thank you. 

 
Martin: Thank you, Jeff. Now that we’ve considered the past, let’s turn for a moment 

to the present and the challenges that face us in the next 20 years. In spite of 
technological improvements, the boating industry has suffered a 40 to 45 
percent setback as a result of the recession. Today, six years after the official 
end of the recession, the industry has only recovered about 20 to 25 percent 
of what it lost. And while technology has increased the potential for growth, 
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all recreational fishing participation rests at 46 million. According to the -- 
and that’s according to the American Sportfishing Association.  

 
 Their records also show there’s been a decline in participation during the 

1990s and the 2000s. And the most recent surveys though show about a 13 
percent increase. The total number of saltwater recreational anglers stands at 
11 million. So that’s where we begin our look at the future of recreational 
fishing. Let’s consider now the challenges that we will face. Mike Leonard 
will get us started with looking at the federal management system. Mike? 

 
Mike: Thank you, Martin. So as Martin and Jeff just discussed, there’s been 

tremendous advances in the technological world of recreational fishing and 
boating that allow people to get out on the water, quickly and efficiently find 
fish, travel further offshore in just an hour or two than their parents ever 
would’ve dreamed to explore, more folks moving to the coast, increasing 
interest in recreational fishing. We just haven’t seen our federal fisheries 
management system keep up and adapt to the new realities of recreational 
fishing over the years. 

 
 Within our federal fisheries management agency, NOAA Fisheries, we still 

have this historic focus continue to persist on commercial fishing being the 
highest priority where it needs to focus the most attention, the most of its 
resources; recreational fishing sort of a fun, leisurely pastime. I’ve heard it 
quoted folks playing with their food, but not really something that warrants 
devoting a significant amount of time on. I’ll say within the last five or six 
years there have been improvements within that mindset within the agency, 
increasing attention to the importance of recreational fishing to the economy 
and to the nation. I think that culminated at least in the initial stages in the 
recreational fishing policy that we saw NOAA Fisheries release earlier this 
year, which we view as a significant monumental change within the agency.  

 
 That policy outlines how within its programs and processes NOAA Fisheries 

is going to consider the impacts on recreational fishing, kind of walks 
through a variety of aspects that recreational fishing needs to be incorporated 
within the agency. It’s something we as a community as we see management 
actions move forward, we can continue to go back to that policy and ask the 
agency how does this decision align with this policy. So it really is a 
significant improvement hopefully as we move forward. But it’s not going to 
be something that overnight fixes all of our problems. It’s something that 
we’ll see incremental improvement hopefully over the years but it’s also not 
the panacea and it’s not the only area we need to address. 

 
 I’ll tell you one of the challenges that our community has in engaging in 

fisheries management decisions and I don’t mean for this to come across as 
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excuses or whining but it’s sort of the nature of recreational fishermen. 
There’s 11 million saltwater anglers out there. But for the vast majority of 
them, fishing is a hobby. It’s a pastime. It’s something they spend their spare 
time doing along with a variety of other activities. Most anglers have day 
jobs. They’ve got families. They’ve got kids. They go to soccer games.  

 
 Fisheries is something they’re interested in but, boy, asking them to attend a 

weeklong regional Fishery Management Council meeting or read through a 
several hundred page Fishery Management Regulation and developing in-
depth comments on it, that’s a challenge and a similar challenge even within 
the recreational fishing industry, fisheries management is a factor and a 
business within the recreational fishing industry and how it’s doing; it’s not 
the only factor. There’s a lot of other things that are driving fishing and tackle 
industry sales. So even within the industry there’s that challenge in getting 
the industry motivated to fully engage in fisheries management.  

 
 There’s 11 million anglers. The impacts, as I discussed earlier, equal in terms 

of economics to commercial fishermen. But those impacts are spread out 
amongst a much larger group of individuals. So to ask one of those 
individuals to compete on a direct level with say a commercial fisherman in 
terms of engaging in a fisheries management decision, that’s asking a lot for 
these folks.  

 
 So therefore, we need a management system that recognizes we shouldn’t be 

asking them to directly compete on an individual level in these management 
decisions. We should recognize there’s inherent fundamental differences 
between these two activities. The management system should recognize that 
and adjust for it, account for it and not expect anglers to show up to the same 
extent perhaps commercial fishermen do. But also the challenge for our 
community is motivating anglers despite that reality, recognizing that we 
need to do a better job going forward regardless in engaging in these 
decisions.  

 
 This is starting to play out in a lot of regional Fishery Management Councils, 

particularly many of our challenges as a community are originating and 
arising in the southeastern part of the US where we’re seeing a variety of 
other interests and entities engaging in regional Fishery Management Council 
actions that have a variety of agendas that may or may not be in the best 
interest of the recreational fishing community. So we’ve seen a lot more 
noise being created at regional Fishery Management Councils and therefore 
the voice of the recreational fisherman has been diminished and this has been 
to the detriment of our community.  
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 We’re seeing a lot of new potentially precedent-setting actions being decided, 
particularly if you look at the Gulf of Mexico Fishery Management Council, 
things like sector separation, which I know has been tried out here in Alaska 
already. But that’s already starting up in the Gulf Council where you’re 
separating the quota between the charter sector and the private angler, 
potentially moving forward with catch shares in a recreational context in the 
charter sector and the potential ramifications of that. Some sort of nefarious 
actions with exempted fishing permits, a variety of really potentially 
precedent setting decisions that are coming up that if we as a community 
don’t get out in front of, really get our hands on, could really lead to the 
detriment not only in that region in those fisheries but potentially spread 
elsewhere. 

 
 So, as a result of if we don’t start getting out in front of these issues the end 

result is going to be more closures, lost recreational fishing opportunities, 
diminished economic impact from recreational fishing throughout the 
country, more species-specific closures. So this is really what’s motivating us 
as a community to really band together, speak with a more unified voice and 
begin to, again, get out in front of these issues and hopefully effect some 
positive change on them. So, Martin, with that I’ll turn it back to you. 

 
Martin: Thank you, Mike. Now, Geoff Mullins will take a look at the environmental 

threats that we face in the future. 
 
Geoff: Thank you, Martin. Good afternoon, everybody. There’s definitely a very 

important economic story that’s starting to be told here around the true value 
of saltwater recreational fishing. But there’s an equally important 
conservation story to be told as well. And the reason I say that is because the 
two are very much closely tied together. They’re in fact drivers of each other. 
The more anglers we have on the water, obviously that’s going to drive the 
economy, no doubt. But actually having more anglers on the water is going to 
be key to the future of the conservation of the resource.  

 
 If you look at our vibrant outdoor recreation-based economy, some $646 

billion worth, $70 billion of that is saltwater fishing alone. We really need to 
think of our fisheries and our natural resources generally as an infrastructure 
so to speak, an infrastructure that really supports this industry, this economy. 
And within the infrastructure we really need to invest in it, maintain it and 
keep it so that it can continue to work for us in the future. So I really want to 
just highlight a few of the top level conservation challenges that we’re going 
to have to be cognizant of in the future as we go forward and really keep that 
infrastructure working for us.  
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 First and foremost, the biggest threat to any fish species and our fishing 
opportunity is quite simple habitat loss. If we lose the habitat we’re going to 
lose the fish. So we need to continue to work collaboratively with federal 
agencies, with state agencies, with private partnership opportunities, with 
NGO partners to really restore and enhance habitat whenever and wherever 
we can and we need to do so in a very holistic ecosystem-wide approach, not 
only focusing on where the fish are, where they’re caught, but their entire 
lifecycle, where they spawn and they reproduce, where their nursery grounds 
are, where their food supply is. We need to think about the entire food chain. 
Those bait fish species, the forage base, needs a great habitat as well so that 
they can thrive and then support those big predator species that we all love to 
pursue. 

 
 So the habitats I’m talking about we’re all familiar with. But it’s places like 

coastal marshes, wetlands, other flood plains where these fish can really go to 
shelter, grow, get bigger and they’re great areas for food source. We hear all 
the time, for instance, about the deterioration of the coastal marshes in the 
Mississippi River Delta and a lot of barrier island loss happening down there 
as well. You have sea grass beds and other marshes. These are great areas for 
food supply for fish, nursery grounds and shelter. Oyster beds, other reef 
structures, these are great habitat all around that host a whole variety of 
marine life and fish species in terms of shelter, food supply, and the like.  

 
 And we also need to think upstream as well. We have many species like 

salmon, sturgeon, river herring. They all have to travel upstream to spawn 
and reproduce. So we need to really enhance fish passage whenever we can 
and really allow those fish to move as freely as possible.  

 
 The second conservation challenge that I would mention is really water 

quality itself. We need to be cognizant of the fact that things that are 
happening on the land flow downstream into our waterways and out to our 
coastal and ocean resources. We have a lot of manmade things happening in 
terms of pollution from industry, cities; even agricultural is really big in 
terms of pollutants such as nitrogen, phosphorous, fertilizers, other nutrients 
flowing off the land and into the water. And not only do these pollutants 
degrade the habitat but they also mix together and form these dead zones, 
these hypoxia areas that really are staved of oxygen and kill all the marine 
life around it.  

 
 There are some 550 of these dead zones around the world and the second 

largest one in fact is in the Mississippi, at the mouth of the Mississippi River 
in the Gulf of Mexico. In fact, NOAA just put out a report a couple weeks 
ago where they had estimated the size of that dead zone and it’s much larger 
than they thought it was going to be for 2015. In fact, it’s some 6,400 square 
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miles, bigger than the States of Connecticut and Rhode Island combined. So 
we really need to work with state and federal governments to reduce the 
amount of pollution as much as possible and really incentivize good 
conservation practices on the ground downstream to minimize those impacts.  

 
 Finally, I’ll say a brief word just about climate change. Climate change is 

going to no doubt manifest itself in many varied ways, in very subtle ways. 
Even a slight one or two degree change in ocean temperatures may impact 
fish health, reproduction cycles, even larval stage survivability rates and 
potentially even fish populations themselves and their distribution patterns 
and their abundance. Furthermore, these changes in the climate not only will 
exacerbate some of those water quality issues and some of the habitat issues I 
described earlier but interestingly enough sportsmen are going to be some of 
the first to see these changes and be impacted by them on the water as they’re 
out there on the water fishing.  

 
 So putting aside the very large conversation about what all could be done to 

curb climate change, what we do need to have done in the nearer term is 
focus and have federal and state agencies really equipped to diagnose these 
changes as they’re happening and then also be able to manage for them 
through adaptive management techniques to minimize those impacts as 
they’re occurring and minimize the impacts on the habitat and on the species. 
Thank you, Martin. I’ll turn it back over to you. 

 
Martin: Thank you very much, Geoff. Jeff Gabriel’s back and he’s going to talk to us 

a bit about the misunderstanding that the public sometimes has about 
recreational anglers. 

 
Jeff: Thanks, Martin. So Geoff just talked about some of the things, some of the 

issues, and so did Mike, that we’re looking at from a public policy 
perspective. And I’m going to talk right now about kind of how do we get 
that done because it’s very easy to say that we can identify some of these 
problems and say it’s not easy to do this, this and this to fix them. And I 
spoke earlier about the technology, which is getting many more fishermen 
out into the marine environment to fish safely and effectively since ‘76. 

 
 But the public perception, particularly the fisherman’s perspective in some 

ironic way has not kept up with the growth of technology and the growth of 
the support, just like the law itself, MSA, has not kept up with that. And so, 
this is a challenge going forward in the future because one of the tools in the 
toolbox that any industry will use is constituent input to the public 
policymakers to make sure that they understand how important this is. Quite 
frankly, and I think Mr. Balash and the Senator certainly can talk ad infinitum 



Yamaha Marine Group 
Tim Cahlander  

Kenai Classic Roundtable Transcript 
 

Page 18 

about how if the constituency is not there sometimes there’s just not the 
impetus within the public policy realm to fix that. 

 
 The public perception part is our fault and NMMA and ASA and others are 

working very closely now in a very nascent attempt to educate the public and, 
quite frankly, to educate our members as much as the fishing community 
itself as to what do we bring to the table, what is it that we are as a 
community and what kind of power do we have. So we’re kind of working 
through the Coast Guard Bill and the Sports Fishing Restoration & Boating 
Trust Fund reauthorization to try to sort of address that to some extent to get 
the message out to what it is that we do. 

 
 But we have this perception problem. And earlier this year there was a news 

report in the New York Times about Senator Rubio. And I’m not here to 
endorse anything that he may or may not be doing on the federal, the national 
level. But we don’t take kindly to our friends or any boaters for that matter 
being bashed with pretty much a stupid article because it wasn’t really sort of 
-- it showed that the reporter did not do his research properly.  

 
 So there’s a picture of what looks to be a fairly older used Edgewater 245 

boat with two Yamaha F150s hanging off the back. So that’s two engines 
hanging off the back, F150s, 150 horsepower apiece for a total of 300 
horsepower off the back of it. And he’s accused of somehow having a 
speedboat like he’s some sort of playboy. Well, you know, most of us in this 
room are fishermen. I don’t think that two F150s hanging off the back of a 24 
foot family fishing boat could be construed in any sort of way as a playboy’s 
speedboat. And it’s an assault really and an affront to me because we do 
actually represent manufacturers that sell speedboats and God bless the 
playboys that have the money to go out and buy them. That’s not one of 
them. 

 
 So if you take a look at BoatTrader.com, that particular boat if you go out and 

take a look at it and do a pretty good deal yourself, you’ll be able to pick that 
boat up, a very good secondhand boat, used, for $50,000 or less. That’s a 
serious chunk of change. It’s an outlay but it’s not going to be paid in one 
check and that’s definitely within the bailiwick of any middle class family to 
be able to take their kids, like my two kids, out tubing or fishing or enjoying 
the water.  

 
 So is it reasonable for a Florida citizen to have a family fishing boat? Well, 

that’s kind of like a Texan. Texans are allowed to have guns. If you don’t live 
in Texas with a gun -- I don’t quite know. You can’t call yourself a Texan at 
that point, so ditto for Florida. 
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 So as an industry we need to do a better job of explaining what it is that we 
do and what it is that we represent. The majority of boaters are middle class. 
Over 70 percent, as I said earlier, well 75 percent actually, fish from their 
boats. 

 
 There’s also a misunderstanding of the important financial role that the 

recreational fishing plays not only in our economy but in funding 
conservation. We are the backbone of aquatic conservation in this country. 
It’s called the American system. It came from us. The rest of the world -- I 
heard this said earlier this year. Go to Switzerland or go to Germany, parts of 
Germany. The country’s beautiful. The mountains are gorgeous. You won’t 
find too many living critters around there because they have a very different 
idea of conservation. This country over 100 years ago decided the fishermen 
and the hunters themselves were going to take the bull by the horns in many 
respects. Go to the public policymakers and say, "We want to be the ones that 
are taxed and utilized for this financial backbone to do the things like sea 
grass bed restoration and oyster bed restoration." And I know Pat’s going to 
get into this a little bit more. 

 
 But between excise taxes on fishing, tackle, motor boat fuel tax sold, 

fishermen alone contribute over $1.5 billion a year to aquatic conservation. 
That’s not federal money. That’s our money. That’s the money that we freely 
spend to go back. And then we expect that, the contract there is we expect 
that money to go back to the resource. 

 
 So no other group comes anywhere close to this level of aquatic resource, 

none. And so, very few people know about this user benefit, public user pay, 
public benefit system and that’s one of the things that we’re going to working 
on going forward to try to change the perception out there. So if there’s better 
recognition of social conservation and economic benefits of recreational 
fishing, we’d have better success at implementing federal fisheries 
management systems. I think that’s fairly true. And we’re going to continue 
to work on that so that we can tailor the federal fisheries management system 
to at least give the recreational fishing industry, the recreational fishing 
community what it needs with respect to federal management processes. 
Martin? 

 
Martin: Thank you very much, Jeff. Now we’re going to move onto the second part 

of the roundtable. We’ve talked about the challenges that we face in the 
recreational community. Now we’re going to offer some potential solutions 
to the challenges that we face. And we’re going to start with Bob Hayes. 
Bob? 

 



Yamaha Marine Group 
Tim Cahlander  

Kenai Classic Roundtable Transcript 
 

Page 20 

Bob: Thanks, Martin. I was reminded I was supposed to vote(?) before but I was a 
little slow. So it’s one of the advantages. I actually was there in 1976.  

 
 My role here is to talk about state management as a model for future 

Magnuson Act management and I want to talk a little bit first about the way 
in which states used to manage fisheries. Prior to the Magnuson Act in 1977 
when it was actually implemented, states managed all commercial and 
recreational fisheries, in some cases out to 200 miles. The only exceptions 
were those that were managed under treaty like halibut and those kinds of 
treaties and tuna on the East Coast.  

 
 What the Magnuson Act did is it essentially said when you put a fishery 

management plan in place it will manage whatever federal fishery it is 
circumscribing. And so, when you put the New England groundfish plan in 
place, the New England groundfish plan. When you put the Alaska pollock 
plan in place or the groundfish plan in Alaska, that basically preempts any 
state management of that federal fishery. That has been the case to the point 
where today about 600 separate species are managed by the federal 
government.  

 
 When it first started, frankly, a lot of people thought that the states would 

continue to manage recreational fishermen. There were many managers that I 
talked to at the time who just said, "Well, that’s for the states to do." And 
there was good reason and Jeff and others have mentioned that reason. The 
technology simply wasn’t available to get this kind of a boat out beyond three 
miles. Now they were clearly going beyond three miles but they weren’t 
going anywhere near the numbers and the frequency which they do today. 

 
 So what’s happened over the past 40 years? Well, basically what’s happened 

is you’ve developed a very large and as people have pointed out an 
economically robust recreational fishery. So if you’ve done that how are you 
going to manage it? What’s the obstacle here to management?  

 
 Well, we view that the largest obstacle to management frankly and this is no 

disrespect to Alaska was the 2006 amendments which essentially took an 
Alaskan model, which is highly data dependent and it works very, very well 
for commercial fishing, and applying it to all fisheries in the United States 
and it applied it to recreational fisheries. It became much more difficult to 
manage a recreational fishery under the 2006 amendments. Most of the cries 
and outrages that we have claimed and seen and most of the angst frankly has 
been a result of the application of a lot of the things that were required in 
2006.  
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 States over the years have not managed in the way in which the 2006 
amendments now require the federal government to manage. States have 
managed fisheries with size limits, bag limits, seasons. And they’ve done it 
by applying a very conservative estimate of the amount of fish that could be 
caught and then taking that conservative estimate and doing something to 
manage it for that recreational fishing using those three tools. 

 
 Those three tools are the magic of a state manager. Now there’s no person in 

this room, including me, who hasn’t had an argument with a state director 
about a size limit, a season, or a bag limit. It’s either too small, too big, not 
aggressive, the wrong season, you weren’t flexible enough. Everybody has 
that argument. I get it. 

 
 But what it does for recreation is it gives you some certainty. It gives you 

some timing. It lets you have some certainty as to how that season is going to 
progress and it allows that state manager to manage with the data he has, not 
the data he wished he had.  

 
 Commercial fisheries have phenomenal data. They can manage it almost to 

the fish. A big factory trawl(?) is out here reporting their catches basically as 
they’re catching them. That’s an extraordinary advantage if you’re a fisheries 
manager. That system does not exist except for a few exceptions, mostly in 
salmon in the Northwest and probably here in Alaska for salmon. But with 
the exception of those kinds of fisheries that data simply doesn’t exist.  

 
 So the states have learned long ago not to manage to something that requires 

data that they don’t have. They go ahead and manage very effectively and 
very sustainably by using basic -- the trilogy, season, size limits and bag 
limits. 

 
 Now, does the Magnuson Act prevent that? Well, as an old NOAA lawyer I’d 

say no. But as the present NOAA lawyer if I was one they’d say yes because 
we’re required to do this other thing. And so we have proposed and it’s now 
in the House bill a measure which will call for what we call alternative 
management. Alternative management is a nice way of just saying look, use 
these three tools and go ahead and use them in a conservation-minded way. 

 
 That management system is the reason and I think it’s the number two 

recommendation of the Morris-Deal Commission. It is probably the most 
important part of the Morris-Deal recommendation. And the reason it’s 
important is because if we’re going to look forward to the future, we’re going 
to look out there 20 years and we’re going to talk about advanced technology, 
we’re going to talk about more access, more participation, more economic 
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generation by our recreational fisheries, we have to expand. That’s the truth 
of it. 

 
 Now, we can expand geographically and I think in the southeast that’s really 

the place where you’re going to see people expand, geographically. I’m not 
talking about catching more fish. I’m talking about the ability to go out there 
and have access to more fish. There’s a big difference here. Now, our number 
one requirement frankly in the Magnuson Act, the reason we want it to 
essentially be moving forward either this year or certainly by the end of this 
Congress is because we think the sooner we can get the agency to start 
focusing on that kind of management the better management they will 
produce in federal waters.  

 
 The other state management system I wanted to talk about a little bit is a little 

more controversial. In the southeast there has been -- in the Gulf there has 
been a recovery of a magnitude that almost doesn’t exist elsewhere under the 
Magnuson Act in red snapper. Everybody talks about red snapper, what a 
terrible fishery it is and it’s doing bad and all this. And actually it’s an 
incredible fishery. 

 
 Twenty years ago the total take for red snapper was a million pounds. There 

is now talk at the council of making it 20 million pounds. Now that’s what I 
call a recovery. The largest catches in history were in the early 1900s. They 
were around 14 million pounds. Something is happening in red snapper and 
it’s all good.  

 
 The bad part of what’s happening in red snapper is that the federal 

management system doesn’t allow for an adequate season. The federal 
management system is basically reducing recreational fishermen’s catches to 
ten days. There’s something fundamentally wrong with that.  

 
 Four months ago we asked the five state directors in the Gulf of Mexico to 

come together and come up with a plan to see if they could manage it by 
applying this system that I’m talking about. They have done that. That bill 
exists. At the moment that bill is not moving very well and as you’ve 
mentioned I guess -- you mentioned -- Senator Vitter I think has tried to 
attach to everything that’s flying through the system. I don’t know how many 
bills go flying through the system and I don’t how many he’s tried to attach it 
to but I know he’s tried to attach it to a lot of them. And that’s because he 
believes, as we believe -- not that we don’t think those other bills are 
important, we do.  

 
 What he believes is that that bill fostered by five state directors is a viable 

solution to a difficult management system that exists in the federal 
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government. And so, we’d like to see that bill pass as well and that’s a bill 
that at least from our perspective promotes conservation, promotes recreation, 
continues the existing measures in the commercial fishery and if it doesn’t 
work -- and frankly nobody in this room knows whether it’s going to work 
and those five state directors don’t know whether it’s going to work either 
and nobody can tell you it will work or it will fail until somebody puts it in 
place.  

 
 If it fails, it reverts back to the federal government under the existing system. 

And we think that’s a very fair and rational way to manage that fishery and 
we think they ought to be allowed to give it a go.  

 
Martin: Thank you, Bob. Now, we’re going to talk about how we may be able to 

resolve the environmental challenges in the future. For that, Pat Murray will 
get us started. Pat? 

 
Pat: Martin, thank you. I want to continue to punctuate a point that I think Jeff did 

a great job of laying out when you talk about the impact of recreational 
anglers. And there’s kind of two pieces to this puzzle. But it definitely isn’t 
lost on anyone probably in this room that the American sportsmen and 
women are the backbone and often literally the wallet of good conservation. 
As a group we contribute -- and you’ve heard this number before today -- but 
it’s $1.5 billion. I almost need to say that again because $1.5 billion is a 
stunning number -- annually through excise taxes, fishing licenses and direct 
donations. That is that user pay model that we talked about earlier, the 
American system of conservation funding. And I know we’re familiar with it 
but I think there’s a lot of value in more people becoming familiar with it. 

 
 It begins with the Federal Aid and Sports Fish Restoration Act better known 

as the Dingle-Johnson Act. But it links revenue from our licenses to 
conservation. It’s the lifeblood of state and fish wildlife agencies, which is 
where a lot of this good conservation work we’re talking about, where that 
occurs and some of the best examples of it historically.  

 
 The system expanded to include fishing and boating communities with the 

passage of the Federal Aid and Sports Fish Restoration Act _____ Wallup-
Broman(?), probably the best known nomenclature in that. This allocates 
taxes on fishing tackle and equipment, about $650 million a year and that’s 
for federal and state conservation programs and infrastructure so again, a 
critical ongoing contribution. What we’re talking about in really good parts 
of the conservation and management of our fisheries. Both tremendously 
important financial tools, ongoing critical tools. 
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 But sort of the second piece of that and I think a vital part of the future of 
good resource management is when you look at where sportsmen and women 
participate beyond that and that’s the unique part of this wildlife model 
because they choose to engage in countless other ways, large ones and small 
ones and that magnifies the outcomes and the outputs from this 
tremendously. Now there’s probably not a more graphic arena to see that than 
something Jeff spoke to earlier with habitat restoration.  

 
 Marine habitat restoration is a place where you see recreational anglers truly 

engage, be it in an oyster recycling program, massive reefs offshore, 
innovative marsh restoration projects. There are places where that 
recreational angler really interfaces with the resource and helps guide the 
future. Al Perkinson with Costa Del Mar Sunglasses has a great expression 
that I think perfectly coined his passion and his willingness to dig in, which is 
feet wet, hands dirty. And that’s figuratively a great expression but it also 
literally is too as folks wade out into the mud and get their hands dirty 
planting grass or picking up oysters from recycling centers, cleaning them, 
bagging them and redeploying them to create reefs for tomorrow. That makes 
a big difference. It puts a lot of sweat equity, puts a lot of dollars into making 
a difference. And interestingly, it’s really one angler at a time, one step at a 
time changing our coast lines and making a difference.  

 
 And as impressive as the dollars are from the federal programs, and they 

really are impressive, you think also about the dollars that are raised due to 
the hundreds and it’s maybe even thousands of events that recreational 
anglers put on that are attended by thousands of people that raise additional 
dollars. Hopefully everyone here will participate in the KRSA event later this 
week. But those dollars go to change the resource, to improve the resource 
and make it better tomorrow than it is today. That’s a critical thing that you 
see in recreational fisheries and it gets applied to these projects that create 
multi-million dollar labs that are working on everything from phytoplankton 
to white marlin and from biggie perch to red drum and helping guide the 
science of tomorrow.  

 
 We also see big, game-changing projects, recently one in Texas where 

recreational anglers got together, raised the initial $2 million and kicked off a 
campaign that ended up being an $11 million campaign to open a coastal 
pass. And that’s now breathing new life into two big iconic bays, Mesquite 
Bay and Aransas Bay there. There were literally thousands of acres of marsh 
that were being choked because of that closure. And that’s that kind of 
Google Map quality changing, making things different on really a look at the 
globe kind of way. That’s real big difference. And I think that’s the kind of 
difference recreational anglers have the ability to make.  
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 And there’s many, many more examples throughout the US of similar efforts. 
And I think we’re going to see those continue to increase. And I think that’s 
where we see this value of the recreational angler because they’re willing to 
put their time and their talent and their treasure to make resources better 
tomorrow than they are today. So thank you, Martin. 

 
Martin: Thank you, Pat. Now, Geoff Mullins will continue and focus on cultivating 

the role of the recreational anglers in the future.  
 
Geoff: Thanks again, Martin. First, I’d start by saying that we obviously want more 

recreational anglers on the water for economic reasons. But we actually need 
more anglers on the water for conservation reasons.  

 
 So how do we really maintain that level of engagement, that contribution of 

anglers supporting conservation, that momentum that Pat was just 
describing? First, I’d say we need a new Magnuson-Stevens Act 
reauthorization, one that really reflects and respects the true value of 
saltwater recreational fishing, not only from an economic standpoint but from 
a conservation standpoint as well. I would go so far as to say if our fisheries’ 
laws were managed better for recreational fishing then by definition it would 
become a better conservation law as well.  

 
 Second, we just need to continue that education and effort about the fact that 

sportsmen pay the way and are the wallet of conservation, as was described 
before. We definitely could work with our federal and state agencies to help 
tell that story about the fact that license sales go to help conservation; taxes 
on tackle, gear, fuel all go to pay to help pay for conservation.  

 
 I would also add though that anglers really need to feel like the system can 

and is working for them. They need to feel like it’s worth their while to 
remain engaged in the sport and on the water. And I think that speaks to the 
access and the opportunity issue that was discussed before.  

 
 Anglers really need a certainty around when they can get out on the water. 

And so, there’s a real reliability and dependability factor involved here. The 
Recreational Boating and Fishing Foundation did some survey work a few 
months ago and they found that 81 percent of all angler trips are planned 
pretty spontaneously, within under a week’s time. So really having that 
certainty around when you can go fish and then once you’re out there at least 
having a reasonable expectation of some success is going to be important to 
keeping anglers engaged in the sport and on the water.  

 
 Finally, I’d say it’s important for anglers themselves to just really take a 

vested interest in their local communities, in their local waters where they 
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fish, get involved and continue to advocate and support good conservation 
work, teaming up with great conservation groups who are doing habitat 
restoration and conservation locally. We’ve got great groups that are active in 
this like CCA, like KRSA. So having groups like that that can really facilitate 
that engagement by sportsmen and by anglers is going to be helpful and 
really just fostering that pride of what it means to be a sportsmen and 
wrapped up into that is having a good conservation ethic. 

 
 So a combination of all these things I’ve just described is really going to be 

important as we maintain that momentum and that engagement with anglers 
going forward so they can continue to be the wallet for conservation. Thank 
you. 

 
Martin: Thanks very much, Geoff. Now we’re going to consider how recreational 

anglers will organize themselves in the future. Jeff Gabriel will take us 
through here. 

 
Jeff: Thanks, Martin. And Geoff just kind of gave a very good overview. I’m 

sitting here thinking about it listening to him. There are a lot of organizations 
sitting at this table, ASA, NMMA, and CCA and we all work for a group 
called -- all these acronyms -- the Coastal Conservation Association, the 
National Marine Manufacturers Association, Association of Sport Fish 
Manufacturers, the Coastal Conservation Association, RFA who I’m a board 
member of, Recreational Fishing Alliance. Well, we’re going to do our job to 
try to bring everybody together in expanding this coalition to other 
sportsmen. 

 
 But how else are we going to do that? I mean it sounds really good and we’re 

going to do newsletters and I’m sure we’ll write some articles in our 
magazines and try to encourage people to do that. But there are some things 
that we have to sort of break out of and that’s kind of one of the things that’s 
mulling over right now as we get that message out there to try to coalesce 
these different groups.  

 
 And one of the things that we have to do is we have to kind of get rid of this 

niche mentality that fishermen have. I’ve got to read it because it’s hilarious. 
It’s the bass anglers. They don’t really care what the trout anglers are doing. 
And the in-shore guys don’t really care what the offshore guys are doing. 
And the fly fishermen, my gosh they’re a whole different group. I mean they 
don’t really want to talk to the rest of any of us. They’re out there doing their 
own thing.  

 
 So I mean we’ve got the female anglers that’s a fantastic explosion right now. 

But then you get the female anglers and that sort of segments another. We’re 
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all anglers. We’re all sportsmen. And again, I elude back to what I’ve been 
talking about that ASA and NMMA are working on and that is trying to find 
some funding mechanism within the Sports Fish Restoration and Boating 
Trust Fund that will start to do something that we haven’t done for 75 years 
and that is to try to get the message out to the boater, to the fishermen and in 
many respects to the hunter that you’re the one that’s funding this. This is 
your jewel and you are in the process of letting it slip through your hands. 

 
 So it’s something that we’re going to be working towards to breakdown, 

break through these barriers and get all anglers, boaters and again as I said in 
other capacities, hunters, to understand what it is that they’re doing and start 
to work together, in the case of recreational marine anglers, the 11 million of 
them working together, whether they’re fly fishing for striped bass in the 
Chesapeake Bay or they’re going out to the wrecks in the Gulf or the derelict 
oil rigs and fishing for red snapper. They’ve got to start to think collectively 
because if the management system does do the red snapper fishery and it 
becomes a precedent and it doesn’t affect you right now because you fish for 
striped bass in the Chesapeake Bay, make no mistake about it once those 
precedents start to take hold you are going to be under threat yourself, 
whether it’s in three months, six months, six years. But make no mistake 
about it, you’re going to -- you’re playing fire with your jewel. You’re going 
to lose it. So that’s why it’s very important to us and some of the reasons and 
some of the ways we’re going to try to take to do this. 

 
 Another way we’re going to do that and we’re already starting to do that and 

kudos goes out not just because of their sponsorship and not just because I 
love them as a member and they’re easy to work for but because they’re 
actually doing the work, but Yamaha has -- and other manufacturers within 
the NMMA family are stepping up to the plate and they’re starting to 
organize their dealers. They’re starting to organize the people who touch the 
boater and the fishermen themselves. And that’s another way that we’re 
going to do this and try to breakthrough these barriers and coalesce this large 
constituency. Because at the end of the day, large constituencies can affect 
elections and we know that. 

 
 And so we’re -- it’s not a threat. It’s just a statement of fact. We’re going to 

continue to try to work towards coalescing this group of people together so 
that we can get some of this stuff done. And the bottom line: It’s their 
business. It’s their bottom line. It’s their culture. It’s their -- it’s the thing that 
they pass on to their children. 

 
 Finally, and NMMA’s been doing this for years on a host of different issues, 

not with respect to fisheries but we’re going to start bringing it to fisheries, 
and that is working with other outside groups like off-road vehicle users, 
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motorcycle groups, snowmobile groups, campers, because if it starts to affect 
us and federal management starts to turn a deaf ear to 11 million anglers, 
don’t start to think that you’re safe over there using your off-road ATV going 
up the side of a mountain or something like that. You’re next, potentially 
next. So, we’re going to be working with them as well. So with that, Martin, 
I’ll turn it back over to you. 

 
Martin: Thanks very much, Jeff. Now we’re going to consider advocacy and 

communication in the future. Mike Leonard will take us there.  
 
Mike: Thanks, Martin. So, our recreational fishing community, especially over the 

last year and even going back further than that, has recognized this issue 
we’ve been facing of being fragmented, of having all these disparate groups 
often not saying the same thing. And Mr. Balash, I was heartened to hear, I 
appreciate your appreciation if that makes any sense for recognizing that 
we’re doing a better job of coming together with one voice and one set of 
priorities for where we’re trying to go in the future. 

 
 The list of organizations up here, as I said, have been working extremely well 

together over the last year and beyond in coming together, developing goals 
and objectives for how we want to see management and policy changes and 
legislative changes on saltwater recreational fisheries issues, both in the 
short-term and in the long-term. We already have seen some significant 
positive results as part of that collaboration reflected in the House Magnuson-
Stevens bill that passed I guess it was in early June that was led by 
Congressman Don Young here from Alaska that we saw some very 
significant important provisions included in that bill that were added on from 
the time that it was introduced to the time that it passed the House of 
Representatives that made some very, very important meaningful changes to 
address many of the issues we’ve been talking about here today in terms of 
alternative management for recreational fisheries, allowing NOAA fisheries 
to explore those types of management measures, looking at fishery 
allocations, improving recreational fisheries’ data collection, really, really 
important significant changes that we would not have ever been able to 
accomplish had we been speaking in different voices and asking for different 
things and not coming together and hopefully making legislators’ lives a little 
bit easier by coming forward with one clear set of priorities for our 
community. 

 
 So, we’re hoping to build on that momentum particularly as we look to the 

Senate and hope to see a lot of the progress we made in the House and some 
really good provisions in that legislation move forward if and when we can 
get things going on that side of that aisle. So as we look to Magnuson and 
beyond, our coalition is looking at pooling our resources and having clear and 
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strong advocacy efforts, communication efforts and lobbying efforts, all with 
the goal of advancing saltwater recreational fishing, improving recreational 
fishing opportunities again as we look to the future, all again with the 
objective as policy decisions are being made, as legislation is moving 
forward that the benefits that recreational fishing provides to the nation in 
terms of economics, social benefits, those are all being taken into account as 
these types of actions are moving forward. So, Martin, I’ll turn it back to you.  

 
Martin: Thanks very much, Mike. We’ve talked about expanding the angler coalition. 

Now we’re going to look at what other resource-oriented organizations can 
help us learn. And Kara Moriarity has some comments on that. 

 
Kara: So, that’s Martin’s nice way of saying I’m the misfit in the room. So, I 

appreciate the opportunity to share some comments about what we have 
learned. I would say that we’re still learning some of these lessons that I’m 
going to share with you today.  

 
 I think the first thing that I find interesting if you go back to one of the first 

slides about the three issues facing the sportfishing industry, I think you 
could replace the oil and gas industry and say the same three: Inadequate 
federal management system or inconsistent maybe in our case, environment 
threats, and a public misunderstanding of the role of oil and gas in our 
economy and in our culture. And honestly, Alaska is a resource state between 
oil and gas, fishing, mining, tourism and what’s left of the forestry industry. I 
think all five of those could say that we’re all faced with those same three 
challenges.  

 
 And another theme that I’ve heard a lot about that we talk about and 

fortunately we have two great fighters back in DC too on these two issues is 
access and certainty. So there’s a lot of similarities even though there could 
be some cases where the sportfishing industry and the oil and gas industry 
could be on different sides of an issue or in cases where we have to try to 
figure out how to coexist. And I think we do a really good job right here in 
the Cook Inlet and I talked a little bit about that earlier today at our lunch.  

 
 But from us, again I think these are lessons we’re still trying to learn. And the 

first thing is science because all of our challenges, and I don’t know about the 
sportfishing industry yet because I didn’t hear much about it today, all of our 
challenges end up in court. Whether it’s Endangered Species Act, whether 
it’s -- I noticed, Bob, in your bio some of the work you were involved with 
with NOAA, whether it was the Clean Water Act, name your acronym, all of 
those cases are ending up in court. And most of the time, the best science is 
going to prevail. And in our case we can have science that looks exactly like 
NOAA’s science or the State of Alaska science but the federal government or 
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the State of Alaska science is going to hold more credibility in court because 
it’s not our science.  

 
 So, I didn’t see or hear much about that today and you probably are working 

on it. But that is something that especially for the State of Alaska in low 
budget times or and the federal government is always broke, but to focus we 
always continue to tell our Senators don’t shortchange those federal agencies 
who are actually trying to do good work because that helps us.  

 
 The other thing that I would say is try to find as many third party advocates 

to share your message. And it sounds like you’re starting to do that. But we 
have found that our most credible sources, whether it’s university professors, 
economists, anybody else to give your message of course then raises your 
credibility and increases the message. And we had to learn this firsthand. 

 
 A year ago today the State of Alaska had a ballot issue that fortunately we 

were able to defeat that would’ve changed the oil tax structure. And I see 
some of my state legislators in the audience who were leaders in helping us 
defeat that ballot measure. But we learned a lot of lessons in that fight that I 
hope we’re still trying to learn. And I think one of the biggest lessons we 
have learned, especially my counterparts in the lower 48, especially in the 
State of Texas recently is the issue of hydraulic fracturing got way out of 
control for the oil and gas industry. The critics of hydraulic fracturing were 
making all of these claims that people in the industry thought the American 
public is never going to believe that or we don’t have to worry about it 
because we’ve been doing hydraulic fracturing safely for 50 years and this is 
going to be safe.  

 
 A city in Texas banned hydraulic fracturing last year. Now the state 

legislature has come in and found some legal ways to get around that. But 
that’s actually caused hard feelings between city governments and state and 
who has the right rule. But the point is you can’t ignore that noise I guess is -- 
and we have learned that lesson the really hard way, my counterparts in the 
lower 48, on hydraulic fracturing. And we’ve learned it here in Alaska. 

 
 The state receives about 90 percent of their checkbook if you will from the 

oil and gas industry. So we pay no state income tax, no state sales tax, no 
property tax. I’m going to get all these panelists to move to Alaska. But only 
20 percent of Alaskans know that in a recent poll. And I think I talk about 
that 90 percent number all the time. Twenty-one percent in a poll of 1,200 
people in a state where we only have 800... I mean, so the margin of error 
was very low unfortunately. So it’s constant.  
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 One other thing: Research. We found in our efforts last year on the campaign 
and we’re continuing it today, you’ve got to pay for it. But you have to invest 
in good public opinion research, qualitative, quantitative. And you’d better 
have a good analytics professor on your team that are drilling down into those 
micro targets because that’s how all of those scary internet ads follow you 
around but that’s what makes a difference.  

 
 And so the last thing that I would say is that we’re still trying to learn this 

lesson and that is don’t be a dinosaur. Don’t just rely on your newsletter. 
Don’t just rely on your email blast. You have got to get gorilla. You have got 
to figure out a way to get to that new market.  

 
 There was an article in The Hill I think Monday of this week about how 

social media is dictating the outcome of this Presidential election like no 
other time in history. And if you don’t have a Snapchat account, you’d better 
get one. If you don’t have an Instagram -- I mean Facebook is people -- I’m 
not a Millennial. Facebook is not for the Millennials and that’s the growing 
population. 

 
 So we have created a new website. It’s AKOilandGas.com and it is targeted 

specifically to that audience who we want to try to get information.  
 
 So I would say I’m still learning these lessons ourselves with the oil and gas 

industry. But those are my two cents to the sportfishing industry and really all 
industries in Alaska, whether it’s commercial fishing, sportfishing, mining. 
Again, I think we all face the same overarching challenges. And thank you 
for the time. 

 
Martin: Thank you very much, Kara. We appreciate your insights. Now, we’ll 

consider the panelists individually, their personal views of the future. The 
question is this: How can we grow the impact of recreational fishing for the 
benefit of all? And each of you will have five minutes and we’ll start with 
Jeff Gabriel. 

 
Jeff: So, Martin, thanks and I’m almost done. You’re sick of hearing me I’m sure. 

I’m sick of hearing myself.  
 
 Let me start by saying this. This is what I want to bring to this conversation 

and it might be a little bit different, might not quite answer the question, 
Martin. But I, as I said before, started 43 years ago fishing with my 
grandfather and I have two little kids at home. Jeffrey the III is three and Lisa 
will be two in November. And there is nothing more important to me than to 
make sure that this resource and that pastime that centered me in a gravity 
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that kept me from drugs and all kinds of stuff that some people just went off 
the reservation when I was growing up, I want that to be there for them. 

 
 So I’m delighted and honored, I can’t even believe that I was asked to sit on a 

panel with such heavyweights. But the fact of the matter is I jumped at the 
chance because there is something endemic to the human spirit about fishing.  

 
 My wife is from Budapest, Hungary and if you go to Hungary, a country that 

was under the thumb of the Soviet Union for decades, they tried to wipe out 
religion, they tried to wipe out capitalism, they tried to break the human 
spirit. You go over there to visit family, they’re still fishing for carp with a 12 
foot pole in the lakes and rivers over there. There’s something endemic about 
the human condition that gets us out there and gets us jacked up to go fishing. 
It’s why there are so many people that want to own one of these boats and get 
out there and go fishing as we talked about. 

 
 So I am excited to be here because I want to protect something for my 

children and for all of your children and for you because it’s something that 
you grew up with. It centers you in your life. It’s something that brings you 
back to zero and helps you to cope with a fairly confusing and stressful world 
at times. And so, that’s why I’m here. That’s what I’m excited about and I’d 
like to use that as a jumping off point for answering that question, Martin. 

 
Martin: Thanks very much. Now, Geoff Mullins. 
 
Geoff: Thank you very much. Again, it’s been a privilege to be on this panel as well. 

Thank you all for being here. Thank you Senator Murkowski, Mr. Balash. 
We’re privileged to be up here with you guys as well. 

 
 I think all of us as anglers are a pretty optimistic bunch. I think everyone 

would agree, right? We’re always holding onto that hope, the hope that that 
next cast is going to be the one that you really hook into that big one, the 
hope that that next fishing trip that you take is going to be the one that’s so 
epic that you’re talking about it ten years from now.  

 
 So there’s always that hope for fishermen. And Zane Grey, the great novelist 

from the early 1900s and a prolific angler himself had a great quote. He said 
that -- he wrote "Hope burns always in the heart of a fisherman." And I truly 
believe that. And so I tend to put myself in that very optimistic hopeful camp 
when I think about the future of our sport, the future of our industry and the 
future of our conservation of our resources as well.  

 
 We’re doing a lot of great things as a community. We talked about the 

unified approach that we’re taking, which is great to see. We have a clear 
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vision for the future of where we want to go, where we need to be as a 
community. We’re not only talking about challenges but we’re bringing 
solutions to the table, so I think that’s very important. 

 
 There’s a lot to be excited about. ASA is doing some really cool stuff in 

terms of engaging and recruiting new anglers to the sport. The Recreational 
Boating and Fishing Foundation is doing the same thing trying to get new 
boaters and anglers out there. They have a whole Hispanic outreach 
campaign. So lots to be proud of. 

 
 I would end on one important note. At the beginning of my remarks I likened 

our resources and our fisheries to an infrastructure that supports an industry 
and I really -- I truly believe that. So like in any industry, you have to support 
your infrastructure. You have to invest in your infrastructure and maintain it 
so that it can work for you in the future. 

 
 So our community, the entire hunting and fishing community is really 

looking to Congress and calling on Congress in the next few months as the 
Murray-Ryan budget deal comes to an expiration for it to work in a very 
bipartisan way to come up with a new bipartisan budget agreement. We want 
to avoid any talk of return to sequestration levels, any talk of shutdowns 
perhaps. All of those scenarios would be very bad for conservation. And as 
you do so, please think of conservation and investing in conservation 
programs not as a miscellaneous line item but as a true investment in an 
industry and in an infrastructure that supports a great economy. So thank you 
very much. 

 
Martin: Thank you very much, Geoff. Now we’ll move on to Mike Leonard. Mike? 
 
Mike: Thanks, Martin. Not to be contrarian to what Geoff just said because I think 

he’s right in terms of the fishing experience as anglers do tend to be an 
optimistic bunch. In terms of management however, anglers are pretty 
pessimistic about federal fisheries management. We tend to focus on those 
problem areas where fisheries management is not going so well, Gulf red 
snapper. We’ve got issue in the MidAtlantic with summer flounder, 
groundfish in New England. There’s these individual issues all across the 
country that tend to be a distraction and get us away from focusing really on 
what are a lot of the positives that are going on in the recreational fishing 
world.  

 
 We showed earlier 13 percent increase according to the latest US Fish and 

Wildlife Service survey on outdoor recreation and 13 percent increase in 
recreational fishing participation over a five year period. That’s really good 
news. Folks are more likely to talk about the ten day Gulf red snapper season 
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than the 13 percent increase in fishing participation, but that’s kind of human 
nature where we focus is on those problem areas. 

 
 NOAA came out with a report earlier this year that said overfishing was at an 

all-time low. So all those improvements we made in Magnuson-Stevens to 
end overfishing, ensure that our fisheries are managed sustainably, those are 
working if your only goal is to end overfishing and ensure that our stocks are 
at healthy levels. It’s that the human element, getting folks out on the water, 
enjoying time interacting with our fisheries resources that we’re still 
struggling with NOAA Fisheries to really start to overcome. 

 
 I remember several of us had a meeting with NOAA Fisheries Assistant 

Administrator Eileen Sobeck earlier this year and Yamaha’s President Ben 
Speciale was there and I thought he did a really great job of expressing to 
Assistant Administrator Sobeck that this is great news, the report about the 
overfishing being at an all-time low. It’s wonderful. We’re so happy to see 
that. But I have an extremely difficult time going to my dealers or to my 
employees and telling that to them and they’re just going to look at me like 
I’m silly because all they’re hearing about is Gulf red snapper and these 
problem areas. It starts to reduce the credibility of the agency and ultimately 
our entire federal fisheries management system when we don’t figure out 
how do we really tackle these problems meaningfully and start to overcome 
them because we can’t really pay attention to those successes when where 
our problems are arising we’re not really doing enough to meaningfully 
address those. 

 
 So we’re hopeful through things like the new NOAA Rec Fishing Policy, our 

continued interaction with that agency, through the Magnuson-Stevens 
reauthorization process we can begin to chip away at those things. I’ve been 
making the analogy probably too much recently. But in terms of what I do in 
marine fisheries issues it’s like a game of Whack-A-Mole. These issues keep 
popping up. It’s like an expanding game of Whack-A-Mole where there 
continues to be more and more issues getting out there where it’s harder to 
reach them. 

 
 What we need to do is not figure out how do we whack these moles a little bit 

better. How do we change the game so the moles aren’t coming up to begin 
with? And that’s where we need to get at the root problems that are causing 
them to come about, an agency that doesn’t quite understand what 
recreational fishing is all about and how to appropriately manage 11 million 
saltwater anglers and a law that needs to reflect that as well. 

 
 So as we look to the future that’s a big part of it too. But the burden isn’t 

entirely on the law or on the agency. We as anglers and within the industry 
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need to do a better job of being stewards of the environment and really taking 
ownership of fisheries management and playing our part. And that includes 
participating in data collection and research, those types of things, ensuring 
that fish released have the maximum potential to survive.  

 
 We at ASA have a program we’ve been working on for several years called 

Fish Smart and it’s all about reducing mortality in fish that are caught and 
released, not necessarily to promote catch and release fishing but when folks 
are engaged in catch and release fishing making sure when that fish gets back 
in the water it has the maximum chance of surviving and that includes are 
there devices you can be using to help facilitate that, are there handling 
techniques you can be using, so things like that that anglers need to get more 
involved in. And then again in the management process, anglers recognizing 
that we can’t just take it for granted that decisions will be made in our best 
interest whether or not we engage. Anglers need to be at these meetings, 
writing letters, talking with their legislators and making sure we have a voice 
in the process because even though there are some inherent challenges in 
doing that it’s clear we can’t just sit on the sidelines anymore. We have to get 
our hands dirty and really get involved in these fisheries management issues, 
otherwise we will not see 13 percent increases going into the future. Things 
might start turning in the wrong direction. 

 
 We need to start getting out in front of these issues. And I think what we, 

through the Center for Coastal Conservation and the organizations here and 
others are doing in unifying and getting more involved is hopefully going to 
help us in that end goal. So I’ll turn it back to you, Martin. 

 
Martin: Thanks very much. Pat? 
 
Pat: Thank you, Martin. It’s interesting. This has been a neat culminating moment 

because we’re hearing I think so many things that are critical to try to get our 
hands around this enormous issue and really the enormous questions that 
kicked this off that Martin introduced. 

 
 We talked about now this passion of recreational angling, the optimism, that 

occasion for hope that’s in it, some of the skepticism because of what we’re 
seeing as outputs and outcomes from federal management. And it struck me 
when I was flying up here. I’m reading a book on Steve Jobs right now and I 
had to think about Apple. And in the late ‘90s they had an ad campaign that 
probably everyone remembers where they asked people to think different. 
And I think that applies really well here and I think as you dissect that -- and 
they didn’t ask you to think differently, which to me would apply a shade of 
difference, a diversion from where we’re going.  
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 It’s think different, to take an entirely different approach. And there was a 
great quote in it and as part of this campaign was people who are crazy 
enough to think they could change the world are the ones who do. And we’re 
not talking about changing the world here. That would be a challenge. We’re 
talking about changing the way we manage recreational fishing. And I think 
there’s something that we can learn from that.  

 
 And it’s interesting. Think different has to apply if nowhere else than in Gulf 

of Mexico red snapper as well as anywhere. It’s funny. This is the third year 
in a row I’ve spoken here. We were talking about this before this kicked off. 
And I jokingly said here I am in this exquisite state. Why am I talking about 
Gulf of Mexico red snapper? What’s more upsetting is now everyone’s 
talking about it.  

 
 Clearly it’s a moment to think different. And sometimes maybe that think 

different is some of the stuff that Bob talked about which is these adaptive 
state-based models. Maybe that’s some of the way we can think different. 
Maybe some of it too is our federal fisheries managers and agencies looking 
for opportunities to expand recreational angling, to play off that passion, to 
play off that occasion for hope, to increase the opportunity to fish rather than 
to constrict it and think what you can get then when all of a sudden you’re 
harnessing that power, because in the end recreational anglers, you want 
more of them, not less of them. And so with more opportunity to fish all 
we’re going to see is more and more of those positive outcomes that we all 
talked about. Thank you, Martin. 

 
Martin: Thanks very much. Bob, can you wrap it up for us? 
 
Bob: Sure. And I’ll be brief. The first thing I wanted to do is thank you, 

particularly you, Senator, for your leadership in the Sportsmen’s bill. That 
has been, I know, a grinding effort but we appreciate the effort and we are all 
sportsmen and we need that bill. I’d like to thank both of you for your work 
on the IUU bill.  

 
 I had the opportunity to negotiate about half of the things that are in there 

when I worked in the Bush Administration. I think that bill will probably go 
forward in September. At least, that’s what we’re hoping for. So thank you 
both for leadership there. 

 
 I want to just close by saying what you’ve heard here today is a lot of stuff 

that says recreational fishing is important, recreational fishing is big, the way 
to get more out of it is to make it bigger. We need we believe a federal 
management system that can accommodate the kind of management that 
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recreational fishermen are used to in freshwater and frankly are very used to 
in all sorts of other saltwater activities.  

 
 There’s lots of fisheries along the East Coast that are managed basically by 

the states and they’re managed clear out into federal waters. It’s not an 
uncommon form of management on the East Coast at all. And in that regard, 
and I’ll close with this, what we’d like is your help. You’ve heard a lot of 
people say, "Hey, this is an obstacle, these are things that are important to 
us." But I know, Mr. Balash, you started out with a conversation that said we 
should open a dialogue. We should open a dialogue. We should continue. I 
think that dialogue has already been opened with each of your offices. But I 
think what we need to do is continue that dialogue in a way that both 
broadens it not only for your offices but for your own constituencies and 
others so that we can come to a resolution and so that we can move this issue 
and the Magnuson Act as well as the Red Snapper bill forward. Thank you. 

 
Martin: Thank you, Bob. I’m going to try to sum this up as best I can and that is that 

looking towards the next 20 years we who are recreational fishermen need to 
consider new management models. We need to work harder to conserve the 
resources. And finally, we need to do a better job of organizing ourselves and 
expanding our coalition. That’s what I’ve heard today. I know it’s a very 
brief recitation of what everyone discussed. You’ve given us many, many 
things to think about and we really do appreciate it. Thank you all for your 
participation in the panel.  

 
 I’d like to offer a few thoughts of my own just in closing. And I manage a 

number of functions in my company but one of them is public relations and 
corporate communication. And as a corporate communication person for the 
last 25 years one of the things that I’ve learned is when you have a public 
dispute there’s really two ways to handle it. You can either, one, go to war 
with your adversary and you can fight that war publicly and trade message 
for message and hope that you win and everybody believes your story; or, 
two, you can employ what’s called a mutual gains approach. And the mutual 
gains approach means that you sit down at the same table with your adversary 
and you enter into joint fact finding. You do things like accepting 
responsibility for your mistakes and you acknowledge the concerns of the 
other side.  

 
 And that, as again a PR person for 25 years, I’ve employed both strategies. 

And whether or not your client decides to employ one strategy or the other 
depends upon whether or not or how they see the adversary, what their 
perceptions are of the adversary. And if I were offering my advice and 
counsel to anyone engaged in issues surrounding recreational fisheries, I 
would advise them to pursue a mutual gains approach to resolving the 
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problem. And I think that we recreational anglers should sit down with 
commercial anglers and that would be my hope for the next 20 years. 

 
 I’d like to thank each of you. I really do appreciate your time today. I know 

we’re a little bit over and I apologize for that. And our panelists and lastly, 
the Kenai River Sport Fishing Association, Ricky, thank you very much. We 
really do appreciate having this event in conjunction with the Classic. And 
that concludes our presentation for today.  

 
 What I’d like to do now is ask if either Senator Murkowski or Mr. Balash 

have any closing comments they’d like to make. Senator? 
 
Sen. Murkowski: Well, thank you for the forum. Thank you to the panelists for I thought a 

great, great discussion. And what I particularly liked, Kara, was how you 
reminded us that here in this state whether we’re talking fishing or what our 
issues are, we really do come back to the same three key areas where we have 
challenges for us in this state.  

 
 Very quickly, I want to recognize the legislators that are here. We’ve got 

Representative Josefphson. We have Representative Newman. We have 
Representative Greenberg. We have Representative Saddler. We’ve got 
Senator Pete Kelly in the back. We’ve got Representative Tarr. Who’s that?  

 
Male:  [Inaudible]  
 
Male:  Senator Stoltz. 
 
Sen. Murkowski: Oh, Bill Stoltze is right next to -- you’re sitting behind Charlie and I can’t see 

you.  
 
Male:  That’s not the only thing he blocks.  
 
Sen. Murkowski: Oh, yeah. We have my friend Craig there. We have Lorna Reinbold in the 

back. Who else are we missing? 
 
Male:  [Inaudible]  
 
Sen. Murkowski: We’ve got Geran Tarr there. But I do appreciate the fact that our legislators 

do take the time to sit and listen to the discussion. I know that your schedules 
are equally busy and I think this is very, very meaningful.  

 
 I also want to acknowledge two of my staff, Michelle Blackwell, who those 

of you who are on the peninsula know her well. She runs my operations down 
here. But sitting down across from her is Ephraim Froehlich. Ephraim, for 
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lack of a better more official title, is my fish guy. He is born and raised in 
Juneau, has been back with me in Washington, DC for two different stints 
now. And many of you are getting to know him. He’s been on staff now 
doing all of my fisheries work for about the past six to eight months. So make 
sure that you utilize him as a contact.  

 
 This was really a good opportunity for me to reflect for a couple hours on 

what recreational fishing is to me and who I am. I mentioned in my opening 
comments that I’m very proud to be involved with the Kenai Kids Classic 
and getting kids out on the water. We were out there last week and there’s a 
boat sitting right out front there and it’s loaded with grandpa and sons and 
son-in-law and grandsons. And I looked at that boat and I thought this is what 
it’s all about. How lucky are those kids that they got grandpa to load them up 
in the boat and sit with them as they’re restless and where’s the fish, where’s 
the fish, Grandpa? I don’t know, Mark, whether you guys got any fish or not. 

 
Mark: We did. 
 
Sen. Murkowski: But what I know was what was happening there was really not just the best of 

Alaska but really it’s the traditions that are handed down. I cannot think of a 
time in my life when my family did not own a boat. It’s kind of like having a 
dog. You always had a boat, you always had a dog.  

 
 I’m sitting here writing notes and I’m looking down. I’m wearing a salmon 

on my finger. I have fish rings. Karen knows I have fish shoes. Maybe I go a 
little bit over the top with our fisheries. 

  
 But I say this because I think it does so become part of who we are and how 

we relate to the land around us, the water around us. And so, I thought it was 
appropriate when you mentioned the distinction between commercial and 
recreation and how you just can’t do it on an apples to apples, it’s about 
poundage, it’s about allocation.  

 
 With recreational fishing it’s more about the values that go with it. And I 

think that’s hard to quantify when you’re trying to write legislation and make 
sure that everything is even-Steven. And this is a big challenge for us is how 
do we quantify that tradition, that respect for nature, the fact that you can sit 
out there in a boat for hours and hours and not catch a darn thing and still go 
home and say what a fabulous day you had. So it’s not always about the 
catching, although that helps. But it really is about what we are doing when 
we are out there.  

 
 My sons have been putting themselves through school as commercial 

fishermen. And before you run me out of the room you need to know that 
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what these guys do when they have downtime, they go fishing, sportfishing, 
because for them that is the recreational piece. That is -- that’s not the job. 
That’s what you do. 

 
 A couple things that I just wanted to point out. Within the Energy bill that we 

just passed out of the Senate Energy Committee, we do have a provision, I 
think it’s a pretty significant provision that allows for permanent 
reauthorization of the Land Water Conservation Fund. This is key. This is a 
permanent reauthorization. Now this didn’t come without some rework 
because I wanted to make sure that what we were doing with LWCF was not 
ensuring that we’re just buying up more federal land to take off access. I 
wanted to make sure that we have funds directed to stateside as well. So it’s 
pretty important to recognize that we do include this provision in our Energy 
bill which is significant.  

 
 And then the last thing that I want to hit on, because it goes to the 

misunderstanding and the role that recreational fishermen play when it comes 
to conservation: Most people have no clue. I buy my license every year and I 
don’t think for a moment about how much that license is costing me. I know 
that I’m going to pay my $25 and I’m going to get my king stamp and I don’t 
think about where those dollars are going, from the excise taxes, whether it’s 
for the tackle or whether it is the license fees. And when you drive down a 
highway here you’ve got little signs that I guess the state funds, the Adopt a 
Highway sign and you know that the South Kenai Rotary is taking care of 
this little strip of the roadway and they’re making sure the roadway is clear. 
How about out here on the Kenai River when you’re going up or down or on 
the shores and the banks, you have some little reminder out there that, hey, 
when I bought my license it actually goes to contribute to some level of 
conservation.  

 
 I don’t mean to bring up a raw subject but right now, I’m a hunter. Right now 

hunters around this country are being vilified because of the dentist who shot 
Cecil. And so, what you’re seeing right now is every hunting group out there 
is rushing out to the microphone to remind everybody how hunters provide 
for a level of conservation not only in Africa but in this country. Well, you 
know what? We’re a day late and a dime short in getting the message out 
there. We’re playing catch-up. 

 
 So why we are not making this connect more real to people about how each 

and every one of us is contributing to the conservation of species, the 
conservation of habitat, just the ecological benefits that go with it, we’re 
doing a lousy job. We can do better. And I do think that when Kenai River 
Sportfishing does significant fundraisers as you’re doing this week, it’s 
incumbent on you. Talk about what it is that you are doing with these 
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fundraising dollars to make a meaningful difference on this river, to this 
community, to this state and make it real.  

 
 So I thank you for being here. Thank you for motivating us to work just a 

little bit harder. And I’m going to be looking a little more critically at that 
license and saying, okay, what have I done to contribute to conservation. 
Thank you. 

 
Martin: Thank you, Senator. [Applause]  
 
Joe: Well, thank you. I’ll be pretty brief. I know folks want to get moving on over 

to the next event. So, I just want to echo Senator Murkowski and thank the 
legislators who are here in the room. I also want to thank some of the 
members of the Kenai River Sportfishing Association, board members in 
particular who are here. The personal dedication each of you have made and 
the sacrifice you’re making to this organization and this river is something 
that will live on and have an impact beyond the years that we’re here.  

 
 I thought as well that Kara’s insights into resource management are ones that 

have some very strong and appropriate parallels to the efforts here. And as a 
sport fisherman myself, I’m very pleased to hear that there’s steps being 
taken to ensure that sport fisherman have a voice in what happens to us, that 
we help play a role in what’s going on at the federal level and not just sit 
back and have decisions imposed on us.  

 
 One thing that I did take away and I heard a couple of times that I think some 

unsolicited advice, maybe feedback would be very often the words were used 
that there’s inadequate federal management here for recreational sport 
fishing. Be careful. Those might not be the words you want to use when 
talking to NOAA because -- or even members of Congress because as we 
hear the complaint we identify the problem as inadequate federal 
management. We’re going to go back and we’re going to talk with the people 
that are charged with managing the fisheries and we’re going to say, "Gosh, 
how can we fix this problem?" And you might not like what you get back. 
So, maybe reconsider the phraseology that’s employed there. So thank you all 
again. [Applause]  

 
Martin: Thank you very much. Do we have time for a few questions for the panel? 

Do you both have a few minutes where you can remain or do you have to go? 
 
Sen. Murkowski: I have to go. 
 
Martin: You have to go? Okay, very good. 
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Sen.Murkowski: I’m supposed to be -- yeah. 
 
Martin: Very good. Alright. Thank you very much. I appreciate it, Senator. 
 
Sen.Murkowski: Thank you. We’ll let the panel keep working. 
 
Martin: Okay, very good. Does anyone have any questions they would like to ask the 

panel?  
 
Q: I do. You had an outfit called the _____ here with a bag of beans trying to 

help us fix our criminal justice system. What role have they had positive or 
negative in fisheries management policy? What encouragement or cautions 
would you give us about the _____ Trust?  

 
Martin: Anyone on the panel like to handle that question?  
 
Bob: Let me ... 
 
Martin: Okay, Bob. 
 
Bob: PEW(?), as you probably know, has a very large oceans program and they 

have a very defined sense of how fisheries management ought to be done. 
Frankly, they are very enamored with this 2006 amendment to the Magnuson 
Act and essentially the North Pacific Fishery Management Council system.  

 
 I can tell you this. They will engage with you. They will talk with you. They 

will work with you. But I would suggest that you realize that once they get to 
a point where they are headed in a direction, they will head in that direction 
whether you’re headed with them or not.  

 
 So I would advise -- my advice as to how to deal with them, I don’t know 

what they’re doing to your criminal justice system. But... 
 
Q: All kinds of unprovoked debt(?). 
 
Bob: All kinds? Okay. Yeah, but you could have to listen to them. But they will 

come at you with every possible lobbying tool that is available to them, 
which is a lot of lobbying tools and it will not be -- their efforts will not be 
undermined by lack of funds. They will come at you very aggressively.  

 
Martin: Any other questions? Go ahead. 
 
Q: Maybe less a question and just more kind of a statement or acknowledgement 

is -- just a note. I know you guys mentioned the Gulf red snapper quite a bit 
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today. But the fish that really comes to mind to me when we think about 
federal/state interactions on sportfishing in Alaska is the halibut and the 
issues we have with the IPHC, whether it’s catch share allocations or I 
catch(?) issues, something that needs to be paid attention to in the 
sportfishing community is sportfishing access to halibut in Alaska.  

 
Martin: Did you have a question?  
 
Q: Yeah, I do. I mean, you had great statistics and I think we should all know 

but there’s a statistic that you don’t have up there that I think might be 
meaningful. And that is -- and you could probably quantify it in terms of 
dollars too. It’d be the volunteers across this country that are contributing to 
the conservation. And they’re not just angler groups. But I would say if you 
add that it would really be powerful. That $1.5 billion and then quantify all 
that volunteer work that goes on. I mean there’s cleanup the beaches, there’s 
thousands of them. Count them(?). And that would be for you, Pat, I think. 

 
Pat: Yeah, no, that’s great. And you’re exactly right. That’s a really, really good 

point because you talk about CCA alone has 130,000 members. But that’s 
members. And you used a key word is that it’s folks that are also just 
concerned, people who are concerned about conservation who see value in 
recreational angling. And CCA, and I’m speaking my own book here, we’re 
just one slice of it.  

 
 If you really combine the extent of the grassroots including all the groups 

here in the acronym list we saw earlier, it’s a tremendously powerful number. 
And the thing that’s neat is sometimes some of the groups that aren’t always 
pro-fishing and aren’t always pro-recreational fishing, they often throw huge 
numbers out there, huge numbers of affiliates. And what’s funny is a lot of 
those members that they have or concerned parties, they don’t really know 
what they’re concerned about. And sometimes our greatest opponents are 
opposing us and they don’t even really understand the agenda that’s driving 
them and they surely don’t understand our agenda. 

 
 So I think your point is a good one. There’s an economic value but there’s a 

people value that’s probably priceless.  
 
Martin: Go ahead. 
 
Q: I think my question is directed to the gentleman who just spoke. This is my 

first time here. My name is Max Groover(?) and I wanted to thank you first 
for inviting me. I don’t have much, no committee assignments or anything 
involving fish and I’m not much of a fisherman. And I like to be on the water 
so I wanted to be here this weekend.  
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 But you said something, sir. You had a quote and I’m not sure I got the quote 

correctly because I didn’t copy it down. You said something to the effect that 
don’t be afraid to be different because solutions that are new are sometimes 
the things that are needed. What exactly did you say? 

 
Pat: Well, you mean the quote related to Apple and their campaign? 
 
Q: Right. 
 
Pat: Was it -- and I think this is word-for-word but I could be slightly off. But 

basically it was the people who think they can change the world are the ones 
who do.  

 
Q: Yeah. And I would be -- I would like it if you could find that for me. 
 
Pat: Yeah. And what it is, it was really -- actually it’s the people who are crazy 

enough to think they can change the world are the ones who do. And then it 
was think different. And it was on a promotional poster. If you were to 
Google right now Apple think different campaign, you’ll see a litany of 
different phrases but you’ll see a bunch of pictures of folks like Einstein and 
Gandhi and these powerfully iconic images and they attached it to that saying 
-- which obviously the step before action, the step before success is think and 
if you’re willing to think different it’s amazing what you can do to change the 
world.  

 
Q: Yeah, because I think we need some of that in this state and in this country 

and it goes way beyond sportfishing.  
 
Male:  For sure.  
 
Q: Thank you. I appreciate having the experts from outside come up to Alaska 

because while we have our own perspectives and traditions on fishing it’s a 
big country out there. So my question, anybody who would like to answer, is 
are there trends in the way fishing is engaged in by young people that might 
be changing the way we do advocacy or management, regulation? I know that 
a lot of the youth are very much into extreme sports and capturing their 
experiences on video. But are there anything we should know about here in 
Alaska that we might not catch because I don’t go fishing in the Gulf of 
Mexico?  

 
Male:  It’s a great question.  
 
Male:  Any other questions?  
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Q: One of the issues that we considered in this year’s legislature was looking at 

our sport fish license fees and other fishing license fees. And I’m just 
wondering what the trends are across the country. Certainly the reason we 
were discussing it this year was because of the ability to access federal funds 
that would be matched by our license fees. And so we’re seeing a reduction 
because we haven’t in a number of years done any increases. But what are the 
trends across the country? And then also, does anybody have their license 
fees that you’re aware of set in a way where they on some regular schedule 
increase just to sort of -- because you know that your buying power with 
those dollars decreases over time?  

 
Bob:  I love license fees. License fees, as the Senator said, this is how people make 

a contribution to conservation. There are very few states in this country that 
don’t have a budget problem and that budget problem relates in large part to 
natural resources management. So they are primarily funded with Wallop-
Rowe(?) as an example, Pittman-Robertson and license fees.  

 
 In most states at this point they are having exactly the same debate you’re 

having, which is how do we increase our fees to ensure that we can continue 
meeting the increasing cost of management. Their problem is twofold. In 
freshwater by and large the numbers are actually going down, the number of 
licenses are actually going down. Only in saltwater are they going up and 
only I think five or six years ago the federal government began requiring that 
saltwater fishermen have a state license. And so that allowed for a significant 
increase.  

 
 But most states in this country are having exactly the same debate that you’re 

having. I should point out in addition that a number of states have looked at 
state license fees as a way to achieve specific conservation objectives. In the 
State of Texas they had a big problem with coastal shrimpers and I don’t 
remember what the total number of them, but it was about 6,000 coastal 
shrimpers. That’s a lot of shrimping. These are not the big boats that you look 
at that you see on TV. These are small, reasonably small boats, mostly in-
shore. And so, they began to tax and increase the license fee of recreational 
fishermen who built up a fund and ultimately over about a ten year period 
bought out something like all but 500 or 600 of these coastal shrimpers.  

 
 Those fees are being used like that in other states. And I don’t know if you 

have a specific problem like that today but that is a use of those license fees.  
 
Male:  I think Geoff(?) wanted a suggestion(?) as well.  
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Geoff: That was the gentleman that asked a question, I’m thinking about that from 
the perspective of NMMA and NMMA and ASA and a number of others 
work very closely with the group that you’ve heard maybe the acronym, the 
RBFF, which is the Recreational Boating and Fishing Foundation. And they 
have a lot of data on what you’re talking about, sort of really trying to parse 
out why, as Bob was talking about, some of the fishing numbers are dropping 
within the states, particularly on the freshwater side. And it’s something that 
a lot of our _____ and I’m just thinking about it, that’s why I’m answering it 
now secondhand, have really been dealing with and that is how do we get the 
youth to participate back into the outdoor regardless of whether it’s fishing or 
boating or hunting as the IT market kind of consumes them, these vidiots that 
sit on their couch and play games all the time. 

 
 So it’s an issue that it’s a question that’s very hard for everybody to really 

answer. But a lot of it is an educational campaign and really trying to get the 
youth more involved. And then anecdotally I’ve been reading some things 
about some youth in of all places around Compton, LA that go to these ponds 
that are literally -- they look like puddles and they’re under bridges but they 
have enormous largemouth bass in them. And there’s like a very small little 
niche fishery that they’re almost kind of like gangster fishing clubs in some 
respects. 

 
 So there are sort -- and that’s almost sort of spontaneous. These groups of 

youths are doing this on their own. They don’t really want to be involved in 
the gangs and so they’re trying to find something to do with themselves from 
that perspective. 

 
 So it’s an excellent question. It is not answerable at this point I don’t think. 

But it’s something that a lot of groups are working on to try to get kids and 
youth more involved in outside because that outdoor recreation is enormously 
helpful to their health and benefit and their psyche in the future.  

 
Jeff(?):  Could I just add -- I don’t really have much substance to add to it but I would 

volunteer Dave Prack(?) maybe from Bassmaster. We were having a 
conversation over breakfast this morning about the high popularity of your 
high school and college fishing series. So maybe I don’t know if you want to 
speak to maybe some of that recruitment of the younger audience. 

 
Dave: Thanks, Jeff(?). Yeah, it’s the most exciting thing that I’ve seen about 

recreational fishing in many years that I’ve been in this industry is the growth 
of youth fishing. And we’ve tried through ASA and other organizations to 
have various programs to introduce kids to fishing. We had Casting Kids at 
Bass one time patterned after _____ and that was very good.  
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 But what’s happening now is all across the country high school kids are 
organizing themselves and getting approval from the administrators to have a 
fishing team and they will -- and each of these teams have to get adult 
captains to drive their boats. Anecdotally I know a couple of people who 
went out and bought new boats because they’re captains of the high school 
team. And that’s a lot of money but it just brings them such fulfillment. 

 
 And then from high school there’s a pretty robust scholarship program. Some 

colleges are recruiting high school anglers to be on the college teams and we 
have close to a couple hundred colleges and universities in the nation now 
competing in our tournament. So I’m real excited about those two things. 
Thanks, Jim. 

 
Martin: Thanks very much, Dave. I think we need to wrap it up. I know a lot of us are 

expected elsewhere very shortly. So once again, I’d like to thank Mr. Balash 
for being with us. We really do appreciate it. I’d like to thank all of our panel. 
Thank you very much, ladies and gentlemen. And that concludes our 
presentation. Thank you. [Applause]  

 
 
 


