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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

In 2016, the Port Moller Test Fishery (PTMF) sampled six stations from June 12 to July 12 to 
provide an advance indication of the run strength and stock composition of sockeye salmon 
returning to Bristol Bay. Catch summaries were emailed daily to over 400 interested stakeholders 
and agency personnel. Interpretations of all PMTF information were distributed periodically 
throughout the season. Estimates of stock and age composition at PMTF were forwarded to our 
distribution list soon after receipt from ADF&G. 

The mean fishing time (MFT) of each net deployment was shortened in 2016 to about 20–25 
minutes (including net deployment and retrieval) from the historical 55-60 minutes to reduce the 
impact of net saturation. Following a recommendation from 2015, a single set was made at each 
station. Shortening fishing time allowed for adding Station 12 in 2016. The 2016 run was 
distributed farther offshore than usual. Sampling Station 12 improved our understanding of the 
run and the correlation between Port Moller catches and the inshore run.   

Catch patterns in 2016 for both Port Moller and inshore catch and escapement were similar to 
those for 2015. In both years, the catch pattern at Port Moller were representative of the inshore 
run, with some departures due to inseason changes in the fish per index and travel time 
parameters in addition to random noise in the relationship. 

This year’s project demonstrated the PMTF’s utility to managers and industry.  District catches 
were much lower than expected early on, given the magnitude of the preseason forecast. Many 
looked to Port Moller as an indicator as to if, or when, inshore catches might increase. The 
sudden increase in the index on June 30, which was sustained through July 10, provided 
evidence that the run was as late as 2015 and likely to meet or exceed the pre-season forecast.  

Fishing through July 12 gave insight into when the inshore run would taper off. Stopping earlier 
would have left everyone wondering about the strength of the run’s tail, and limited managers’ 
information the run remaining. The declining daily index at Port Moller on July 11–12 
successfully predicted that inshore catch and escapement would subside starting around July 16.  

Recommendations for 2017: 

 Continue research and development of the daily projection model. Anticipated improvements 
include more representative district-specific indices and better interpolations for missed 
fishing days.  Changes to the index across stations over the season may explain fluctuations 
in the FPI parameter. 

 Continue with the 20-25 min sets and sample Station 12. 

 Plan and budget for the PMTF boat to fish through July 12 if needed, but discontinue the 
project when it is clear that there is not a late and large tail to the run.  
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INTRODUCTION 

The Port Moller Test Fishery (PMTF) has been conducted since 1967 with gillnets set at stations 
offshore from Port Moller, Alaska (Figure 1; Randall 1977; Eggers and Fried 1984). Historically, 
the primary goal has been to predict run strength of sockeye salmon (Oncorhynchus nerka) 
traveling past Port Moller returning to natal streams in Bristol Bay approximately one week prior 
to their arrival in the various terminal commercial fishing districts. The PMTF now typically 
operates from around June 10 through July 10 each year and offers a preliminary test of 
preseason sockeye salmon forecasts. Results from the PMTF give Bristol Bay processors, 
fishermen, and the Alaska Department of Fish and Game (ADF&G) time to respond to suspected 
departures from these forecasts (Helton 1991). In addition, this information is used by fishermen 
when deciding which districts to fish. Though the data from the PMTF is not the primary 
decision support upon which the fishery is prosecuted, managers use it for an early indication of 
overall and stock-specific run strength. 

This report describes the project’s objectives, how the test fishery works, the results from 2016, 
and recommendations for the 2017 project. In the Appendices, we also compile major results and 
daily updates provided to processors, fishermen, managers, and the public during the 2016 
season. Daily catch updates in 2016 summarized the year-to-date catches by station, mean body 
length, water temperature, and fishing conditions; catch interpretations were released 
periodically providing context for the catches and forecast models regarding fishing conditions at 
fishing districts (Appendix A). Also appended are reports that were issued periodically by 
ADF&G throughout the season summarizing stock compositions (Appendix B) and age 
compositions (Appendix C) of the Port Moller catches by one or more day periods, and daily run 
summaries of inshore catch and escapement to each fishing district (Appendix D). 

OBJECTIVES 

The 2016 Port Moller test fishing project was managed and staffed by the Bristol Bay Science 
and Research Institute (BBSRI) to achieve three main objectives: 

1. Collect and report a variety of data useful for forecasting various descriptors of the run. 

2. Inform stakeholder decisions by analyzing and interpreting these data to provide forecasts 
in a timely manner. 

The five pertinent descriptors of the run are as follows: (1) magnitude, (2) timing, (3) entry 
pattern, (4) stock composition, and (5) age composition. Run magnitude, stock, and age 
compositions are self-explanatory. Run timing is defined as how many days early or late the 
average day of return is compared to the historical average. Entry pattern refers to the shape of 
the distribution of the daily inshore run (defined as the harvest plus escapement in Bristol Bay 
fishing districts) over time. The spatial resolution of these descriptors can be district specific or 
aggregated to represent the bay wide run. Furthermore, forecasts of these descriptors can be 
proximate (i.e., over the next several days, the range of which is determined by the travel time 
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estimate) or the remainder of the season (i.e., yearend). Yearend district specific forecasts are the 
most useful to stakeholders. 

The data informing us about these descriptors vary with respect to the timing of their reliability 
in season. In chronological order they are as follows: (1) age composition, (2) stock composition, 
and (3) catch indices. Initial age and stock compositions are typically released by ADF&G after 
the 6th sampling trip at the PMTF (around June 21) and provide the first proximate forecasts of 
these descriptors. Districts differ as to when their catch indices become quasi-reliable for 
proximate forecasting of run magnitude. The Egegik and Nushagak-Wood Districts have the 
earliest run timing and begin to exhibit a more reliable relationship between PMTF catches and 
the inshore run around 25 June. The Naknek-Kvichak District follows a few days later (June 27-
30); magnitude for the Ugashik District can begin to be forecasted around July 4. Yearend 
forecasts for all these descriptors, as well as run timing are not available until catches at the 
PMTF have peaked and then declined. The decline is necessary to know when the peak has 
occurred, after which the tail of the run can often be projected to forecast the remaining inshore 
run. However, changes in the district specific estimates of FPI after about June 30 often 
obfuscate yearend forecasts. 

STUDY AREA AND PROJECT TIMING 

The Port Moller Test Fishery samples at stations located along a transect between Port Moller 
and Cape Newenham, Bristol Bay, Alaska (Figure 1). Numbered stations are 5 miles apart, with 
Station 1 being 30 miles offshore from Port Moller and Station 12 being 85 miles offshore. Since 
1987, only even numbered stations have been fished during both the outbound and inbound trips. 
In 2016, six stations were fished: Stations 2, 4, 6, 8, 10, and 12 (35–85 miles from Port Moller). 
During a routine trip, the crew would sample outbound from Port Moller beginning at Station 2 
and fishing at each station until Station 12 where they would anchor for the night. The next day 
sampling would continue from Station 12 to Station 2, then returning to Port Moller.  

Most Bristol Bay sockeye salmon reach the fishing districts between mid-to-late June and the 
middle of July, with the peak in the fishery typically occurring on or around July 5. Sockeye 
salmon travel time from Port Moller to the Bristol Bay fishery usually takes about one week, so 
the PMTF has generally begun on June 10 or 11.  

METHODS 

Net Description 

The PMTF net used in 2016 was the same net that has been used since 2011, consisting of four 
alternating 50-fathom shackles of 5⅛ in (13.0 cm) mesh and 4½ in (11.4 cm) mesh, 60 meshes 
deep. This setup minimizes fish size selectivity across the four major age groups of Bristol Bay 
sockeye salmon (ages 1.2, 2.2, 1.3, and 2.3). Selectivity between panels and mesh sizes has been 
examined in past PMTF reports. Further information regarding net descriptions and historical 
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setup can be found in Nemeth et al. (2016).  

Fish Sampling Protocol 

Fish Capture 

All fishing was done using the R/V Pandalus, a 72 ft (22 m) research vessel owned by ADF&G. 
At each station, a single net was deployed. Drift gillnet sets lasted for approximately 26 min, and 
deployment was perpendicular to the migratory path of the salmon on the north-south axis 
(Helton 1991). The duration of set was shorter than in the past to prevent net saturation from 
affecting the index (Nemeth et al. 2016). The extra time saved from switching to single, shorter 
sets allowed for the addition of an extra station to be sampled (Station 12). Occasionally when 
catches were persistently low, a second set was made at a station to increase the total number of 
fish caught in order to have enough genetic samples. Typically, it took two to three minutes to 
deploy the full length of the net. After setting the net, the vessel moved as far away as possible 
from the net while maintaining visual contact. To standardize effort among years, skippers, and 
vessels, no attempt was made to hook or run the net to increase catch. 

Time was recorded when the trailing buoy was deployed, when the net was fully set, when 
retrieval began, and when the net was fully in. Catches were converted to catch-per-unit-effort 
(CPUE; fish per 200 fathom hours) to adjust for small differences in fishing times among sets 
(larger catches take longer to pick and cause the net to fish longer). Mean fishing time (MFT) in 
minutes for each set was: 

ܶܨܯ ൌ ܫܵ െ ܱܨ ൅
ሺܱܨ െ ܱܵሻ ൅ ሺܫܨ െ ሻܫܵ

2
 

Where, SO=time of day the gillnet first entered water, FO=time the gillnet was fully deployed, 
SI=time the gillnet retrieval began, and FI=time the gillnet retrieval was completed. CPUE was 
then catch divided by MFT and multiplied by 60 to provide fish per 200 fathom-hours. Fish were 
identified to species and enumerated. Sockeye salmon were sexed, measured for length (mid eye 
fork length—MEFL), and sampled for age by placing one scale per fish on a scale card. 

Further information regarding net deployment protocols are in the 2015 PMTF report (Nemeth et 
al. 2016). 

Age and Stock Composition Estimates 

Fish were sampled for age and stock composition analysis on the test fishery vessel’s deck 
immediately following each fishing event at each station.  

For stock composition analysis, tissue samples were collected from sockeye salmon by clipping 
the axillary process of the pelvic fin. Tissues were placed into individually-coded sheets, and 
offloaded at the end of each sampling trip for shipment to Anchorage and genetic analysis at 
ADF&G’s Gene Conservation Laboratory (GCL). Thus, stock composition estimates from 
PMTF samples are usually made three to five days after sample collection. Appendix B shows 
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the 2016 stock composition estimates reported by ADF&G. 

For age composition analysis, scales were removed from all sockeye salmon captured, whenever 
possible. This sampling goal was routinely achieved, but occasionally was not attainable because 
of weather, gear problems, or exceptionally large catches. In such cases, the catch was sub-
sampled as randomly and as extensively as was consistent with crew safety and time constraints. 

Sockeye salmon scales were aged according to European notation (Koo 1962). Thus, numerals 
preceding the decimal refer to the number of freshwater annuli and numerals following the 
decimal refer to the number of marine annuli. Total age from time of egg deposition is the sum 
of these two numbers plus one to account for incubation time. Age estimations were made by 
ADF&G personnel in King Salmon using acetate impressions of scales under low (10x) 
magnification using a microfiche reader. The 2016 age composition estimates reported by 
ADF&G are included in Appendix C. 

The Daily Abundance Index 

In 2016, missing station-date specific values were linearly interpolated between observed values 
by station.  

Historically, two methods of calculating the daily abundance were used. Beginning in 2011, the 
PMTF has used the Replacement Index (hereafter referred to as “index”). The daily abundance 
index used in 2016 is the average CPUE (catch per 1 hour of 200 fathoms) across five stations 
from the entire net on a given day. The daily index reported in the catch updates and 
interpretations excluded Station 12 in order to provide continuity among annual reports 2011-
2016; however, Station 12 was included to formulate the index used in the forecast model.  

Forecasting Based on the PMTF 

Forecasts of age and stock composition, as well as run timing for the inshore run, were simply 
assumed to be equal to estimates observed at the PMTF through the most recent date. 
Forecasting run magnitude was more complicated. At the end of the 2011 PMTF project, we 
began developing a model to forecast the total run magnitude based on inseason catches only. A 
daily projection model was based on an approach that differs from the historical forecasting 
method applied to Port Moller data in that it only uses information collected in the current season 
and not the historical relationship between cumulative indexes and resulting total runs from 
previous years. This model estimated the run abundance for the aggregate run by applying 
parameters for travel time (the number of days it takes for fish to travel from Port Moller to 
inshore; TT) and the fish-per-index (the number of fish inshore that each fish caught at the 
PMTF represents; FPI).  

Random fluctuation in the test fishery occurs due to sampling error, independent of the 
abundance of fish passing the fishing transect. Exacerbating this problem is variability in travel 
time between Port Moller and inshore; in other words, some fish may take 5 days while others 8 
days, and so on. All of this combined variability can make it difficult to line up Port Moller catch 
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indices with observed inshore abundance. Further complicating the matter are openings/closures 
in the district fisheries that cause varying numbers of fish to pass the district fisheries unnoticed 
until days later when they pass the counting towers. Lagging escapement by the travel time 
between the fishing districts and their towers can cause the inshore run pattern to vary as well. 
All of this suggests it is preferable to use a three day moving average to smooth catch indices, as 
well as the inshore run before models are parameterized to fit the latter based on the former. 
Research and development of catch index formulations feeding into various statistical models 
that forecast total run strength based on the PMTF are ongoing and will continue until an 
algorithm is discovered that is robust to annual variations in run entry pattern, timing, TT, as 
well as dynamics affecting the FPI. 

Inseason Reporting of PMTF Information 

Inseason, four types of information were distributed regularly using the BBSRI web site 
(http://www.bbedc.com/?page_id=1405) and to a distribution list of 415 email addresses. Catch 
summaries were sent each evening. Interpretations of these catches were then distributed in the 
coming days, depending on how quickly meaningful new information developed. Finally, BBSRI 
distributed ADF&G’s genetic stock composition and age composition updates as they became 
available throughout the season. All four of these update types were consecutively numbered in 
sequence through the season and are provided in Appendices A–D of this report.  

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

In 2016, the PMTF operated from June 12 to July 12 and caught 3,200 sockeye salmon. Daily 
catch updates were sent out each evening summarizing the day’s catches and environmental 
conditions; interpretive reports were sent out as meaningful information changed or new insights 
were possible (Table 1). Age composition and genetic-based stock composition estimates were 
forwarded to the distribution email list soon after receipt from ADF&G.  

Generally, the daily index at Port Moller increases to a peak, then begins to taper several days 
before the test fishery ends. Protracted catches late in the season caused this peak to occur much 
later in 2015 and 2016 (July 8 and July 6, respectively; Figure 2). Catch patterns in 2016 for both 
Port Moller and inshore catch and escapement were similar to those for 2015. In both years, the 
catch pattern at Port Moller were representative of the inshore run, with some departures due to 
inseason changes in the FPI and TT parameters in addition to random noise in the relationship. 

The value of this test fishery is greatest when the run deviates substantially from the historical 
average run timing. This year was a prime example of its utility as district catches were much 
lower than expected early on given the magnitude of the preseason forecast. Because of the late 
and large run in 2015, many stakeholders suspected the same pattern may occur in 2016 and 
were looking at Port Moller as an indicator as to if or when catches would increase. The sudden 
increase in the daily index on June 30, which was sustained through July 10, provided evidence 
that the run was as late as 2015 and likely to be as high as or higher than the pre-season forecast. 
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Furthermore, fishing through July 12 gave insight into when the run would taper inshore; 
stopping on July 10 as is typically done would have left everyone wondering about the strength 
of the run’s tail. The declining daily index on July 11–12 suggested that catch and escapement 
would subside starting on July 16.  

The stock composition estimates at Port Moller were somewhat informative with respect to the 
changing of each stock’s strength inshore (Figure 3) relative to the others. However, the run was 
distributed further offshore than normal and seemed to shift (at least the outer tail) in and out of 
the fishing transect. Stock compositions by station (released on July 14) showed Ugashik 
(typically confined to Stations 2–6) was prevalent at Station 12 later in the season. The outer 
distributions of the Kvichak, Nushagak, and Wood stocks at Stations 10 and 12, combined with 
the high catch indices at these stations (Figure 4), suggest that a portion of these stocks missed 
the test fishery causing them to be underrepresented in some of the stock composition estimates.  

FUTURE WORK AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

Improve the Daily Projection Model 

We will continue research and development of the Daily Projection Model. Anticipated 
improvements include district-specific Port Moller catch indices and better interpolations for 
missed fishing days due to weather. We are investigating how changes in the index across the 
transect might explain fluctuations in the FPI parameter.  

Continue Short Sets and Fishing Station 12 

The addition of Station 12 this year proved valuable to forecasting efforts. Relative to previous 
years, the run was distributed farther offshore. Consistently sampling Station 12 will improve our 
understanding of the run and the correlation between Port Moller and inshore catch and 
escapement. 

Shift the Dates of Operation 

Sustained late-season catches at Port Moller in 2014 and 2015 made it difficult to determine the 
date of peak passage at Port Moller and estimate the post-peak run magnitude. A similar pattern 
occurred in 2016, but fishing through July 12 this year facilitated these estimations. Missing 
fishing days at the end of the run when catches remain high is much more problematic than 
missing catches at the beginning of the season. Even in 2013, the earliest run on record, missing 
June 10–11 would not have hindered our ability to determine the peak day of passage. For late 
years, data from June 10–11 matter even less. The increased value of late-season data also 
applies to stock composition estimates. Stock composition estimates from the last week of 
sampling are far more valuable than the first set of estimates, which usually pool samples from 
June 10–15 (in order to have enough samples) obscuring the results. Thus, we recommend that 
the test fishery operate from June 12 to July 12 in 2017.  

 



Port Moller Test Fishery 2016 

7 
  

ACKNOWLEDGEMENTS 

The 2016 PMTF project was funded by ADF&G, eleven Bristol Bay processors, BBSRI, and 
Bristol Bay driftnet fishermen (through the Bristol Bay Regional Seafood Development 
Association, or BB-RSDA). Processors were AGS/Leader Creek, Copper River Seafoods, Deep 
Sea Fisheries, E&E Seafoods, Ekuk Fisheries, Icicle Seafoods, North Pacific Seafoods, Ocean 
Beauty, Peter Pan Seafoods, Silver Bay Seafoods, and Trident Seafoods, and by shipping 
company APL. 

Field data were collected by BBSRI technicians Amos Cernohouz, Connor Cleary, and John Hill. 
The R/V Pandalus was provided by ADF&G, and crewed by Ted Jewel (Skipper), Dave Knight 
(First Officer), and Charley Schollenberg (Second Officer). Fred West and Greg Buck (ADF&G) 
managed the scale aging operation in King Salmon and provided the age composition updates. 
Tyler Dann (ADF&G) and Kyle Shedd managed the laboratory analysis for genetic stock 
identification and provided the stock composition updates. For logistical help, we also thank 
Corey Litwiniak at the ADF&G office in Port Moller, and Mark Briski and George Sudar at 
Peter Pan Seafoods in Port Moller. This on-site help in Port Moller is essential to the project’s 
success.  

Although this project is not possible without the help of ADF&G personnel and funding, our 
interpretations do not represent official ADF&G assessment of the PMTF data or the 2016 
Bristol Bay run.



Port Moller Test Fishery 2016 

8 
  

REFERENCES 

Eggers, D. M., and S. M. Fried.  1984.  1982 Bristol Bay salmon test fishing projects.  Alaska 
Department of Fish and Game.  Technical Data Report No. 117. 81 pp. 

Helton, D.  1991.  An analysis of the Port Moller offshore test fishing forecast of sockeye and 
chum salmon runs to Bristol Bay, Alaska.  M.S. Thesis, University of Washington, 
Seattle.  Thesis No. 38816. 

Koo, T. S. Y.  1962.  Age designation in salmon.  Pages 37 - 48 in T.S.Y. Koo, editor.  Studies of 
Alaska red salmon.  University of Washington Publications in Fisheries, New Series, 
Volume I, Seattle, Washington. 

Randall, R. C.  1977.  Offshore test fishing in Bristol Bay, 1977.  Alaska Department of Fish and 
Game.  Technical Data Report No. 63.  18 pp. 

 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



Port Moller Test Fishery 2016 

9 
  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

TABLES 

 



Port Moller Test Fishery 2016 
 

10  

Table 1.  Sampling dates and time of corresponding update for four main types of inseason 
information from the Port Moller Test Fishery in 2016. Updates were sent by email and 
posted to the project’s website. 

Date
Time of BBSRI 
daily catch update

BBSRI catch 
interpretation

ADF&G stock 
composition estimates

ADF&G age 
composition estimates

June 12, 2016 18:10
June 13, 2016 17:26
June 14, 2016 18:01
June 15, 2016 15:42
June 16, 2016 19:15
June 17, 2016 17:12 #1: June 17
June 18, 2016 16:17
June 19, 2016 15:12
June 20, 2016 16:51
June 21, 2016 20:53
June 22, 2016 17:55 #2: June 22
June 23, 2016 22:56
June 24, 2016 17:07
June 25, 2016 21:06 #1: June 21–22
June 26, 2016 20:38 #3: June 26
June 27, 2016 18:10 #1: June 25
June 28, 2016 16:02 #2: June 23
June 29, 2016 22:51 #3: June 25–26
June 30, 2016 19:28 #4: June 27–28
July 1, 2016 21:50 #2: June 30
July 2, 2016 12:32 #4: July 2 #5: June 29–30
July 3, 2016 19:01
July 4, 2016 15:41 #3: July 3
July 5, 2016 18:56 #4: July 4

July 6, 2016 15:29
#6: July 1–2;                 
#7: July 3–4

July 7, 2016 20:17
#8: July 5;                    
#9 June 21–July 4 by 
station

July 8, 2016 16:09
July 9, 2016 18:41 #5: July 9 #5: July 8
July 10, 2016 20:56
July 11, 2016 18:44 #10: July7–8
July 12, 2016 18:03 #11: July 9 #6: July 11
July 13, 2016 -

July 14, 2016 -
#12: June 21–July10 
by station
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Table 2.  Substantive comments and predictions in the daily interpretations of the 2016 Port Moller Test Fishery. 

 

 
Interpretation # Date sent Summary of analyses and predictions Did the prediction(s) come true?

1 17-Jun
Compared the daily index in 2016 to 2014 and 2015. Stated 
that odds were against the run being early and coming in at the 
pre-season forecast.

Yes. The run was was closest to 2015, not 
early and close to forecast.

2 22-Jun
Compared the daily index in 2016 to 2012, 2014 and 2015. 
Stated again that odds were against the run being early and 
coming in at the pre-season forecast.

Yes. The run was was closest to 2015, not 
early and close to forecast.

3 26-Jun

Forecasted C+E through July 1.  Used this forecast to parse 
historical runs into six run magnitude bins, each plotting 
cumutive C+E to date versus inshore timing compared to 2016 
(referred to as the CCEvRT plot).

Yes. Forecasted C+E was very close to 
that observed.  Refinements of the CCEvRT 
plot proved informative in subsequent 
interpretations.

4 2-Jul

Stated that the daily index seemed most similar to 2012 and 
2014.  Forecasted C+E through July 6 and July 9 based on TT 
parameters of 6 and 11 days.  From these forecasts and the 
CCEvRT plot we noted that run magnitudes of <25M or 25-
35M could occur.  However, we stated that if catches at Port 
Moller remained strong for the remainder of the season then 
the pre-season forecasted strength was more likely.

Observed C+E matched the TT=11 
forecast through July 7, but the dip 
predicted on July 8-9 failed to occur.  Port 
Moller catches did remain strong and the 
pre-season forecast was realized.

5 9-Jul
Used similar analyes as in Interpretations 3 and 4 to forecast 
the remainder of the run to be >45M and possibly 50M.

Yes.  These analyses correclty forecasted 
the remaining 58% of the run.
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Table 3. Summary of the numbers of recipients in the email distribution list by 
known and unknown affiliation for the Port Moller Test Fishery, 2016.  
 

 

 

Number of 
addresses

% of those whose 
affiliation is known

Government
ADF&G Research and Others 40 14%
ADF&G Fishery Managers 9 3%
Other State Government 4 1%
Federal Government 2 1%
Subtotal 55 19%

Industry
Harvesting 56 19%
Processing 119 41%
Buyers 11 4%
Shippers 3 1%
Other Industry 15 5%
Subtotal 204 71%

Other
Non-ADF&G Scientists 20 7%
Locals 2 1%
Media 8 3%
Subtotal 30 10%

Known Affiliation 289 100%

Unknown affiliation* 126

Grand Total 415

* A large portion of unknowns are likely fishermen.
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Figure 1. Map of the study area, showing the six stations fished by the Port Moller Test Fishery 

in 2016 and the locations of Bristol Bay fishing districts. Sockeye salmon passing the 
test fishery stations take approximately six to nine days to reach the Bristol Bay 
fishing districts in typical years. 

 



Port Moller Test Fishery 2016 
 

15  

 
 

Figure 2. Inshore catch plus escapement (C+E; grey columns) and the daily Port Moller test 
fishery catch index scaled to C+E (dashed line=observed; solid line=smoothed) for 
2015 and 2016. 
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Figure 3.  Inshore catch plus escapement for the four main Bristol Bay fishing districts, 2016. 
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Figure 4.  Daily catch indices (catch-per-unit-effort, CPUE) for the six stations fished along the 
Port Moller Test Fishery transect, 2016. 
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APPENDIX A 

BBSRI’S SEASON INTRODUCTION, FINAL SEASON CATCH UPDATE, 
AND INSEASON DAILY INTERPRETATIONS FOR THE PORT MOLLER 

TEST FISHERY IN 2016
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APPENDIX B 

ADF7G’S INSEASON STOCK COMPOSITION ESTIMATES FOR THE PORT MOLLER 
TEST FISHERY IN 2016 

Inseason, each stock composition release contained a bar chart of historical comparisons to past 
years. To save space, this report reproduces only the final such historical comparison (released 

July 9–10, 2016). This final one captured all prior ones released throughout 2016; no 
information has been lost. 
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APPENDIX C 

ADF&G’S INSEASON AGE COMPOSITION ESTIMATES FOR THE PORT MOLLER TEST 
FISHERY IN 2016 

 

Only the final age composition estimate (July 20, 2016) is reproduced here.  This final one 
contains all prior estimates released throughout 2016; no information has been lost.  
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APPENDIX D 

ADF&G’S DAILY RUN SUMMARIES FOR BRISTOL BAY IN 2016 
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