Challenges to Monitoring Wild
Chum Salmon |n Southeast Alaska
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Primary Challenges

* Aerial Surveys

— Estimation Accuracy

e Species Identification
— Hatchery Strays

o Stock Ildentification in Fisheries




Escapement Monitoring













Disappearance Creek 2008
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Straying Studies 2008-
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Hatchery Release Site

Summer Chum Salmon Index Stream
Sampled Stream <5% Hatchery Strays
Sampled Stream 5-10% Hatchery Strays
Sampled Stream >10% Hatchery Strays




Wild Chum Salmon Harvest




931

1996
value
[
) ‘}Q
[
[e0]
(o]
(o)}
—

@
@ 86T
—l .
@
(]
$ ot
o« —* [
— o 2L6T
o
— 8961
L -
1
[ ] " C
A A A - 096T
o o o o o o o
o o o o o o
(o] Te] < (4p] N —

(spuesnoyl) anjepa xapu|

Jm IR )
D
o o _ !
= © =
g & 92 _
7)) m A.T. _ :
— 7))
E § 28 _
c O e
O g g8
> - > L _ I
s § Ts ﬂ/
e L
S © OE =
T = > _
i
| | |
L0 N o)) ©
— —

ysid JO SUOIjiA

DEN R FBEEBE T T 44 TR T TN




Number of Chum Salmon
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Southern Southeast Summer Chum Salmon

Escapement Index, 1960-2011
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Conclusions
* Long-term assessment projects

needed.

* Funding for additional foot surveys
would improve monitoring.

 Improved accounting of wild chum
salmon in the harvesit.
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