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Alaska Aquaculture Opportunity Area Notice of Availability:  
Transcripts from Public Listening Sessions 

Listening Session 1/2, May 8, 2025, 2:00PM Alaska Standard Time 
 
Moderator: Meghan Balling  
 
 

Meghan Balling:  Thank you all for attending today, and for everyone's 
awareness, this webinar is being recorded. Welcome to our public listening 
session for hearing and recording comments on the Notice of Availability for the 
preliminary results of the marine spatial planning study, including the 
identification of draft 
Aquaculture Opportunity Area Options in Alaska state waters.  
 

*Slide 1* 
 
Hi, I'm Meghan Balling. I'm a contractor for CSS in support of NOAA 's National 
Centers for Coastal Ocean Science, and I will be facilitating today's listening 
session. 
 
To start, I'd like to introduce our AOA interagency working group. We'll start with 
Michelle. 
 
Michelle Morris:    Hi, my name is Michelle Morris. I'm the Permit 
Coordinator with Alaska Department of Fish and Game, and Flip Prior is the 
Aquaculture Section Chief with Fish and Game as well. 
 
Carol Brady:    Hi, everyone. My name is Carol Brady. I'm the Shellfish 
Program Coordinator with the Alaska Department of Environmental 
Conservation. 
 

Kate Dufault:  First, I'll introduce Jared Yelton, who serves as the Program Manager with the 
Alaska Department of Natural Resources Aquatic Farm Leasing Program. 
 
   And I'm Kate Dufault. I serve as the Leasing Unit Manager with the 
Alaska Department of Natural Resources Division of Mining, Land and Water 
Aquatic Farm Leasing Program. 
 
I'd like to take a minute to highlight the uniqueness of this AOA identification 
process in Alaska as it occurs in state waters in partnership with the state of 
Alaska. 
 
NOAA Fisheries and the Alaska AOA Interagency Working Group have been 
collaborating to identify suitable areas of state waters as Aquaculture 
Opportunity Areas. 
 
The Interagency Working Group's most recent efforts have been spent on 
identifying draft option areas that were analyzed through a marine spatial 
planning analysis. The working group reviewed over 95 data layers to develop 
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the most comprehensive marine spatial modeling in Alaska state waters to date. 
 
Now, NOAA Fisheries is seeking public comments on the preliminary results of 
the marine spatial planning study, including the draft AOA Options. 
The draft AOA Options are located in 10 study areas in Alaska state waters 
spanning across Southeast, Southcentral, and Southwestern Alaska. 
 
The Department of Natural Resources appreciates NOAA 's recognition of 
Alaska's great potential for aquaculture and for partnering with the state to work 
on identifying AOAs in the state waters of Alaska. 
 
Our department is tasked with the responsible development of the state's 
natural resources, and the AOA identification process will support the Aquatic 
Farm Leasing Program in furthering the department's mission to develop, 
conserve, and maximize the use of Alaska's natural resources consistent with 
the public interest. 
 
I am confident that the valuable input from the public, industry members, Alaska 
Native communities, fishermen, scientists, and all interested groups combined 
with the efforts of NOAA Fisheries and the interagency working group will result 
in the identification of AOAs that will make site selection and permitting a more 
efficient process, reduce conflicts between existing uses, and further the goals 
set by the Governor's Mariculture Task Force.  
 
Thank you. 

 
*Slide 2* 

 
Meghan Balling:    Thank you so much everybody. Presenters include Alicia 
Bishop and Chris Schillaci. Alicia serves as the Alaska Regional Aquaculture 
Coordinator for NOAA Fisheries and is leading the AOA identification process in 
this region. Chris is a marine ecologist with NOAA's National Centers for 
Coastal Ocean Science and is leading the spatial modeling effort for AOAs in 
this region. 

 
*Slide 3* 

 
Today’s agenda starts with an overview of the ground rules for the meeting, 
which I'll get to in a moment, then I'll hand it over to Alicia Bishop who will give a 
brief overview of the AOA process and notice of availability. Then Chris Schillaci 
will walk you through the preliminary results of the marine spatial planning 
study, including the identification of the draft AOA Options. After that, we'll open 
up the lines for public comments for the remainder of our session today. 
 
Moving on to the ground rules for our meeting today. The purpose of this 
meeting is to share a brief overview on the Notice of Availability (NOA) and to 
collect comments on preliminary results of the marine spatial planning study and 
draft AOA Options. 
 
After a brief overview, participants will have a chance to submit oral comments. 
You will also have the option to submit written comments in the comments box. 
NOAA Fisheries will record all comments. 
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We will not be responding to questions today. The session is only for hearing 
and recording public comments. Comments provided today will be part of the 
administrative record. 

*Slide 4* 
 

Alicia Bishop:    Alright, thanks Meghan. I'm Alicia Bishop and as Meghan 
said, I serve as a Regional Aquaculture Coordinator for NOAA Fisheries. So 
thank you for joining us today. Before I dive into the AOA overview, I did want to 
note that this task of identifying AOAs in Alaska requires multiple line agencies 
across NOAA. 
So, that includes NOAA Fisheries where I sit and we are leading this AOA 
identification effort. 
 
But it also involves close collaboration with the National Ocean Service’s 
National Centers for Coastal Ocean Science where Chris sits, and he's leading 
the spatial analysis, as well as the Oceanic and Atmospheric Research with the 
National Sea Grant Program. And all of these line offices are working together 
across NOAA to help sustainably advance aquaculture in the US through 
science and research and extension services and grants. 
 

*Slide 5* 
 
But as Kate noted at the beginning of this meeting, it's not just NOAA that's 
needed to make this a success in Alaska. It really requires collaboration across 
multiple agencies including our Interagency Working Group. And so in Alaska, 
we were invited into state waters and we knew that at the start of this process, it 
was going to take an Interagency Working Group to help us be successful here. 
 
And that team is comprised of representatives, regulatory representatives from 
both the state and federal agencies. For the state, that includes the Alaska 
Department of Natural Resources, the Alaska Department of Fish and Game, 
and the Alaska Department of Environmental Conservation. And for the feds, 
that includes the US Army Corps of Engineers and NOAA. And collectively, we 
work to identify appropriate locations for aquaculture development in Alaska 
state waters. 
 

*Slide 6* 
 
So hopefully many of you are familiar with the AOA process, but just in case 
you're not, AOAs are really just looking for locations that show high potential for 
commercial aquaculture. 
 
In Alaska, we're looking for locations that can accommodate multiple shellfish 
and seaweed aquaculture operations. And the goal of this planning process is to 
identify locations that are environmentally, socially, and economically suitable 
for aquaculture. 
 
We go about identifying those locations using both a scientific analysis, so that 
includes spatial analysis and our environmental review, as well as public 
engagement. 
 
And AOAs are identified after the completion of a Final Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Statement, or PEIS, as well as the issuance of a Record 
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of Decision. 
 
 
 

*Slide 7* 
 
So you may be wondering why we are going about identifying AOAs. Well, the 
impetus for this started back in 2020 with Trump signing Executive Order 
13921, on Promoting American Seafood Competitiveness and Economic 
Growth. 
 
That Executive Order had a number of agency directives, including Section 7, 
which directed NOAA to identify geographic areas suitable for commercial 
aquaculture or AOAs, as well as for us to complete a Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Statement for each of those areas to look at the potential 
impacts. 
 
Now, this whole process started back in 2020, and NOAA started with looking at 
identifying AOAs in the federal waters off Southern California and the Gulf of 
America. 
 
Alaska was the third region to be identified back in 2023, and we were selected 
because we received the most letters of support, including a letter from 
Governor Dunleavy. And that was inviting us to look at identifying AOAs within 
state waters. 
 

*Slide 8* 
 
Okay, so let's dive into the process a little bit. To identify AOAs, you go big to 
ultimately go small. And for Alaska, if you think of this funnel diagram on the left, 
we started with all of Alaska state waters. That was a pretty big area to start 
with. So the first thing we did was narrow things down to appropriate study 
areas. Then through our spatial analysis, which Chris is going to walk you 
through, as well as our environmental review through our NEPA analysis and 
public engagement throughout all of this it really helps us narrow things down to 
those best of the best locations that can ultimately become AOAs. 
 
Another thing to keep in mind as we're looking at this is that to identify those 
appropriate locations, we really want to minimize user conflict with existing 
ocean user groups. So that includes things like military, shipping, fishing and 
subsistence activities. But it's not just about what areas to avoid, it's about 
finding the best areas to optimize the growth of the species that people want to 
farm with the gear that they want to use, while also maintaining our commitment 
to ocean stewardship. 
 
So in understanding the AOA process, it's important to be clear about what 
AOAs are not. AOAs are not pre-permitted sites. The leasing and permitting of 
aquaculture projects in state waters falls under the jurisdiction of the state, 
including Alaska Department of Natural Resources, Department of Fish and 
Game, and Department of Environmental Conservation, and with the Feds with 
the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers. And while we are working in close 
partnership with those agencies through our Interagency Working Group to 
better align the AOA process with Alaska's leasing and permitting needs. The 
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requirements to get a lease and permit remain the same. 
 
Additionally, AOAs do not exclude aquatic farming outside of their boundaries, 
nor do they mean that areas identified outside of AOAs are not suitable for a 
project. 
 
Finally, while AOAs in round one were all in federal waters and looked at all 
forms of aquaculture, including finfish farming, AOAs in Alaska are in state 
waters, and finfish farming is prohibited. So we will not be looking at finfish 
farming as part of our analysis. 
 

*Slide 9* 
 
If you look at the Alaska AOA roadmap highlighted here, this walks you through 
the full four-year time frame. That orange arrow points you to where we are 
currently at in the process, which is spatial planning. 
 
And you can note that there's two main phases of this four-year process. 
The first phase is focused on that spatial planning. It's anticipated to take two 
years to complete. We are currently in the second year of that first phase. 
 
And the next phase is the environmental review. That's also anticipated to take 
two years to complete. 
 
And then from those two main phases, there's two main products. So phase one 
concludes in what's called an Atlas report. Phase two, that environmental review 
concludes in what's called a Programmatic Environmental Impact Statement. 
 
And then throughout those four years of this planning process, there's multiple 
opportunities for public engagement. 
 

*Slide 10* 
 
So here we've highlighted some of those. As I mentioned, this process started in 
Alaska in June of 2023. We went from identifying all the state waters to trying to 
narrow that down. So the first opportunity for public engagement was that 
Request for Information. And it provided those parameters in those initial draft 
study areas, and we were requesting your input to help us narrow down to final 
study areas. 
 
From that, we finalized those study areas and we held two in-person spatial 
planning workshops in February and March. That allowed us to share the data 
that we had collected to date within those study areas and also identify some 
data gaps. It started those conversations with Alaska Native entities, our 
aquaculture industry and other stakeholders, and hearing concerns and 
interests through those spatial planning workshops. 
 
And then from that point to this spring, NCCOS has really done an exceptional 
job of engagement. They have had lots and lots of conversations with Alaska 
Native tribes, with the aquaculture industry, with agencies and others to gather 
information and also try to ground truth their model outputs. 
 
All of that brings us to April and we just released the Notice of Availability that 
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provided the marine spatial planning study as well as those draft AOA Options. 
And this is a brand new step for us in the AOA process. So for Alaska, we really 
wanted to give the public an opportunity to review those draft Options and 
provide us with input, and that's where we're at today. This step will conclude 
the points of public engagement for that spatial planning process, but there's 
additional points for engagement as we move into the NEPA process. 
 
So that will include the Notice of Intent to prepare a Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Statement, as well as the Draft Programmatic 
Environmental Impact Statement. 
 

*Slide 11* 
 
So that brings us to the intent of today's discussion, which is that Notice of 
Availability. We just published this on April 23rd in the Federal Register. 
It's going to be open for 30 days, so we're collecting those public comments 
through May 23rd. 
 
We developed a new website. You can access that here through the QR code, 
and that website is going to tell you how to provide electronic, written, or oral 
comments. It also provides links to that marine spatial planning study, as well as 
additional resources. 
 
In addition, I wanted to highlight that NCCOS developed this really awesome 
WebMapper tool. So that provides all of the layers and individual maps, and you 
can use that in conjunction with that marine spatial planning study to really dive 
into areas of interest and pull up those draft AOA Options. 
 

*Slide 12* 
 
And with that, I'll pass things off to Chris. 
 
Chris Schillaci:    Hey everybody, thank you for having me today and the 
opportunity to share some of the preliminary results from our marine spatial 
planning study. 
 

 *Slide 13* 
I am one of a large team of talented individuals who helped put this work 
together. As Alicia mentioned, we supported previous AOA identification efforts 
in the Gulf of America and Southern California. 
 
And I encourage you to check out the two aquaculture Atlases that were 
developed through our marine spatial planning studies in those two areas. 
Ultimately, the work that you'll see in the report, once those draft Options 
become final Options, will also be put into the Atlas format where there's a ton 
of additional characterization, environmental data, as well as some summary 
statistics on overlap with some of the layers that were used to get towards the 
suitability modeling, as well as additional layers that might be relevant to 
prospects of siting within those locations. 
 

*Slide 14* 
 
Our process follows a standard workflow. We want to create predictability, and 

https://www.regulations.gov/document/NOAA-NMFS-2023-0113-0021
https://www.regulations.gov/document/NOAA-NMFS-2023-0113-0021
https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/action/notice-availability-alaska-draft-aquaculture-opportunity-area-options
https://cdn.coastalscience.noaa.gov/page-attachments/MSP/Report-for-Notice-for-Comment-for-Alaska-Draft-Final.pdf
https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/319c77cbded648108a6f8deb0b6b4dc0
https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/319c77cbded648108a6f8deb0b6b4dc0
https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/319c77cbded648108a6f8deb0b6b4dc0
https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/319c77cbded648108a6f8deb0b6b4dc0
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we want to make the modeling steps as easy to explain as possible. There are 
more complicated ways to model. But what we found is that we want to follow 
steps that people can understand and relate with how we developed the models 
that we're putting forward. 
 
 
As we go through the steps that you'll see, we work with the team to identify 
project requirements, the size, the depth, and other elements where we want to 
study to identify the study areas. 
 
We're using a grid cell overlay where each of the five acre grid cells within those 
areas are going to eventually get a score, and we're going to move towards 
identifying groups of those cells that are high scored for suitability, and then 
move through the process of ultimately identifying the draft Options. And 
towards characterization of those final AOA Options. Within this step, or within 
this process, there's a number of opportunities for agency input, as well as 
public input. 
 
And really why we're here today is we recognize that within suitability modeling 
at this scale, there are going to be important nuances that we can't capture. 
Whether it's buffers, upland landowners, traffic of smaller vessels that just isn't 
mapped or charted well, to fishing spots, to subsistence harvest spots, we did 
our best to acquire the data that could help us understand where those activities 
may occur. 
 
But we recognize that they occur everywhere in Alaska, and trying to determine 
whether or not a site is completely suitable and for permitting in the end an 
actual operation of a farm does require elements that could be beyond suitability 
modeling. 
 
Many of those will be addressed within the environmental review, but we also 
hope to capture some additional nuance through public comment on the 
Options and understand the pros and cons of the Options that we're presenting.  
 

*Slide 15* 
 
And as mentioned by Kate and Alicia, we started with all of Alaska and 
narrowed down to 10 study areas across the state, within Prince William Sound, 
Kodiak Island, as well as six areas in Southeast Alaska. 
 
I'm going to provide an example of one of those areas. But as I mentioned, we 
start off with establishing project requirements, planning goals. And in the case 
of this, we also try to identify areas that just are not suitable for practical or 
permitting reasons. 
 

*Slide 16* 
 
So while, you know, the study areas narrowed down from the entire state of 
Alaska still contain millions of acres, when you take into account areas that are 
just too deep for practical applications, areas where there are national security 
or permitting restrictions in place, we end up with a much smaller area to 
consider. It's a smaller area that we did suitability analysis on. 
 

https://www.fisheries.noaa.gov/alaska/aquaculture/final-aoa-study-areas-alaska#southcentral-final-aoa-study-areas
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*Slide 17* 
 
And so just to get into some of the study planning goals, as I mentioned, it was 
the NOAA Fisheries and Alaska AOA Interagency Working Group that selected 
the planning goals. 
 
And generally speaking, the goal was to identify up to 4,000 acres of suitable 
subtidal draft AOA Options per study area, and up to 100 acres of suitable 
intertidal draft AOA options within each study area. 
 
As you'll see, the ocean is a busy place. The coastal ocean is an even busier 
place, and in none of our study areas we found up to 4,000 acres. In many, we 
maybe did half of that goal for subtidal. In some, we were not able to find any 
intertidal acreage that met the requirements necessary to move forward with the 
farming practices that we were trying to identify. 
 
The other things that we wanted to look at were engineering requirements such 
as depth. We know you can do aquaculture in waters deeper than 200 feet, but 
from a practical perspective, waters deeper than 200 feet didn't fall within the 
planning goals. 
 
Likewise, we looked at a travel distance of 25 nautical miles from population 
centers as important port infrastructure or shore side infrastructure needs to be 
available for successful marine culture. The range of Options were between 50 
and 2,000 acres, although no individual option was as large as 2,000 acres. 
 

*Slide 18* 
 
And the way we go about this once we've identified those areas that are non 
constrained is through intense data collection, working with our federal and 
state partners to identify areas that are relevant to their conservation mandates, 
their regulatory responsibilities, working with the Corps to identify areas that 
present conflict during their public interest review, working with Forest Service 
to understand uses of Forest Service adjacent waters, Fish and Wildlife Service, 
understanding bird colonies and rookeries to the Coast Guard to understand 
where we might have ferry routes or regular transit routes that could be present 
a conflict on and on to known fisheries with protected species and habitat and 
the state corollaries for all of these, DEC for water quality. 
 
Our goal was to collect as much information from the authoritative sources, but 
we also spent a fair amount of time trying to collect information related to 
cultural resources related to other traditional uses within the area. 
We also used a series of Alaska waters where there could be a conflict with 
certain types of mariculture development. We use a weighted model approach 
with multiple sub models. 
 
So, if a layer falls under national security, that layer is going to get a score and 
that score is based on how suitable that overlap with that activity might be for 
mariculture. 
 
So we look at things like AIS vessel traffic to understand: where do we see 
larger vessel traffic outside of shipping lanes navigation corridors? For cultural 
resources we relied heavily on information that was derived from the State 
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Department of Fish and Game. As well as in Area Plans that DNR manages and 
updates periodically, natural resources were provided largely by our partners 
within the state and federal agencies. 
 
 
 
And we also worked with ADF&G and known fisheries to develop a novel fishing 
data layer to understand effort across major categories of fisheries across the 
study areas to understand relative suitability. I highlight the term relative 
because all of these areas are important to somebody. What we're trying to 
identify is intensity of use and where there may be less or more use across the 
study area.  
 

*Slide 19* 
 
This study was not intended to compare one study area to another. Our focus 
was each individual study area would be modeled and relative suitability would 
be considered across just the study area. So within the suitability modeling 
alone, there's a total of 95 data layers that went into that. 
 
You can see, obviously, it was a large number of constraints because we're in 
state waters where there are some in many cases hard fast rules across the 
data sets. There were a number of layers that were suitable for suitability 
modeling. However, there was a lot of data that came forward that doesn't fit 
within the suitability modeling context. 
 
And what's important there is to have equal coverage across the study area. 
If you have data for one part of a study area and not for another, that doesn't 
mean that activity is not occurring in the other portion. It just means you don't 
have data and that could skew the model results. So where that was the case, 
that data is going to be used in characterization where we explain that from a 
suitability modeling perspective, this area may seem highly suitable for 
mariculture development. However, there are a number of considerations that 
may play into what type of mariculture is suitable in that location.  
 

*Slide 20* 
 
And just to think about data sets, we use both categorical and continuous data. 
An example of continuous data is vessel traffic, where you know how many 
times a vessel crossed an individual grid cell versus another. And in this case, 
the data scored simply with the more transits through a cell, the lower the score, 
the less transits, the higher the score. 
 
In other cases where you have an actual extent, a polygon of a resource, a 
state marine park, you just exclude or downscore any cell that overlaps with that 
spatial layer. 
 

*Slide 21* 
 
So I'm going to give an example of Juneau, a walk through the tabular results 
for each study area, but there's just too many options and too many study areas 
to go through all today. 
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But here you see the original study area on the left and then on the right you 
see, I've applied the depth and regulatory constraints, what remains. It's not as 
much as you might think. 
 
 
 

*Slide 22* 
 
I put these up here not for you to ingest each of them, but really just to show the 
flow. 
 
The only way to really comprehend the modeling at each step of the process for 
each study area is to read the report, look at the WebMapper, and understand 
how the layers that we used for natural resources led to the suitability model 
sub-model results for natural resources; led to the suitability sub-model results 
for industry and navigation; and cultural resources, etc. 
 
Once we have those sub-model suitability model results, we take a geometric 
mean across the  sub-models. And that's going to give us total suitability or final 
suitability scores for the entire study area. 
 
What that means in some cases is an area might not be suitable from a natural 
resources perspective or have low suitability from a natural resources 
perspective, but have high suitability from a cultural resources perspective. 
In that case, those trade-offs are balanced to find final suitability, to calculate 
the final suitability score across all of the sub-models. 
 
And what we do from that point is we're looking for groups of high-ranking grid 
cells that are adjacent to each other that show high suitability. 
 

*Slide 23* 
 
In this case, in Juneau, you see there were a number of them. Some of them 
were in the middle, you know, or fairly far offshore where you had a shelf that 
allowed an area that didn't quickly extend down to 200 feet. Those, however, 
may present a navigation hazard and those kinds of considerations were built 
into how we addressed or analyzed which clusters among and between clusters 
would be suitable for further modeling. 
 

*Slide 24* 
 
Once we have those clusters, we do a within-cluster and among-cluster 
analysis. And so we both look at those practical considerations as well as 
considerations that have to do with how suitable the area is from a farming 
perspective. How close is it to the population center? How close is it to shore? 
What's the depth? And what's the slope? As many folks that have worked on 
the water in Alaska know, it's a fairly complex bathymetry. And looking for areas 
where one corner anchor isn't in 40 meters of water and another corner anchor 
isn't in 60 meters of water was part of this analysis. 
 

*Slide 25* 
 
Here we were able to look and narrow down within a cluster as well as score 

https://cdn.coastalscience.noaa.gov/page-attachments/MSP/Report-for-Notice-for-Comment-for-Alaska-Draft-Final.pdf
https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/319c77cbded648108a6f8deb0b6b4dc0
https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/319c77cbded648108a6f8deb0b6b4dc0
https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/319c77cbded648108a6f8deb0b6b4dc0
https://experience.arcgis.com/experience/319c77cbded648108a6f8deb0b6b4dc0
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across clusters. And that ultimately resulted in the highest scoring areas within 
those clusters and across clusters. And as you'll see many of these areas 
because they are relatively large, their results are broken into, in this example, 
Juneau South, Juneau North and Juneau Central. 
 
And just for an example, the purple polygons - those are subtidal options. The 
orange - those are intertidal. So here you have one subtidal polygon that's a 
total of 371 acres.  
 
We understand that there may be bays where fairways need to be included 
within any final permitting. So to be clear, we're not suggesting that all 371 
acres could be the corner boundaries of an aquaculture site or a marine culture 
site. 
We're just suggesting that within this area, you have features that benefit 
aquaculture as well as lower comparative or relative conflict with the data sets 
that were considered within the model. 
 
Again, this process is the beginning of a longer process and ultimately the steps 
at the State and the Federal agencies are required to follow through permitting 
to really narrow down where within these areas make the most sense. From the 
orange perspective, you have a 27 acre and a 49 acre site, intertidal sites. Many 
of these do extend into the shallow subtidal. 
 
The idea with the intertidal sites were to support the Mariculture Task Force 
goals related to geoduck culture, but could also be considered for hardening or 
shallow intertidal other shellfish species.  
 

*Slide 26* 
 
Again, continuing through the Juneau Options with Juneau Central, here you 
have 205 acre intertidal site, or I'm sorry, subtidal site, 246 acre subtidal site, 
and then a 64 acre intertidal site. 
 

*Slide 27* 
 
And then in Juneau North, where you have upward as much as a 433 acre 
subtidal site that also overlaps with 143 acre intertidal site, where in this case 
you might have an operation that can cross a couple different species and use a 
couple different gear types. 
 
Ultimately, the next steps for each of these Options is going to be further 
characterization. We've been working to collect environmental data, everything 
from chlorophyll and suspended solids from satellite data, existing regional 
ocean model data, and any monitoring that may have occurred on site through 
different efforts to try to better characterize the site, identify which gear types 
species combinations could be suitable for these sites, as well as further 
characterize what we found through the suitability modeling, where, you will 
know, what data sets and layers showed relative high or moderate suitability or 
did not show high suitability within the modeling results.  
 
We want folks to know what's occurring at those sites to the extent possible, as 
well as who you need to engage with as you look to possibly develop that site. 
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*Slide 28* 
 
For each of the study areas, you'll see results tables. And then this will give you 
a snap shot across all of our 10 study areas. 
 

*Slide 29* 
 
 
In Juneau, we identified seven subtidal, four intertidal, and as you know, you go 
through Sitka, we were able to identify 13 subtidal, three, I'm sorry, 13 subtidal, 
three intertidal. 
 
 
In Juneau, we identified a total of 1,795 acres. In Sitka, 2,784 acres. And as you 
go down, Petersburg and Wrangell were combined into one study area, and 
those were the two where we saw the most potential as far as Options go with 
3,500 acres. 
 
One of the nuances that we did see was that within Southcentral, Prince William 
Sound, because of the steep shelf, and freshwater inputs, there was not a lot of 
opportunity to find intertidal locations, as well, many of the places where there's 
existing farms. So, you know, we do recognize that in some cases, this might 
not be showing anyone anything new from what they've already learned through 
going through the process. It does give me confidence that the suitability 
modeling did lead to ideal places because that's where we are seeing existing 
industry development. 
 
There's subtidal acreage in Prince William Sound, no intertidal acreage, and 
then in Kodiak, we were able to identify 13 subtidal sites, really spread across 
the entire island with population centers looking at Larson Bay, Old Harbor, and 
Kodiak proper, and five intertidal locations. 
 

*Slide 30* 
 
I encourage you to dig deep into the report, in particular, if there's a study area, 
look at the Options, use the webmapper. We really want to understand 
suitability across these sites. Are these locations that you can access? Alicia will 
go through the questions that are in there. 
 
But the last thing I'll say is there is a scale of Options across here. We recognize 
that some of these sites may be higher exposure and require a larger vessel. 
We did try to identify locations that could meet smaller vessel operators, smaller 
scale operations, as well as larger operations. And we recognize that not every 
site will work for every operation. Thank you. 
 

*Slide 31* 
 
Alicia Bishop:    All right, so that brings us to the Notice of Availability. And 
we have outlined a number of questions in this notice to help kind of direct your 
comments and for your consideration. Essentially, we're trying to make sure we 
aren't missing anything that could impact the suitability of the sites that we've 
identified. 
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Again, I want to remind you that all comments submitted either today through 
this oral public comment session or through regulations.gov will be made public. 
So if you determine that you have information that falls under privileged or 
confidential or historic resource categories, you can contact me directly and we 
can discuss options for submitting that more sensitive information. 
 
So I'm not going to read through all of these questions, but essentially we're 
trying to get your local and historic knowledge to help us ground truth our model 
results.  
 
So do you have any information that could impact those draft AOA Options, 
economic or technical suitability? As an example, have we identified spots that 
you feel are too far from port or you have local knowledge indicating there's 
really high wave height out here and you're going to have trouble accessing 
those sites for large portions of the year. 
 
Maybe you know about local seafloor conditions that could impact anchoring or 
you're aware of conflicting use in that area. So that's essentially what we're 
trying to get at with these questions and look forward to having your input here. 
 

*Slide 32* 
 
And then I also just wanted to note there's other ways to submit comments. 
Today we're accepting oral public comments, but you can also submit written 
comments. 
 
So there's two ways of doing that: you can either submit these electronic 
comments to regulations.gov and we've provided the link and instructions here, 
or you can mail them to us, and we'll be collecting those written public 
comments through May 23. 
 
And with that, I'll pass it off to Meghan to walk you through how to provide oral 
public comments today. Thank you. 
 

*Slide 33* 
 
Megan Balling:    Thanks, Alicia. Just to remind folks during our comment 
session all comments will be recorded. If you'd like to join the queue to provide 
verbal comments, please click the raise hand button at the top of the interface. 
 
You'll be prompted to unmute yourself when it is your turn to speak. When 
commenting, please first provide your name, affiliation, and if you wish your 
town of residence for the record. You may also state that you choose to remain 
anonymous and not provide that information. 
 
There's a two minute time limit for comments to ensure that all participants have 
the chance to speak. You'll get a 30 second warning to wrap up your comments. 
If you'd like to speak longer than two minutes, please click the raise hand button 
again to rejoin the queue after your first two minute opportunity. 
 
You will also have the option to submit comments into the comments box. 
 
Thank you. 

https://www.regulations.gov/document/NOAA-NMFS-2023-0113-0021
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Once again, we are here for your comments. If you would like to speak, please 
click the raise hand icon at the top of the screen and the operator will let you 
know when to unmute. 
 
We are here for your comments. If you would like to speak, please click the 
raise hand icon at the top of the screen. 
 

***No Oral Comments were Submitted*** 
 

*Slide 34* 
 
Thanks so much for joining us today! We have another listening session 
scheduled for Friday, May 16th from 9 a.m. to 11 a.m. Alaska Time. You can 
register here.  
 
Thanks so much. 
 

END 

https://events-na13.adobeconnect.com/content/connect/c1/2358677976/en/events/event/private/3564946512/10318607422/event_landing.html?sco-id=10617218416&_charset_=utf-8
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