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Preface

Fishing Communities of the U.S., 2006

Fishing Communities of the U.S., 2006 is the first volume in
this new periodic series. It reports descriptive demographic
data on a subset of each coastal state’s commercial fishing
communities and ports, as well as descriptive geographic
information and other social indicator data for each state.
It is a companion to Fisheries Economics of the U.S., 2006.
The purpose of the publication is to provide the public with
easily accessible information about the Nation's fishing
communities and the states where they are located. Up

to ten communities and ports per state were selected by
experts in each region primarily on the basis of commercial
landings data for 2006. These communities are not neces-
sarily “fishing communities” as defined by the Magnuson-
Stevens Fishery Conservation and Management Act (see
Appendix).

Sources of Data

Information in this report came from many sources. The
commercial landings data for 2006 used to select com-
munities and ports were obtained from various NMFS field
offices (Fisheries Science Centers and Regional offices) in
cooperation with various state agencies and interstate Ma-
rine Fisheries Commissions. Other sources of data include
the U.S. Census Bureau, Bureau of Labor Statistics, Environ-
mental Protection Agency, Federal Emergency Management
Agency, World Atlas, and the Central Intelligence Agency
World Fact Book.
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U.S. Summary

Overview of the Report

This report presents descriptive demographic data on a
subset of the Nation's fishing communities and ports for
each of the Nation'’s coastal states, as well as descriptive
geographic and other social indicator data for the states
where these communities are located. The communi-

ties all have one feature in common: they participate in
some aspect of commercial fishing. They were selected

by experts in each region primarily because they had the
highest landings volume in pounds in their state for 2006.
By placing these community and state data snapshots side
by side, we can compare the communities and the states
where they are located to identify their similarities and
differences. Identifying patterned similarities and differ-
ences among the Nation's fishing communities within and
between regions is one of the steps in developing scientific
understanding of how fishing communities are integrated
into larger regional ecologies. Fisheries ecosystem-based
management recognizes that human sociocultural and
economic systems interact with marine ecosystems in pro-
found ways. Additionally, these are some of the data used
to assess how different kinds of communities in particular
states and regions are impacted by fisheries management
actions.

The National Oceanic & Atmospheric Administration’s Na-
tional Marine Fisheries Service (NMFS or NOAA Fisheries)
divides the United States’ twenty-four coastal states and its
four territories and Puerto Rico among six distinct regions:
the Northeast, Southeast, Southwest, Northwest, Alaska,
and the Pacific Islands. Each region has responsibility for
conducting relevant fisheries-related scientific research

in support of the agency’'s mandated mission to conserve
and manage the Nation’s living marine resources under the
Magnuson-Stevens Fisheries Conservation and Manage-
ment Act (P.L. 94-265, as amended by P.L. 109-479).

These six NMFS regions are included in or overlap eight
Fishery Management Council regions: New England, Mid-
Atlantic, South Atlantic, Gulf of Mexico, Caribbean, Pacific,
North Pacific, and the Western Pacific. Fishery Manage-
ment Councils (FMCs) are responsible for creating fisheries
management plans with the advice of scientific advisory
committees and others. The management plans must be ap-
proved by the Secretary of Commerce before they go into
effect.

This report is divided into eight sections: a National Over-
view and regional overviews for the North Pacific, Pacific,
Western Pacific, New England, Mid-Atlantic, South Atlantic,
and Gulf of Mexico regions. All twenty-three coastal states
are included in one of these seven regions.!

"Pennsylvania is not included in this report. Florida is
included for the South Atlantic and Gulf of Mexico regions
as East and West Florida, respectively.

The Caribbean territories of the U.S. Virgin Islands and the
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico were not included in this
report due to data limitations. Similarly, the territories of
American Samoa, Guam, and the Commonwealth of the
Northern Marianas Islands are also excluded.

The report groups the information on the top fishing com-
munities by state within each region. Each section begins
with a regional summary that provides an overview of the
regional coastal physical geography, some information on
historical importance and involvement in marine fishing,
some highlights of the demographic similarities and dif-
ferences among the fishing communities, and ends with a
list of “Fishing Communities Facts” for the region. This is
followed by one page of tables for each state in the region.
The tables compare: sex and age and race/ethnicity dis-
tributions in 2000 for the fishing communities combined
compared to the state as a whole; demographic attributes
for the individual fishing communities in 2000 compared
to the state; and indicators of growth and population well-
being for the state for 1997-2006. A list of other com-
munities and ports in the state with involvement in marine
fisheries concludes each state’s section. The report con-
cludes with: a Data Sources list identifying the report’s data
sources, a Resources section listing web-based resources
and publications for those who want to learn more about
U.S. marine fishing communities and the management of
our living marine resources, and a Glossary providing defi-
nitions of specialized terminology.

U.S. Summary

Great diversity characterizes the Nation's marine fishing
communities and ports. Patterned similarities also exist. A
few highlights follow.

Physical Geography

The United States’ fishing communities and ports are
located in coastal areas within the North Pacific region’s
arctic and polar zones, as well as the temperate middle
latitudes that characterize the New England and Mid-



Atlantic regions, most of the Pacific region, and some of the
South Atlantic region. The southern third of California, the
coastal areas of the South Atlantic region’s states of South
Carolina, Georgia, and Florida are all subtropical, as are the
coastal areas of all the states in the Gulf of Mexico region.
The tip of the Florida Keys, the Caribbean region, and the
Western Pacific region are in the tropics. These differences
affect local and regional fisheries.

Among the regions, the North Pacific (Alaska) has the
longest ocean coastline (6,640 miles), while the shortest
ocean coastlines are found in New England (473 miles)
and the Mid-Atlantic (428 miles). The other regions fall
in between as follows: South Atlantic (1,168 miles), Gulf
of Mexico (1,631 miles), and the Pacific (1,293 miles).
Hawai'i in the Western Pacific region is composed of
islands. The chain is 1,500 miles long, and the seven
inhabited islands share 750 miles of coastline.

Susceptibility to Natural Disasters

Fishing communities and ports are located in coastal zones
putting them at risk for hurricanes and tropical storms,

and other dangers like tsunamis. Fishing communities

and ports around the Gulf of Mexico share the Nation's
highest potential for annual hurricane seasons that disrupt
commercial and recreational fishing, and the worst among
these storms can destroy entire communities, such as the
devastation caused by Hurricanes Katrina and Rita in 2005.
The Gulf of Mexico's per annum average is 10.7 declared
disasters and emergencies due to hurricanes, tropical
storms, and depressions combined, while the South Atlantic
region comes in second with an average of 6.4 major
weather-related disasters. Severe winter storms are most
likely to affect marine fisheries in the North Pacific region.

Early History

For thousands of years prior to European colonization of
North America, Native Americans were utilizing marine
and aquatic resources along the coasts, while Polynesian
peoples whose cultures were intimately involved with the
marine environment began occupying the Pacific islands
by at least 400 A.D. The earliest European arrivals found
a variety of marine resources already being utilized in
most coastal areas. Marine resources were among the first
natural resources targeted by these early Europeans.

Historic patterns of involvement in commercial fishing by
particular racial or ethnic groups continue to characterize
contemporary commercial fishing in many parts of

the country. Some examples include: Scandinavians
(Norwegians, Danes, and Swedes) in the New England, Mid-
Atlantic, and Pacific regions; Portuguese and Sicilians in
the New England region and Italians in the Pacific region;
francophone Acadians in New England and Cajuns in the

National Overview

Gulf of Mexico; British in the New England and Mid-Atlantic
regions; African Americans in the Mid-Atlantic, South
Atlantic, and Gulf of Mexico; Chinese in the Pacific region;
Vietnamese in the Gulf of Mexico and the Western Pacific;
and Native Americans in the Pacific and North Pacific
regions.

Some Fishing Community Contrasts Across Regions

The Nation's top commercial fishing communities and ports
range from subareas of major metropolitan centers such

as Houston, Texas (pop. 1,953,631), San Diego, California
(pop. 1,223,400), Honolulu, Hawai'i (pop. 876,156), and
Jacksonville, Florida (pop. 735,617), to small villages such
as Winter Harbor, Maine (pop. 988), Naknek, Alaska (pop.
678), La Push, Washington (pop. 371), Wachapreague,
Virginia (pop. 236), and Valona, Georgia (pop. 123). Some
interesting points made in the regional summaries follow.

The North Pacific region’s top fishing communities all tend
to be smaller communities, with an average population

of 3,620, within a state in which 99% of its fishing com-
munities have populations below 12,000. Alaska’s fishing
communities with shoreside processing facilities attract
large temporary populations who sometimes outnumber
permanent residents.

Fishing communities in the State of Hawai'i are defined as
the seven main inhabited islands. Most small-scale com-
mercial fishing boats are transported by trailer so they can
be launched at diverse sites. Honolulu is the home port for
the Hawai'i-based longline fishing fleet, responsible for the
majority of commercial fish landed in Hawai'i.

The median population for the top commercial fishing
communities in the Pacific region’s three states combined
is 84,038. Seven of California’s, nine of Washington'’s top
fishing communities, and all ten of Oregon’s top fishing
communities fall below the median. Five of Washington's
top commercial fishing communities have populations of
fewer than 1,000 compared to three of California’s and
none of Oregon'’s. Four of California’s top commercial fish-
ing communities are located in urban areas of more than
75,000 people, while only one of Washington'’s, and none
of Oregon’s top commercial fishing communities are in
urban areas.

The Gulf of Mexico’s top fishing communities tend to be
smaller towns and villages with populations below 20,000
persons. However one major metropolitan center approach-
ing 2 million (Houston, Texas), and a few larger coastal
cities also have significant fisheries involvement (Tampa
and St. Petersburg, Florida; Mobile, Alabama; and Browns-
ville, Texas). The majority of Louisiana’s and Alabama’s

top fishing communities have populations below 5,000.
Nine of Louisiana’s top fishing communities and seven of




U.S. Summary

Alabama'’s top fishing communities fall in this group.

Florida’s top commercial fishing communities are the larg-
est in the South Atlantic region. They include subareas of
large cities like Jacksonville (pop. 735,617) and Miami
(pop. 362,470); none have populations below 10,000. In

contrast, North Carolina’s top commercial fishing communi-

ties have populations below 6,000 and six are smaller than
2,000. Both Georgia and South Carolina are more mixed.
Each has a larger city - Savannah, Georgia (pop. 131,510)
and Charleston, South Carolina (pop. 96,650) - involved in
commercial and saltwater recreational fishing, as well as
some small fishing villages. Examples include Valona (pop.
123) and Midway (pop. 1,100), Georgia, and McClellan-
ville (pop. 459) and Wadmalaw Island (pop. 2,611), South
Carolina.

Several major metropolitan areas are located in the Mid-

Atlantic region, a center of population for the United States.

The Mid-Atlantic region’s top fishing communities located
within larger urban areas are all located in Virginia. They
include Virginia Beach (pop. 425,257), Richmond (pop.
197,790), Newport News (pop. 180,150), and Hampton
(pop. 146,437). Seven of the region’s top fishing communi-
ties are smaller cities with populations between 10,000
and 41,000. Examples include Atlantic City (pop. 40,517)
and Point Pleasant (pop. 19,306), New Jersey, and Ocean-
side (pop. 32,733), Islip (pop. 20,575), and Hampton

Bays (pop. 12,236), New York. The majority of Maryland’s
(seven of nine), Delaware’s (three of five), New Jersey's
(seven of ten), and New York's (five of eight) top fishing
communities fall between 1,000 and 7,700 in population.
Six of the region’s top fishing communities have fewer than
1,000 inhabitants.

The largest metropolitan area in the New England region is
Boston (pop. 589,141), a center for financial services and
insurance for the fishing industry, as well as the home of
the Nation's oldest continuously operating daily fish pier.
The other New England region’s top fishing communities
that are located within urban areas of more than 100,000
population are Providence (pop. 173,618), Rhode Island,
and Bridgeport (pop. 139,529) and New Haven (pop.
123,626), Connecticut. Exclusive of these large cities, the
average population for the top fishing communities is
32,846 for Massachusetts, 31,456 for Connecticut, and
26,175 for Rhode Island. Maine averages 3,196 (excludes
Portland, pop. 64,249), while New Hampshire averages
6,115 (excludes Portsmouth, pop. 20,784). Both Maine
and New Hampshire's top fishing communities are pre-
dominantly smaller communities. Eight of Maine's and four
of New Hampshire's have populations of less than 8,000.
Only two of Massachusetts’ and one of Rhode Island’s top
fishing communities have populations of less than 8,000,
while Connecticut has none.

The Effects of Population Growth on Coastal Areas

Many coastal areas in these states are experiencing growth
in their populations as people seek homes near the ocean.
This is particularly true in the areas with milder climates.
These patterns affect everything from fish habitat, par-
ticularly nursery grounds in shallow coastal waters, to the
continued availability of commercial fishing infrastructure
like docking facilities and other support services, as real
estate values increase in the face of demand for alternative
uses. In some regions, commercial fishing is being eclipsed
by saltwater recreational fishing. The South Atlantic region,
which includes the Atlantic Coast of Florida and several
desirable beach vacation areas in Georgia, South Carolina,
and North Carolina, is a good example of this change. The
Mississippi’'s Gulf Coast in the Biloxi area is another exam-
ple. In this area, Hurricane Katrina’s devastation has served
to speed the transformation of real estate from commer-
cial fishing support uses to uses that support the gaming
industry.

Community Resiliency, Growth, and Well Being

According to the 2000 U.S. Census, 9.2% of family house-
holds in the U.S. live below the poverty rate. The 222 top
fishing communities in the U.S. have an average poverty
rate of 10.1%, just above the national rate. Poverty rates
range in top fishing communities from 0% in Valona, Geor-
gia to 33.7% in Crescent City, California, with the majority
of communities falling between 2% and 10%. All states
except Alaska, Delaware, Maine, and New Hampshire have
fishing communities with poverty rates above 11%. The
majority of fishing communities in Georgia (seven of ten),
Alabama (seven of ten), Texas (seven of ten), Mississippi
(four of seven), and Louisiana (nine of ten), and half of the
fishing communities in Oregon and South Carolina have
poverty rates above 11%.

Nationwide, 18% of residents five years of age or older
speak a language other than English at home according
to the 2000 U.S. Census. Overall, top fishing communi-
ties ranged from 0% of residents five years of age or older
speaking a language other than English at home (Cres-
cent, Georgia) and 1% (Bowers Beach, Delaware) to 87%
(Brownsville, Texas) and 93% (Ni'thau, Hawai'i). Twenty-
two percent (48 of 222) of the top fishing communities

in the US. had a higher rate than the national rate. The
majority of fishing communities in Hawai'i (six of seven),
California (seven of ten), and Texas (seven of ten), and half
of the communities in Alaska, reported rates above the
national rate.

The national median household income was $42,000
according to the 2000 U.S. Census. Top fishing communi-
ties had median household incomes that ranged between



$18,000 (Crisfield, Maryland) to $146,755 (Darien,
Connecticut). Thirty-eight percent (84 of 222) of the

top fishing communities in the U.S. had a higher median
income than the national median. The majority of fishing
communities in Alaska (nine of ten), California (seven of
ten), Connecticut (seven of ten), Rhode Island (seven of
ten), New Jersey (seven of ten), New York (six of eight),
Hawai'i (four of seven), and all fishing communities in New

Hampshire had median household incomes above $42,000.

Conclusion

The above concludes our overview of the Nation's coast-
lines. The following sections return in detail to individual
regions embracing the twenty-three states covered by this
report. A list of fishing communities and ports is provided
at the end of each regional summary. More detailed infor-
mation on some of these communities can be found in the
regional community profiles. If available, citations for these

profiles are also listed at the end of each regional summary.

For additional information related to fishing communities
and sociocultural research conducted by NMFES social
science staff, a detailed bibliography and list of other
source materials appears at the end of this publication.

National Overview
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North Pacific Summary

Regional Context

The North Pacific region includes only the state of Alaska.
The state’s coastline is 6,640 miles; its tidal shoreline is
enormous at 33,904 miles, more than 2.8 times longer
than the next longest regional tidal shoreline. Fishing com-
munities can be found along most of the subarctic parts

of Alaska’s coastline and some of its tidal shoreline. Com-
mercially important communities occur adjacent to the Gulf
of Alaska from the Canadian border, north to the end of
the Alaskan Peninsula on Kodiak Island and on some of the
islands in the Aleutian chain and the Pribilof Islands, and
along Bristol Bay on the Bering Sea. Located in the high
northern latitudes, Alaska is characterized by short sum-
mers and long, dark, cold winters, creating rigorous, often
dangerous fishing conditions for its fishermen. Important
species sought by commercial fishermen include pollock,
mackerel, cod, herring, salmon, crab, and groundfish spe-
cies such as rockfish, sablefish and halibut.

Communities that are heavily involved in processing as well
as commercial harvesting activities attract large temporary
populations of workers, including many Asians and Hispan-
ics, from outside the region. In these communities, tempo-
rary workers sometimes outnumber permanent residents,
and in some places are housed in group quarters during
the fishing season, for example, Akutan (90% of the popu-
lation) and Sand Point (36% of the population). This is a
regionally unique feature.

Native Americans comprise 80-90% of the population in
some remote areas of Alaska. They continue to fish, hunt
sea mammals, and gather other marine resources as part
of their annual round of subsistence activities. Native
Americans have continuously inhabited the region for at
least 14,000 years, closely tied to the marine environment
since their arrival. Major coastal cultural-linguistic groups
include Inupiaq, Yupik, Aleut, Alutiig, Tlingit, and Haida.
Even communities in the interior of Alaska are tied to the
marine environment by dependence on anadromous fish
(for example, salmon) that spend part of their lives in the
ocean and then return to inland watersheds to spawn.

Recreational fishing has also become economically impor-
tant in Southeast and South Central Alaska. Many remote
Alaska communities are also dependent on subsistence
fisheries and the harvest of marine mammals.

The Fishing Communities

The Alaskan region is unique in the number and proportion
of communities that are involved in, and dependent on,
commercial fishing to earn their livelihoods. Overall,

136 fishing communities have been profiled by NMFS
social scientists because of the nature of their links with
commercial and/or recreational fishing. In 2006, 11 of the
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United States’ top 50 ports by pounds landed were located
in Alaska. By order of ranking, they are: Dutch Harbor/
Unalaska (1); Kodiak (4); Naknek-King Solomon (12);
Petersburg (17); Ketchikan (18); Sitka (19); Cordova (21);
Seward (25); Juneau (39); Homer (44); and Kenai (49). On
average, from 1997-2006, Alaska accounted for 53% of
U.S. landings and 32% of landings revenue.

Alaska has the smallest population (626,932 in 2000)
among the nation’s coastal states. Alaska’s fishing
communities also have small populations ranging from
fewer than 100 to only a few thousand for even major
fishing communities. The ten top commercial fishing
communities have an average population of 3,620 ranging
from the smallest, Akutan at 713, to Sitka, the largest at
8,835. Sitka is also Alaska'’s fifth largest city.

Community, Resiliency, Growth, and Well Being

According to the 2000 U.S. Census, 9.2% of families in the
U.S. live below the poverty line, the median income level is
$42,000, and 18% of residents over five years of age speak
a language other than English at home. The state of Alaska
has a lower percentage of families living in poverty (6.7%),
a higher median income level ($52,000), and a lower num-
ber of residents older than five who speak a language other
than English at home (14.3%) than the rest of the U.S. More
information on these and other factors that may affect
community resiliency are discussed below.

Alaska’s top fishing communities generally have family

household poverty rates below the national average. The
lone exceptions are Dillingham and Sand Point with pov-
erty rates of 10%.! The percentage of residents over five

'Note that in contrast to its top fishing communities, many
of Alaska’s other fishing communities have relatively high
poverty rates. (See Sepez et al. for additional information.)



Fishing Communities Facts

e Alaska communities are small. Ninety-nine percent of
Alaska’s communities have fewer than 12,000
residents; 65% have less than 400 residents.

Fishing activities

e The isolated Aleutian outpost of Dutch
Harbor/Unalaska (pop. 4,283) is the nation’s busiest
fishing port by volume of landings.

e The pollock fishery is the largest in the U.S. Though
pursued by a relatively small fleet, including about 21
large catcher/processor vessels and 133 catcher
vessels, it comprises about 58% of landings in Alaska.

e Commercial fishing communities with shoreside
processing plants tend to have a higher proportion of
males in the population than the state. For example,
Akutan (77% male), Dutch Harbor/Unalaska (66%
male), and Sand Point (62% male) all have higher
proportions of males than the state as a whole
(52%).

¢ Many non-Alaskans participate in commercial fisheries
in the state. Many of these participants come from
Washington and Oregon.

North Pacific Region

Harbor/Unalaska (42%), Kodiak, (42%), King Cove (37%),
and Sand Point (36%).

Another factor potentially affecting community resiliency is
the relative isolation of Alaska’s fishing communities. Most
of Alaska’s fishing communities are reached only by sea or
air; no roads connect them to other communities. Weather
conditions can make sea and air travel unreliable. This
means that these communities can be very isolated. It also
means that many foodstuffs and other commercial goods
including fuel must be shipped in, raising their local cost.
Further, many basic services including medical care are
more difficult to access.

The state population grew 8.2% from 1997-2006. The
number of building permits issued grew 7% and the unem-
ployment rate declined 8.5% for this period. From 2005-
2006, the number of building permits issued decreased
5.1%. There were 12 disaster declarations during the
1997-2006 time period and no emergency declarations.

e Seaford, VA and Pleasantville, NJ are home to the
majority of the permit holders for the specialized
Alaskan scallop fishery.

e Each year, more than 15,000 people from all over the
world buy an Alaska Commercial Fishing Vessel
Crewmember license.

e The number of crew has declined since 1993 when
about 32,000 held crew licenses. In 2006, 18,498
crew licenses were sold.

e Almost half a million people buy sport fishing licenses
in Alaska each year, catching over three million fish.
Halibut and salmon are the most popular species.

Subsistence activities

e Alaskans harvest a lot of food from the wild and 65%
of this harvest is fish. On average, each person
harvests 22 pounds of food each year from the wild.
Alaskans in rural areas average 375 pounds per year.

Native Alaskans

e Sixty-five Alaska Native villages along the Bering Sea
belong to a Community Development Quota (CDQ)
Program that have been allocated 10% of the harvest
from several different Bering Sea fisheries.

e Marine mammals, including bowhead whales and
several seal species, are important food sources for
Alaska Natives in many coastal communities.

Historical context

e Several World War II battles were fought on Alaska’s
fishing grounds. While the United States fought the
Japanese in the Aleutian Islands, the entire Native
population in the archipelago was forcibly removed to
internment camps.

e The community of Adak, once a large military base in
the Aleutian Islands, is currently being redeveloped
by the Aleut Corporation as a fishing community.

years of age who spoke a language other than English was
14% for the state. In contrast, the percentage of residents

who spoke a language other than English at home was
more than twice the national rate in Akutan (66%), Dutch

List of Fishing Communities and Ports

The following list contains fishing communities and
ports that have been identified by NMFS social science
staff as having ties to commercial and/or recreational
fisheries in the North Pacific region. Profiles of these
fishing communities can be found in Community Profiles
for North Pacific Fisheries - Alaska, currently available
at http:.//www.afsc.noaa.gov/Publications/techmemos.
htm. For the other states, see Community Profiles for West
Coast and North Pacific Fisheries — Washington, Oregon,
California, and Other U.S. States, currently available at
http://www.nwisc.noaa.gov/publications/displayallinfo.

cfm?docmetadataid=6718.

Alaska Cordova

Craig
Adak Dillingham
Akhiok Douglas
Akiachak Dutch Harbor/Unalaska
Akutan Eagle River
Aleknagik Edna Bay
Alitak Bay Eek
Anchor Point Egegik
Anchorage Ekuk
Angoon Ekwok
Atka Elfin Cover
Auke Bay Elim
Bethel Emmonak
Chefornak Excursion Inlet
Chignik (Bay) Fairbanks
Chignik Lagoon False Pass
Chignik Lake Fritz Creek
Chugiak Galena
Clam Gulch Girdwood
Clarks Point Goodnews Bay



North Pacific Summary

Gustavus
Haines
Halibut Cove
Hobart Bay
Homer
Hoonah
Hooper Bay
Hydaburg
Igiugig
lliamna
Ivanof Bay
Juneau
Kake

Karluk
Kasilof
Kenai
Ketchikan
King Cove
King Salmon
Kipnuk
Klawock
Kodiak
Kokhanok
Koliagnek
Kongiganak
Kotlik
Kwigillingok
Larsen Bay
Levelock
Manokotak
Marshall
Mekoryuk
Metlakatla
Meyers Chuck
Naknek
Napakiak
Nelson Lagoon
New Stuyahok
Newhalen
Newtok
Nightmute
Nikiski
Nikolaevsk
Ninilchik
Nome

Old Harbor
Ouzinkie
Palmer
Pedro Bay
Pelican
Perryville
Petersburg
Pilot Point
Pilot Station
Platinum

Point Baker
Port Alexander
Port Alsworth
Port Graham
Port Heiden
Port Lions
Port Moller
Port Protection
Portage Creek
Prudhoe Bay
Quinhagak
Saint George
Saint Marys
Saint Paul
Sand Point
Scammon Bay
Seldovia
Seward
Shaktoolik
Sitka
Skwentna
Soldotna
South Naknek
Sterling
Tenakee Springs
Thorne Bay
Togiak
Toksook Bay
Tuntutuliak
Tununak
Twin Hills
Ugashik
Unalakleet
Valdez

Ward Cove
Wasilla

Whale Pass
Whittier
Willow
Wrangell
Yakutat

Washington

Anacortes
Bellingham
Bothell
Cathlamet
Chinook
Edmonds
Everett
Lakewood
Seattle
Silvana
Woodinville
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Oregon
Astoria
Newport
Sisters

New Jersey
Pleasantville
Virginia

Seaford



Alaska Tables

Geographic Characteristics
State land area (sq. mi): 571,951 % of U.S.: 16.2
Coastline (mi): 6,640 Shoreline (mi): 33,904
County equivalents: 27 Coastal: 23 Marine: 23

2000 Sex by Age: State of Alaska and Average of Selected Fishing Communities

M 85
Under 5 to 25 to 35 to 45 to 55 to [ () 75 to
fiotal F 5 14 15to 24| 4, a4 54 64 74 84 anl
over
51.7%
Alaska 626,932 | 48.3% | 7.6% | 17.6% 14.4% | 14.3% | 18.2% | 15.1% | 7.2% | 3.6% | 1.7% | 0.4%
Fishing 57.7%
Communities 36,199 [223% | 6.2% | 13.7% 12.6% | 15.4% | 21.8% | 17.4% | 7.8% | 3.2% | 1.5% | 0.4%

2000 Race and Hispanic/Latino Ethnicity: Alaska and Average of Selected Fishing Communities

R ET:) Ethnicity
American pative
Black or - LEVWEHED] % Hispanic
Toltal. White African In::ankand Asian and other or Latino
Population American N:tsiva Pacific (of any race)
< Islander
Alaska 626,932 69.3% 3.5% 15.6% 4.0% 0.5% 1.6% 5.4% 4.1%
Fishing

Communities 36,199 46.2% 1.2% 26.4% 16.6% 0.4% 4.4% 4.9% 7.7%

2000 Demographic Attributes: Selected Fishing Communities Compared to State Total
% Family

% >5 yrs Speak

Fishing Total pEdi Households o Persops Medi_an Language other
Communities Population S L below Poverty Ol L e LA than English at
Income Labor Force Attainment
Level Home
Alaska 626,932 $51,571 6.7% 71.3% Some college 14.3%
Akutan 713 $33,750* 0.0% 94.1% HS graduate 65.9%
Dillingham 2,466 $51,458 10.1% 73.0% Some college 15.8%
Dutch Harbor /
Unalaska? 4,283 $69,539 2.0% 83.2% Some college 42.1%
Ketchikan 7,922 $45,802 4.9% 70.9% Some college 11.7%
King Cove 792 $45,893* 3.3% 73.2% HS graduate 37.0%
Kodiak 6,334 $55,142 3.7% 73.9% Some college 41.6%
Naknek 678 $53,393 3.1% 71.1% Some college 4.2%
Petersburg 3,224 $49,028 3.3% 70.8% Some college 6.6%
Sand Point 952 $55,417* 10.3% 74.2% HS graduate 35.5%
Sitka 8,835 $51,901 4.2% 73.6% Some college 9.6%

Indicators for Growth and Population Well-being in Alaska

Indicator 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005
Population® 619,500 615,205 608,846 626,932 | 632,241 | 640,544 647,747 656,834 663,253 670,053
Building Permits 2,560 2,874 2,211 2,147 2,939 3,003 3,531 3,133 2,885 2,739
Unemployment
Rate 7.1 6.1 6.2 6.2 6.2 7.1 7.7 7.4 6.9 6.5
Disaster
Declarations 0 0 0 1 0 3 1 1 2 4
Emergency
Declarations 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

!Figures do not include residents living in group quarters: Akutan (638=90% of population), King Cove (299=38% of population, Sand
Point (340=36% of population).

2Census data for Dutch Harbor/Unalaska was identified as Unalaska city.

3Estimated population for all years except 2000; actual count was available for this year.

11






Pacific

H California
B Oregon
B Washington

13



Pacific Summary

Regional Context

The Pacific region includes the states of California, Oregon,
and Washington which share 1,293 miles of coastline
extending from the Canadian border in the north to the
Mexican border in the south. California has 840 miles
(65%) of this coastline, followed by Oregon (296 miles)
and Washington (157 miles). These states also share
7,863 miles of tidal shoreline: California has 3,427 miles;
Washington, 3,026 miles; and Oregon, 1,410 miles.
Communities involved in marine fishing and harvesting are
found along both the coastline and the tidal shoreline that
includes Washington's Puget Sound and the region’s largest
inland waterway, the Columbia River. The Columbia River
forms the boundary between Washington and Oregon.

The region’s coastal mountain ranges, strong Pacific
currents, and more than 16 degrees difference between

its north and south latitudes help create diverse coastal
ecological and climatic conditions. These range from
Washington's temperate rainforest on the Olympic
Peninsula in the north through Oregon’s forested coastlines
and California’'s Mediterranean climate around Monterey
Bay, to southern California’s semi-arid coastal hills and
coastlines. Important species sought by commercial
fishermen include Dungeness crab, Pacific sardines, Pacific
whiting, California market squid, Chinook salmon, albacore
tuna, and numerous groundfish species including rockfish,
sablefish and halibut.

The attributes of fishing communities have changed

over the last century along with related changes in the
industry and the fish stocks. Historically most of the Pacific
region’s fishing communities were relatively small and
isolated. Over the last century, ecological (including the
degradation of fish stocks), demographic, technological,
and commercial-industrial trends have resulted in the
consolidation of fishing activities. Today, centers of marine
commercial and recreational fishing include large cities
like San Diego, California and Seattle, Washington, as well
as subareas of major metropolitan areas like San Pedro,
California, an area within Los Angeles.

Four of California’s top commercial fishing communities
are located in urban areas of more than 75,000 people.
There is only one such fishing community in Washington
and none in Oregon. Two of these California fishing
communities have populations of over 750,000: San
Francisco (776,733) and San Diego (1,223,341).

Centers for fishing activity also include smaller cities

like Bellingham and Olympia, Washington and Coos Bay,
Oregon, as well as very small fishing communities with
fewer than a thousand people in rural areas like Point
Arena, California (474), Pacific City, Oregon (1,027), and
La Push, Washington (371). Five of Washington’s top
commercial fishing communities have populations of fewer
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than 1,000, compared to three in California and none in
Oregon.

Native Americans have harvested the region’s marine life
for millennia. Contemporary archaeology indicates that
Native Americans arrived in the coastal areas as early as
14,000 years ago. Native peoples reliant on marine and
aquatic species for a major portion of their diet were living
in coastal and shoreline settlements when the earliest
Europeans arrived between the 16th and 18th centuries.
Native fishermen continue to harvest fish and other marine
resources today for consumption and ceremonial purposes,
and as commercial and recreational fishermen. The right to
harvest marine and other aquatic resources on traditional
fishing grounds is guaranteed under government-to-
government treaties made between tribal groups and

the United States in the 19th century, and reaffirmed by
the 1974 Boldt Decision. Some fishing communities, for
example, Neah Bay and La Push, Washington, are primarily
Native American communities with their own distinctive
governing and socioeconomic structure.

Several salmon species, including Chinook (Oncorhynchus
tshawytscha), coho (Oncorhynchus kisutch), sockeye
(Oncorhynchus nerka), and chum (Oncorhynchus keta),
have been important commercial species and continue

to have cultural significance to the region. Local festivals
that memorialize and celebrate the salmon can be found
in several communities. The issues surrounding the
continued existence, harvest, and protection of the species
are complex. This iconic species continues to draw broad
attention throughout the region.

Recreational fishing is an important part of Pacific Coast
recreational culture and contributes to the tourism
economy in many locations. Opportunities for recreational
fishing vary widely within the region. Washington’s

Puget Sound offers an array of inner coastal waters as
well as opportunities to fish the Pacific Ocean. Oregon



and California both offer coastal fishing opportunities

for marine species like salmon and tuna. Communities

with a reputation for good fishing also tend to be linked

to the tourism industry in general with more tourism
infrastructure such as lodging, restaurants, and other
amenities. Examples of fishing communities with important
recreational fishing sectors include Westport, Washington,
Monterey, California, and Gold Beach, Oregon. Puget Sound
and the Straits of Juan De Fuca, Washington are home to
an active whale watching tourism industry.

Fishing Communities Facts

¢ Many West Coast communities start their fishing
seasons with spring time blessings of the fleet
festivals and celebrations.

e In 2000, 1,004 communities in states across the
country had some link to Pacific West Coast
fisheries. These links included fishing permits,
landings, and vessel ownership.

o Although they are thousands of miles away from
some of Alaska’s fisheries, West Coast communities
like Seattle and Bellingham serve as hubs for North
Pacific fishermen, crew, vessels, and companies.

e The community of Astoria, Oregon hosts a Fisher
Poets Annual Gathering which features original
poetry and songs written by participants in the
fishing industry.

Fishing ports

e The port of Los Angeles is a major Pacific Coast
port, landing 164.5 million pounds of fish in 2006.

e In 2000, Seattle was the homeport for 1,012
fishing vessels that were registered to participate in
Alaskan state water fisheries.

Native Americans

e There are 50 federally-recognized Native American
tribes in the Pacific region: 29 in Washington, 10 in
Oregon, and 11 in California.

e Tribal rights to harvest marine resources are
significant features of the fisheries in the
Northwest. Twenty Native American tribes are
included within the purview of U.S. treaties
assuring these rights.

Protected species

¢ Twenty-eight evolutionarily significant units (ESUs)
of West Coast salmon and steelhead species have
been listed under the Endangered Species Act
(ESA). All of these are of traditional, recreational,
and/or commercial value to the communities of the
region.

Oceanographic conditions

e The “California Current” along the length of the
Pacific West Coast is linked to an upwelling of
nutrients supporting abundant seabirds, marine
mammals, and fisheries. Productive fisheries
allowed for the development of marine-dependent
communities including those of historical and
literary note such as Monterey, California and its
famed Cannery Row.
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Fishing Communities

Overall, 125 fishing communities have been profiled

by NMEFS social scientists because of the nature of their
links with commercial and/or recreational fishing in the
Pacific region: 53 in California, 32 in Oregon, and 40

in Washington. In 2006, 11 of the U.S. top 50 ports by
pounds landed were located on the West Coast. They are:
Crescent City, Eureka, Los Angeles, Moss Landing, and
Port Hueneme-Oxnard-Ventura, California; Astoria, Coos
Bay-Charleston, and Newport, Oregon; and Bellingham,
Ilwaco-Chinook, and Westport, Washington. On average,
California, Oregon, and Washington accounted for 9.5% of
U.S. landings from 1997-2006 and 10% of U.S. landings
revenue during this period.!

Neither Washington nor Oregon has major metropolitan
cities located directly on their marine coastline. However,
Seattle, Tacoma, and Olympia, Washington are located

on Puget Sound. California, the U.S.’s most populous state
based on the 2000 U.S. Census, has several coastal cities
with links to marine fisheries including San Francisco, San
Jose, Los Angeles, and San Diego.

Several of the Pacific region’s fishing communities are
home ports for fishing vessels that split their fishing year
between Alaska’'s North Pacific regional waters and those
off Washington, Oregon, and California. The owners and
crew of these fishing vessels hold both Pacific and North
Pacific region permits. Seattle and Bellingham, Washington
are typical examples of these ports. Vessels also come
from communities in Oregon such as Newport, and places
in California, including communities like Eureka and San
Francisco. Seattle is home to large seafood companies with
very large fishing vessels that focus almost exclusively

on Alaskan fishing, and some Alaskan fishing vessels also
come south to the Pacific region to fish. These patterns
create networks of fishing activity over a vast expanse

of US. territorial waters off the Pacific Coast, the Gulf of
Alaska, and the Bering Sea far to the north.

Community, Resiliency, Growth, and Well Being

According to the 2000 U.S. Census, 9.2% of families in the
U.S. live below the poverty line, the median income level

is $42,000, and 18% of residents over five years of age
speak a language other than English at home. The poverty
rates, median income levels, and residents older than five
who speak a language other than English at home vary
across the states of the Pacific region and their fishing
communities. More information on these and other factors
that may affect community resiliency are discussed in the
following sections.

'Landings and landings revenue from offshore processors
are excluded from this estimate.




Pacific Summary

California

Based upon the 2000 Census, the percentage of family
households below the poverty level was 10.6% in
California. Crescent City (33.7%), Point Arena (24.1%),
San Pedro (13.2%), Fort Bragg (11.9%), and San Diego
(10.6%) had the highest poverty rates across California’s
top fishing communities. The poverty rate in the other
five fishing communities was below the national rate. The
percentage of residents over five years of age who spoke
a language other than English was 39.5% for the state,
more than twice the national rate. Four of the top fishing
communities, including San Francisco (45.7%) and San
Pedro (40.0%), had comparably high rates. Only Crescent
City (13.9%), Point Reyes (14.9%), and Bodega Bay (18.4%)
had rates at or lower than the national rate.

At the state level, indicators show that since 1997,
population has grown 13.2%, annual building permit
issuance increased 46.5%, and the unemployment rate fell
23.4%. Building permit issuance fell 21.7% from 2005-
2006. There were 13 disaster declarations during the
1997-2006 time period and two emergency declarations.

Oregon

In 2000, the percentage of family households below the
poverty level in Oregon was 7.9%. With the exception

of Depoe Bay (5.5%) and Port Orford (16.1%), the

family household poverty rates in Oregon’s top fishing
communities ranged from 8.4% to 12.7%. The median
income levels in the fishing communities were markedly
lower than the state median income level ($41,000),
averaging $31,000. The percentage of residents speaking
English at home was 12.1% at the state level but less than
10% in all of the top fishing communities.

The state population grew 14.1% between 1997 and
2006. In contrast, the number of building permits issued
decreased 1.4% during this period, largely due to a

14.2% decline in building permits issued in 2006 from
2005 levels. The unemployment rate (5.3% in 2006)
decreased 5.4% during this period. There were six disaster
declarations and one emergency declaration from 1997-
2006.

Washington

In Washington, the percentage of family households below
the poverty line was 7.3%. Neah Bay (26.3%) and La Push
(20.9%) had the highest poverty rates among Washington's
top fishing communities. The median income level in Neah
Bay was less than half the state median income level. In
Washington's other top fishing communities, the family
household poverty rate ranged from 6% to 13.2%, and
median income levels in these communities ranged from

$30,000 to $42,000. The median education level was
“some college” for all communities except La Push (*high
school graduate”).

The state population grew 14.1% between 1997 and 2006.
The unemployment rate (4.9% in 2006) ranged from

4.8% in 1998 and 1999, to 7.4% in 2003. The issuance of
building permits increased 22% between 1997 and 2006.
There were 10 disaster declarations and one emergency
declaration during the 1997-2006 time period.

List of Fishing Communities and Ports

The following list contains fishing communities and ports
that have been identified by NMFS social science staff as
having ties to commercial and/or recreational fisheries

in the Pacific region. Communities that also have strong
involvement in Alaska fisheries are identified with an
asterisk (*). Profiles of these fishing communities are
available to the public in Community Profiles for West
Coast and North Pacific Fisheries - Washington, Oregon,
California, and Other U.S. States at http.//www.nwisc.noaa.
gov/publications/displayallinfo.cfm?docmetadataid=6718.

Washington Sequim
Shelton
Aberdeen Silvana*
Anacortes™* South Bend
Bay Center Stanwood
Bellingham* Tacoma
Blaine Tokeland
Bothell* Westport
Cathlamet* Woodinville*
Chinook*
Edmonds* Oregon
Everett*
Ferndale Astoria*
Fox Island Bandon
Friday Harbor Beaver
Gig Harbor Brookings
Grayland Charleston
Ilwaco Clatskanie
La Conner Cloverdale
La Push Coos Bay
Lakewood* Depoe Bay
Long Beach Florence
Lopez Garibaldi
Mount Vernon Gold Beach
Naselle Hammond
Neah Bay Harbor
Olympia Logsdon
Port Angeles Monument
Port Townsend Newport*
Raymond North Bend
Seattle* Pacific City
Seaview Port Orford
Sedro-Woolley Reedsport
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Rockaway Beach
Roseburg
Seaside

Siletz

Sisters*

South Beach
Tillamook
Toledo
Warrenton
Winchester Bay

California

Albion

Arroyo Grande
Atascadero
Avila Beach
Bodega Bay
Corte Madera
Costa Mesa
Crescent City
Culver City
Dana Point
Dillon Beach
El Granada

El Sobrante
Eureka

Fields Landing
Fort Bragg
Half Moon Bay
Kneeland
Lafayette
Long Beach
Los Angeles
Los Osos
Marina
McKinleyville
Monterey
Morro Bay
Moss Landing
Novato
Oxnard
Pebble Beach
Point Arena
Port Hueneme
Princeton

San Diego

San Francisco
San Jose

San Pedro
Santa Ana
Santa Barbara
Santa Cruz
Santa Rosa
Sausalito
Seaside
Sebastopol

Sunset Beach
Tarzana
Terminal Island
Torrance
Trinidad

Ukiah

Valley Ford
Ventura

New Jersey
Pleasantville*
Virginia

Seaford*
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California Tables

Geographic Characteristics
State land area (sq. mi): 155,959
Coastline (mi): 840

County equivalents: 58

% of U.S.: 4.41
Shoreline (mi): 3,427

Coastal: 29 Marine: 18

2000 Sex by Age: State of California and Average of Selected Fishing Communities

—_— M Under 5to 15to 25to 35to 45to 55to 65to 75to isd
F 5 14 24 34 44 54 64 74 84 2
over
49.8%
California 33,871,648 50.2% 7.3% 15.6% 14.2% 15.4% 16.2% 12.8% 7.7% 5.6% 3.8% 1.3%
Fishing 49.7%
Communities 2,239,735 50.3% 6.5% 14.0% 14.3% 15.2% 15.5% 13.9% 8.7% 5.9% 4.4% 1.6%

2000 Race and His : California and Avera

Race

anic/Latino Ethnicit

e of Selected Fishing

Communities

Ethnicity

American Ll
Black or ] LEVEED % Hispanic
Toltall White African In::::kaand Asian and other or Latino
Population American Native Pacific (of any race)
Islander

California 33,871,648 59.5% 6.7% 1.0% 10.9% 0.3% 16.8% 4.7% 32.4%
Fishing
Communities 2,239,735 72.3% 3.0% 2.0% 6.3% 0.2% 12.0% 4.2% 23.3%

2000 Demographic Attributes: Selected Fishing Communities Compared to State Total
% >5 yrs
. % Family % Persons = Speak
Fishing Total B Households over 16 in Medl_an Language
. - Household Educational
Communities Population below Labor ) other than
Income Attainment .
Poverty Level Force English at
Home

California 33,871,648 $47,493 10.6% 62.4% Some college 39.5%
Bodega Bay 474 $56,818 2.0% 54.2% Some college 18.4%
Crescent City 4,006 $20,133 33.7% 49.9% Some college 13.9%
Fort Bragg 7,026 $28,539 11.9% 62.4% Some college 21.4%
Point Arena 474 $27,083 24.1% 80.8% Some college 28.9%
Point Reyes 818 $57,292 6.0% 72.3% Some college 14.9%
Santa Barbara 92,325 $47,498 7.7% 67.0% Some college 36.0%
Santa Cruz 54,593 $50,605 6.6% 68.7% Some college 22.3%
San Diego 1,223,400 $45,733 10.6% 65.7% Some college 37.4%
San Francisco 776,733 $55,221 7.8% 66.3% Some college 45.7%
San Pedro? 79,886 $43,941 13.2% 60.9% Some college 40.0%

Indicators for Growth and Population Well-being in California

Indicator 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Populationz 32,217,708 | 32,682,794 | 33,145,121 | 33,871,648 | 34,550,466 | 35,024,517 | 35,466,365 | 35,841,254 | 36,154,147 | 36,457,549
Building
Permits 109,589 124,035 138,039 145,575 146,739 159,573 191,948 207,390 205,020 160,502
Unemployment
Rate 6.4 6.0 5.3 4.9 5.4 6.7 6.9 6.3 5.4 4.9
Disaster
Declarations 1 1 1 1 0 0 1 4 2 2
Emergency
Declarations 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

!Census data for San Pedro was identified as zip code tabulation areas 90731 and 90732.
2Estimated population for all years except 2000; actual count was available for this year.
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Oregon Tables

Geographic Characteristics

State land area (sq. mi): 95,997 % of U.S.: 2.71
Coastline (mi): 296 Shoreline (mi): 1,410
County equivalents: 36 Coastal: 21 Marine: 7

2000 Sex by Age: State of Oregon and Average of Selected Fishing Communities

_— L Under 5to 15to 25to 35to |45to 55to 65to 75to asnsd
F 5 14 24 34 44 54 64 74 84
over
49.6%
Oregon 3,421,399 | 50.4% | 6.5% | 14.0% | 13.8% | 13.8% | 15.4% | 14.8% | 8.9% | 6.4% | 4.7% | 1.7%
Fishing 48.1%
Communities 58,580 [ 5100 | 4.7% | 11.5% | 10.2% | 9.3% | 13.3% | 15.3% | 12.7% | 12.0% | 8.4% | 2.6%

2000 Race and Hispanic/Latino Ethnicity: Oregon and Average of Selected Fishing Communities

Race Ethnicity
American b BTG

Black or " LEWWETED] % Hispanic

P Toltal. White African In::;rslkznd Asian and other or Latino
opulation American Native Pacific (of any race)

Islander
Oregon 3,421,399 86.6% 1.6% 1.3% 3.0% 0.2% 4.2% 3.1% 8.0%
Fishing

Communities 58,580 92.5% 0.3% 1.7% 1.0% 0.2% 1.7% 2.6% 4.5%

2000 Demographic Attributes: Selected Fishing Communities Compared to State Total

%

% Family % >5 yrs Speak

s - Median Persons Median
F|sh|n9_ Total_ Household Households over 16 Educational Language_other
Communities Population below 5 s than English at
Income in Labor Attainment
Poverty Level F Home
orce

Oregon 3,421,399 $40,916 7.9% 65.2% Some college 12.1%
Astoria 9,813 $33,011 11.6% 64.2% Some college 8.2%
Brookings 5,447 $31,656 9.1% 56.2% Some college 6.1%
Coos Bay 15,374 $31,212 12.7% 57.9% Some college 5.5%
Depoe Bay 1,174 $35,417 5.5% 53.1% Some college 4.2%
Florence 7,263 $30,505 10.0% 39.0% Some college 4.6%
Gearheart/Seaside! 5,900 $31,074 11.6% 61.8% Some college 9.9%
Gold Beach 1,897 $30,243 8.8% 58.7% Some college 5.0%
Newport 9,532 $31,996 12.2% 62.7% Some college 9.7%
Pacific City 1,027 $33,250 8.4% 54.7% Some college 6.6%
Port Orford 1,153 $23,289 16.1% 44.5% Some college 4.0%

Indicators for Growth and Population Well-being in Oregon

Indicator 1998 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Population® 3,243,254 | 3,282,055 | 3,316,154 | 3,421,399 | 3,474,183 | 3,523,529 | 3,561,155 | 3,589,168 | 3,638,871 | 3,700,758
Building
Permits 26,999 25,854 23,249 19,877 21,322 22,186 25,015 27,309 31,024 26,623
Unemployment
Rate 5.6 5.7 5.5 5.1 6.4 7.6 8.1 7.3 6.2 5.3
Disaster
Declarations 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 2
Emergency
Declarations 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

!Census data for Gearheart/Seaside was identified as Seaside city.
2Estimated population for all years except 2000; actual count was available for this year.
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Washington Tables

Geographic Characteristics
State land area (sg. mi): 66,544
Coastline (mi): 157

County equivalents: 39

% of U.S.: 1.88
Shoreline (mi): 3,026

Coastal: 19 Marine: 13

2000 Sex by Age: State of Washington and Average of Selected Fishing Communities

Total - Under 5to 15to 25to 35to 45to  55to 65to 75 to 85d
F 5 14 24 34 44 54 64 74 84 an

over
49.8%

Washington 5,894,121 | 50.2% 6.7% | 14.6% | 13.9% | 14.3% | 16.5% | 14.4% 8.4% 5.7% 4.1% 1.4%
Fishing 49.8%

Communities 222,833 50.2% 6.0% 14.4% 14.4% 12.1% 14.3% 14.5% 9.8% 7.2% 5.3% 2.0%

2000 Race and Hispanic/Latino Ethnicity: Washington and Average of Selected Fishing Communities

Race Ethnicity

American Nat“.’.e ) )
Total Black or Indian and LEVETED] Some % Hispanic

P lati White African Alaska Asian and other other or Latino
QRSO American Native Pacific race (of any race)

Islander
Washington 5,894,121 81.8% 3.2% 1.6% 5.5% 0.4% 3.9% 3.6% 7.5%
Fishing

Communities 222,833 74.0% 1.0% 17.2% 2.4% 0.2% 1.7% 3.6% 4.8%

hic Attributes: Selected Fishin

Communities Compared to State Total

Median % Family % Persons Median % >5 yrs Speak
Fishing Total Households over 16 in . Language other
= . Household Educational .
Communities Population below Labor 5 than English at
Income Attainment
Poverty Level Force Home
Washington 5,894,121 $45,776 7.3% 66.5% Some college 14.0%
Anacortes 14,557 $41,930 6.0% 56.0% Some college 4.8%
Bellingham Bay 67,171 $32,530 9.4% 66.4% Some college 9.8%
Blaine 3,770 $36,900 10.2% 58.7% Some college 10.7%
Chinook 457 $30,417 13.2% 55.4% Some college 7.8%
Everett 91,488 $40,100 10.1% 68.8% Some college 15.8%
Ilwaco 950 $29,632 10.3% 60.3% Some college 9.3%
La Conner 761 $42,344 8.8% 66.9% Some college 4.8%
La Push? 371 $33,571 20.9% 64.3% HS graduate 2.4%
Neah Bay 794 $21,635 26.3% 66.9% Some College 10.8%
Olympia 42,514 $40,846 6.9% 67.5% Some college 9.8%
Indicators for Growth and Population Well-being in Washington
Indicator 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2006
Population? 5,604,105 | 5,687,832 | 5,756,361 | 5,894,121 |5,995,397 | 6,070,176 | 6,130,323 | 6,205,535 | 6,291,899 [ 6,395,798
Building
Permits 41,089 45,727 42,752 39,021 38,345 40,200 42,825 50,089 52,988 50,033
Unemployment
Rate 4.9 4.8 4.8 5.0 6.2 7.3 7.4 6.2 5.5 4.9
Disaster
Declarations 4 2 0 0 1 0 1 0 0 2
Emergency
Declarations 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0

!Census data for La Push was identified as zip code tabulation area 98350.
2Estimated population for all years except 2000; actual count was available for this year.
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Western Pacific Summary

Regional Context

The state of Hawai'i, part of the Western Pacific region!, is
composed of the 1,500 mile-long Hawai'ian Island chain.
It contains coral atolls and reefs, as well as volcanic islands
located between latitudes 19° N and 29° N in the Pacific
Ocean. The Hawai'ian Island archipelago is the most iso-
lated grouping of islands on earth; the nearest continent,
North America, is over 2,000 miles away. Volcanic activ-
ity originating on the ocean floor continues to build new
islands at the eastern end of the chain. Elevation above sea
level creates many microclimates on the larger islands. For
example, snow occurs above 13,000 ft. on the island of
Hawai'i.

Seven of the main Hawai'ian Islands are inhabited. The
island of Oahu where Honolulu is located has the largest
population at 876,156, while Ni*ihau has the smallest at
160 persons. Important species sought by commercial
fishermen include lobsters, mahimahi (dolphinfish), marlin,
moonfish (opah), pomfret, scad, snappers, swordfish, tunas,
and wahoo.

In 2007, the Papahanaumokuakea Marine National Monu-
ment was created encompassing the 1,200 mile-long west-
ern section of the island chain - an area the size of Califor-
nia - into a vast marine sanctuary that includes habitat for
rare and endangered species like the Hawai' ian monk seal.

Voyagers traveling by canoe from the Cook Islands, Tahiti-
nui, or Hiva (Marquesas Islands) settled Hawai'i around
400 A.D. or earlier. The canoes were navigated without
instruments by seafarers who depended on their observa-
tions of the ocean and sky and traditional knowledge of
the patterns of nature. The connection between discovery
and fishing is part of a pan-Polynesian tradition where, in
a sense, islands were fished out of the sea. Fishermen were
likely the most frequent discoverers of islands in ancient
times while searching for new fishing grounds or chasing
schools of pelagic fish.

Native Hawai ians used a place-based, ecosystem approach
to manage their environments and natural resources for
thousands of years. Islands, called mokopuni, were divided
into districts or moku which were further divided into
ahupua’a, sections of land that extended through dispersed
ecological zones from mountain summits out into the
fishing grounds, or koas. The ahupua®a were social units
containing nearly all of the resources required for survival.
The ahupua'a system lasted until the early 1800s, when
western concepts of property rights began to take root in
Hawai'i.

'The territories of American Samoa, Guam, and the
Commonwealth of the Northern Marianas are also part of
the Western Pacific Region, but are not included in this
publication.

Europeans first contacted the Hawai'ian Islands in 1778
when the Englishman Captain Cook arrived. He was fol-
lowed by whaling fleets from around the world throughout
the 19th century. Hawai'i became a United States territory
in 1900 and the 50th state in 1959.

The city of Honolulu, on Oahu, is the home port for the
Hawai'i-based longline fishing fleet, responsible for the
majority of commercial fish landed in Hawai'i. The longline
fleet primarily targets bigeye tuna but also catches yellow-
fin, swordfish, other pelagic species, and numerous sharks
- nearly all of which are released. Longline vessel owner-
ship is divided along ethnic lines -75% are split about
equally between Vietnamese-American operators and those
of European descent, and 25% are operated by Korean-
Americans. The three ethnic groups tend to have different
operational practices, attitudes toward regulations, and so-
cial networks, although there are differences within ethnic
groups.

Fishing comprises a relatively small component of the state
of Hawai'i's total economy but is nevertheless economically
important to some local communities. Small-scale commer-
cial fishermen sell a portion of their catch, and then divide
the remaining fish among family and friends, an important
cultural and social obligation around which intimate social
networks develop and are perpetuated through time. The
vast majority of small-scale commercial fishing vessels are
trailered (transported by a trailer), allowing fishermen to
launch at diverse sites.

Recreational fishing is an important part of the Hawai'ian
Islands recreational culture and contributes to the tourism
economy in many locations. Hawai'i is known as the blue
marlin trolling capital of the world. The annual Hawai'i In-
ternational Billfish Tournament has been held for the past
45 years in Kona, Hawai'i, which is also a center for char-
ter fishing in the state. Fishing clubs and tournaments are
an important social aspect of recreational fishing, bringing



Western Pacific Region

together people from several diverse social and economic to the U.S. as a whole, Hawai'i has a lower percentage of
groups who may otherwise not interact on a regular basis.  families living in poverty (7.6%), a higher median income
level ($50,000), and a higher number of residents older
than five who speak a language other than English at home
(26.6%). More information on these and other factors that

e Fishing communities in Hawai' i correspond to a may affect community resiliency are discussed below.
single island. Oahu and Hawai i (the Big Island) are
each also counties, while Kauai County consists of
two islands and Maui County of three.

e Since 1992, Honolulu has frequently been among

Fishing Communities Facts

Family household poverty rates vary across Hawai'i. The
islands of Moloka'i (15.8%) and Hawai'i (1 1%) have pov-

the top ten U.S. ports in economic value of landings. erty rates exceeding the national rate. The poverty rates of
* In 2006, Honolulu ranked only 38" in quantity of fish the other islands vary from 0% to 8.5%. All of the islands
:’la’lﬂﬁce)g)(zr(é%?eg;ll’\“ogtfg:ndl’r?;r?(létt ‘(‘;er::‘a‘r’]?j";gr(iggf have a relatively high percentage of residents who speak a
fish. d J language other than English at home, ranging from a low in
Hawai'i of 18.4% (just above the national rate) to 93.1% in
Role of subsistence fishing Ni'ihau.

e In Hawai'i, the distinction blurs between

commercial, recreational, and subsistence fishing . o
since it only costs $50 for residents to buy a The state population grew 8.1% between1997 and 2006.

commercial marine fishing license allowing the sale The number of building permits issued grew 105% and the
of fish. unemployment rate declined 57% for this period, falling
. from 5.8% in 1997 to 2.5% in 2006; the lowest unemploy-
Seafood consumption o ment rate among the coastal states. From 2005-2006, the
¢ Consumption of recreationally-caught fish is very L C L
important. Hawai' i has the lowest rate of catch and number of building permits issued decreased 23.4%. There
release of recreational fish in the nation. were four disaster declarations during the 1997-2006 time

] . period and no emergency declarations.
Native Hawai ians

e Ni'ihau is a private island inhabited primarily by

Native Hawai ians who strive to maintain traditional List of Fishing Communities and Ports
customs and fisheries management practices.

+ Native Hawai' ians used a place-based, ecosystem The following list contains fishing communities and ports
approach to manage their environments and natural that have been identified by NMFS social science staff as
resources for thousands of years. Some see it as a having ties t ial and/ i | fisheries i
model to adapt and include in some aspects of g les 1o commercial an ! or recreational lISNEries 1}’1
modern ecosystem-based management on islands in the Western Pacific region. With the eXC@ptiOl’lS of Kaua'i
the Western Pacific today. and Maui which have multiple fishing communities, each

Hawai'ian island is defined as a fishing community. Profiles
of these communities will be available in late 2008 at the

The Fishing Communities Pacific Islands Fisheries Science Center website: http://
www.pifsc.noaa.gov.

Fishing communities in the State of Hawai'i are defined

as the main inhabited islands which are Hawai' i, Kauai, Hawai'i

Lana'i, Maui, Moloka'i, Ni ihau, and Oahu. The three less

populated islands (Lana’i, Moloka'i, and Ni'ihau) have Hawai'i

fewer than 7,500 inhabitants each; Kauai, Maui, and Kauai

Hawai'i have 58,000, 118,000, and 149,000 inhabitants, Lana'i

respectively. Oahu has 876,000 inhabitants. Maui
Moloka'i

Fishing activity including locations for landing fish, Ni‘ihau

supplying fishing vessels, and location of fishermen'’s Oahu

residences are often localized in sub-areas of each island.
In 2006, Honolulu was ranked 4th on the list of U.S. top 50
ports based on landings revenue. On average, from 1997-
2006, Hawai'i accounted for 2% of U.S. landings revenue.

Community Resiliency, Growth and Well Being

According to the 2000 U.S. Census, 9.2% of families in the
U.S. live below the poverty line, the median income level
is $42,000, and 18% of residents over five years of age
speak a language other than English at home. Relative
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Hawai'i Tables

Geographic Characteristics

State land area (sg. mi): 6,423 % of U.S.: 0.18
Coastline (mi): 750 Shoreline (mi): 1,052
County equivalents: 5 Coastal: 5 Marine: 5

2000 Sex by Age: State of Hawai i and Average of Selected Fishing Communities

—_— M Under 5to 15to 25to 35to 45to 55to 65to  75to isd
F 5 14 24 34 44 54 64 74 84 2
over
50.2%
Hawai i 1,211,537 49.8% 6.5% 13.9% 13.6% 14.1% 15.8% 14.1% 8.8% 7.0% 4.8% 1.4%
Fishing 49.6%
Communities 1,211,537 50.4% 7.4% 16.6% 12.9% 12.6% 15.7% 14.0% 8.7% 6.2% 4.6% 1.4%

2000 Race and Hispanic/Latino Ethnicity: Hawai i and Average of Selected Fishing Communities

Race Ethnicity
American e o

Black or < L EWETET] Two or Hispanic

P Toltatll White African In;:l\:g:k:;nd Asian and other more or Latino

opuiation American Native Pacific races (of any

Islander race)
Hawai i 1,211,537 24.3% 1.8% 0.3% 41.6% 9.4% 1.3% 21.4% 7.2%
Fishing

Communities 1,211,537 21.0% 0.6% 0.3% 33.1% 21.2% 0.8% 23.1% 6.5%

2000 Demographic Attributes: Selected Fishing Communities Compared to State Total

Median % Family % Persons Median % >5 yrs Speak
Fishing Total Household Households over 16 in Educational Language other
Communities?! Population I below Labor ~ than English at
ncome Attainment
Poverty Level Force Home
Hawai i 1,211,537 $49,820 7.6% 64.5% Some college 26.6%
Hawai i? 148,677 $39,805 11.0% 61.7% Some college 18.4%
Honolulu (Oahu)? 876,156 $51,914 7.0% 64.7% Some college 28.9%
Kauai* 58,303 $45,057 8.4% 63.1% Some college 19.4%
Lana’i’ 3,193 $43,271 8.5% 65.9% HS graduate 37.6%
Maui® 117,644 $50,546 7.1% 67.3% Some college 23.8%
Moloka i’ 7,404 $32,906 15.8% 56.9% HS graduate 23.2%
Ni'ihau® 160 $25,927 0.0% 80.9% HS graduate 93.1%

Indicators for Growth and Population Well-being in Hawai i

Indicator 1997 1998 2000 2002 2003 2004 2005 2006
Population® 1,189,322 | 1,190,472 | 1,185,497 | 1,211,537 | 1,221,419 | 1,233,249 | 1,245,606 | 1,259,299 | 1,273,278 | 1,285,498
Building
Permits 3,676 3,324 4,211 4,905 4,790 5,902 7,284 9,034 9,828 7,530
Unemployment
Rate 5.8 5.7 5.0 4.0 4.2 4.0 3.9 3.2 2.7 2.5
Disaster
Declarations 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 2
Emergency
Declarations 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

!Fishing communities in Hawai i correspond to a single island and each island is usually a county. Kauai and Maui islands are
exceptions; each has multiple fishing communities.

2Census data for Hawai'i was identified as Hawai i County.

3Census data for Honolulu (Oahu) was identified as Honolulu County.

“Census data for Kauai was identified as Kauai County minus Census Tract 410 (Kauai County).

5Census data for Lana i was identified as Census Tract 316 in Maui County.

%Census data for Maui was identified as Maui County minus Census Tracts 316, 317, and 318 (Maui County).

’Census data for Moloka" i was identified as Census Tracts 318 and 317 (Maui County) and Census Tract 319 (Kalawao County).
8Census data for Ni'ihau was identified as Census Tract 410 in Kauai County.

°Estimated population for all years except 2000; actual count was available for this year.
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New England Summary

Regional Context

The New England region includes Connecticut, Maine,
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, and Rhode Island. These
states combined share 473 miles of coastline: 13 miles

to New Hampshire, 40 miles to Rhode Island, 192 miles
to Massachusetts, and 228 miles to Maine. Connecticut
has no ocean coastline but does have 618 miles of the
region’s tidal shoreline on Long Island Sound and its
inlets. Many sounds, bays, inlets, islands and related
features characterize the coastal area of these states. Some
examples are: Nantucket Sound; Cape Cod, Casco, and
Penobscot Bays; and the Gulf of Maine with its historically
rich fishing grounds including Georges Bank. Martha'’s
Vineyard and Nantucket, Massachusetts, and Vinalhaven,
Deer Isle, and Mt. Desert, Maine are some larger islands
among the many that characterize this region, particularly
along the Maine coast. The region’s 6,130 miles of tidal
shoreline is distributed as follows: New Hampshire (131
miles); Rhode Island (384 miles); Connecticut (618 miles);
Massachusetts (1,519 miles); and Maine (3,478 miles).

As one of the areas of oldest European settlement in

North America, the region’s fisheries have been very
important historically. The cod fisheries helped feed
Europe’s industrial revolution, and were an important

part of the 17th through early 19th century’s trade route
between Africa, the Caribbean, North America, and Europe.
New England’s whalers - especially from New Bedford,
Fairhaven, Provincetown, and Nantucket, Massachusetts

- hunted their prey around the world to provide the
primary source of oil used for domestic lighting, among
other products, beginning in the Colonial era and extending
into the early 19th century. Ethnic groups particularly
associated with the region’s commercial fishing include the
Portuguese in New Bedford and Provincetown, the Sicilians
in Gloucester, and the Norwegians in New Bedford - all
Massachusetts fishing communities - and the “Yankees”
(actually white Protestants of British descent), and to a
small extent, the Acadians (French) in Maine.

Multiple factors have led to reduced commercial fishing
in this region over the past twenty years including stock
depletion, changes in fishing regulations, and pollution.
Loss of commercial fishing infrastructure to alternative
uses also increasingly constrains commercial fishing.

All these factors are changing the nature of fishing
communities. Gentrification and tourism are factors in
communities such as Chatham, Marblehead, and Scituate,
Massachusetts; Stonington, Connecticut; Little Compton,
Rhode Island; and Vinalhaven, Maine. Many processors
and fish houses have ceased operating in the last decade
and most rely on imported rather than local product. A
recent buyout of the last herring and sardine cannery left
in Maine, a plant in Corea (a village within the town of
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A pier crowded with fishing gear, Beals Island, Maine

Gouldsboro) will likely mean a switch away from local to
imported product.

Saltwater recreational fishing is found along the entire
coast. In 2006, Massachusetts received the most saltwater
recreational fishing trips, followed by Connecticut, Rhode
Island, New Hampshire, and Maine. Among the top fishing
communities that service saltwater anglers are New
London, Connecticut, and Fall River and Marblehead,
Massachusetts, offering a variety of shoreside support
services. Sportfish tournaments are held in the top

fishing communities of Groton, Connecticut and Scituate,
Massachusetts, as well as in other communities such as
Waterford, Connecticut; Bailey Island, and Swans Island,
Maine; Barnstable, Danvers, and Marshfield, Massachusetts;
and Block Island and Wakefield, Rhode Island.

A large number of the region’s fishing communities host
seafood festivals and fishing-related festivals such as
blessings of the fleet in the warmer months, including
the communities of Point Judith, Newport, and North
Kingstown, Rhode Island; New Bedford, Gloucester,
Marblehead, Sandwich, Provincetown, and Scituate,
Massachusetts; New London, Connecticut; Hampton/
Seabrook and Portsmouth, New Hampshire; and Winter
Harbor, Bar Harbor, Portland, and Rockland, Maine.

The Fishing Communities

Overall, 11 fishing communities in Connecticut, 50 in
Maine, 29 in Massachusetts, 7 in New Hampshire, and
12 in Rhode Island have been profiled by NMFS social
scientists because of the nature of their links with
commercial and/or recreational fishing. In 2006, 5 of
the United States’ top 50 ports by pounds landed were
located in the New England region. They are: Gloucester
and Provincetown-Chatham, Massachusetts; Point Judith,



Fishing Communities Facts

e Gloucester, Massachusetts has been a fishing
community continuously since its founding in 1623.

e Boston’s Fish Pier, which opened in 1914, is the oldest
continuously operating fish pier in the U.S.

e There is a lot of support for the fishing industry by
state and local governments, as indicated by special
loan programs and support for town docks in many
communities.

¢ The “Man at the Wheel” statue of the Gloucester
Fishermen’s Memorial is one of the most famous
fishing monuments in the U.S.

¢ Marblehead, Massachusetts is known as the “Yachting
Capital of America.”

Historical context

¢ John Cabot, in his 1497 voyage to the new world,
discovered huge schools of cod which soon attracted
European fishermen, including the Norwegians, the
Portuguese, the British, and the French - ethnicities
still represented in today’s fishing communities.

e In the late 1800s, a portion of income derived from
fishing licenses in Plymouth, Massachusetts was set
aside for public schools.

e In 1877 the states with the most ocean fishermen
were Massachusetts with 17,106 men and Maine with
8,110.

Fishing activities

e New Bedford, Massachusetts had the highest landed
value from commercial fishing among all ports in the
entire United States from 2000 to 2006.

e In 2006, there were 4,187 vessels with a Northeast
federal permit whose owners lived in New England,
but 2,261 vessels which landed in New England.

Fishing-related activities

e There are a number of active fishermen’s and
fishermen’s wives associations in the region. One of
the oldest (founded in 1954) and largest (1,200
members in 2006) is the Maine Lobstermen’s
Association.

e Provincetown, Massachusetts has the largest and
safest harbor in New England.

¢ New England includes critical habitat for northern
right whales and habitat for harbor porpoises,
impacting fishermen in those areas.

Seascape

e Stellwagen Bank National Marine Sanctuary and four
National Estuarine Research Reserves are found in
New England waters.

Rhode Island; and Portland and Stonington, Maine.
Perhaps somewhat surprisingly, the New England region
accounted for only 7% of U.S. landings from 1997-2006,
on average. In contrast, New England accounted for 20%
of U.S. landings revenue during this period.

The largest metropolitan area in the New England region
is Boston, a center for financial services and insurance for
the fishing industry as well as the home of the Nation's
oldest continuously operating fish pier. The region’s other
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top fishing communities that are located within urban areas
with populations greater than 100,000 are: Providence,
Rhode Island; and Bridgeport and New Haven, Connecticut.
Exclusive of these large cities, the average population for
the top fishing communities is 32,846 for Massachusetts,
31,456 for Connecticut, and 26,175 for Rhode Island.
Maine averages 9,979, while New Hampshire averages
8,211. Both Maine and New Hampshire's top fishing
communities are predominantly smaller communities. Eight
of Maine’s and four of New Hampshire’s top ten fishing
communities have populations of less than 8,000. Only two
of Massachusetts’s and one of Rhode Island’s top fishing
communities have populations of less than 8,000, while
Connecticut has none.

Community Resiliency, Growth, and Well Being

According to the 2000 U.S. Census, 9.2% of families in the
U.S. live below the poverty line, the median income level

is $42,000, and 18% of residents over five years of age
speak a language other than English at home. The New
England region has a lower percentage of families living in
poverty, a higher median income level, and a comparable
percentage of residents older than five who speak a
language other than English at home relative to the U.S. as
a whole. Not all fishing communities follow to these trends,
however. More information on these and other factors that
may affect community resiliency are discussed below.

Connecticut

Based upon the 2000 Census, the percentage of

family households below the poverty level was 5.6% in
Connecticut. New London (13.4%), Bridgeport (16.2%),
and New Haven (20.5%) had the highest poverty rates in
the state and among the highest in the region. The poverty
rate in the other fishing communities was 5% or less.
These three communities and Norwalk had the highest
percentage of residents who spoke a language other than
English at home (24% to 44%).

At the state level, indicators show that population has
grown 7.2% and annual building permit issuance has fallen
1% between 1997 and 2006. The average unemployment
rate dropped 8%. From 2005-2006, the number of
building permits fell 22%. There were two disaster
declarations and five emergency declarations during the
1997-2006 time period.

Maine

The percentage of family households below the poverty
rate in Maine in 2000 was 7.8%. The family household
poverty rates in the fishing communities were generally
lower. Portland, Rockland, and Stonington were exceptions,
all with poverty rates at 10%. The percentage of fishing
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community residents speaking English at home was
generally lower than the state average, with Portland
providing the lone exception (10%). In three of the nine
selected fishing communities, the median education level
was “high school.” The median education level for the state
and the other fishing communities was “some college.”

The state population grew 6.1% between 1997 and
2006. In contrast, the number of building permits issued
grew 55%. The unemployment rate fell 10%, averaging
4.4% for the period. From 2005-2006, the number of
building permits issued fell 19%. There were ten disaster
declarations and ten emergency declarations during the
1997-2006 time period.

Massachusetts

In Massachusetts, the percentage of family households
below the poverty line was 6.7%. Across fishing
communities, the household poverty rate ranged from 1%
to 17%, with five fishing communities having poverty rates
lower than the state poverty rate. The highest poverty
rates were in New Bedford (17%), Boston (15%), and

Fall River (14%). These fishing communities also had the
highest percentage of residents over five years who spoke a
language other than English at home: 38%, 33%, and 35%,
respectively. The median education levels for the state and
five fishing communities was “some college.” Marblehead
had the highest median educational attainment (“Bachelor’s
degree”) and Fairhaven, Fall River, and New Bedford had
the lowest (“high school graduate”).

State population growth between 1997 and 2006 was 5.3%
and averaged 6.3 million. The unemployment rate (4.8%

in 2006) increased 17%, while the issuance of building
permits increased 14% during this period. From 2005-
2006, building permit issuance fell 20%. There were five
disaster declarations and seven emergency declarations
during the 1997-2006 time period.

New Hampshire

The percentage of family households below the poverty
line in New Hampshire was the lowest in the region

at 4.3%. The family household poverty rate across the
selected fishing communities was also relatively low,
ranging from 0% to 6%. The percentage of residents
over five years of age who spoke a language other than
English at home was 8.3% for the state but generally
lower across the fishing communities. New Hampshire
fishing communities had the highest median education
level attained, with three communities having “bachelor’s
degrees” as the median level attained by their residents.

At the state level, population grew 12% between 1997
and 2006. The average unemployment rate during this
period was low, averaging 3.5%. The number of building

permits issued from 1997-2006 increased 5%, falling 25%
from 2005-2006. There were six disaster declarations and
seven emergency declarations during the 1997-2006 time

period.

Rhode Island

The percentage of family households below the poverty
line in Rhode Island was the highest in the region, 8.9%.
The poverty rate was lower in fishing communities with the
exceptions of Providence (24%, the highest in the region)
and Newport (13%). The percentage of residents over five
years of age who spoke a language other than English was
20% for the state, also a regional high. With the exceptions
of Providence (43%) and Bristol (21%), most fishing
communities had a lower rate than the state rate. The
median educational attainment of the state and all fishing
communities was “some college.”

Rhode Island’s population growth was 8% between1997
and 2006. In contrast, building permit issuance fell 11%
for the period. The unemployment rate fell 2%, averaging
4.9% for the period. From 2005-2006, the number of
building permits issued fell 16%. There were no disaster
declarations and three emergency declarations during the

1997-2006 time period.

List of Fishing Communities and Ports

The following list contains fishing communities and ports
that have been identified by NMFS social science staff as
having ties to commercial and/or recreational fisheries

in the New England region. Profiles of most of these
communities are available at http://www.nefsc.noaa.gov/
read/socialsci/community_profiles/. Profiled communities
were chosen by regional indicators rather than by state.
Communities listed here but not profiled are identified with

an asterisk (*).

Maine Falmouth
Frenchboro

Addison Friendship

Bailey Island Gouldsboro Town™

Bar Harbor Harpswell

Bath Islesford

Beals Jonesport

Belfast Kennebunkport

Boothbay Harbor Kittery

Bremen Milbridge

Bucks Harbor New Harbor

Cape Porpoise North Haven

Corea Ogunquit

Cundys Harbor Owls Head

Cushing Pemaquid

Cutler Port Clyde

Deer Isle Portland

FEastport Prospect Harbor
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Rockland

Saint George Town*
Sebasco Estates/Phippsburg

Sorrento

South Bristol
South Thomaston
Southwest Harbor
Spruce Head
Stonington
Swans Island
Tenants Harbor
Tremont
Vinalhaven
Westport
Whiting

Winter Harbor

New Hampshire

Durham*
Hampton
New Castle*
Newington
Portsmouth
Rye
Seabrook

Massachusetts

Barnstable
Beverly
Boston
Chatham
Chilmark
Cohasset
Danvers
Fairhaven
Fall River
Gloucester
Harwich Port
Hull
Manchester
Marblehead
Marshfield
Nantucket
New Bedford
Newburyport
Orleans
Plymouth
Provincetown
Rockport
Salisbury
Sandwich
Saugus
Scituate
Wellfleet

Westport
Woods Hole

Rhode Island

Block Island
Bristol*

Little Compton
Newport

North Kingstown
Point Judith/Narragansett
Portsmouth
Providence*

South Kingstown*
Tiverton Wakefield
Warren

Warwick*

Connecticut

Branford*
Bridgeport*
Darien*

East Haven*™
Groton

New Haven*
New London
Norwalk*
Portland*
Stonington
Waterford
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Connecticut Tables

Geographic Characteristics

State land area (sqg. mi): 4,845 % of U.S.: 0.14
Coastline (mi): 0 Shoreline (mi): 618
County equivalents: 8 Coastal: 8 Marine: 4

2000 Sex by Age: State of Connecticut and Average of Selected Fishing Communities

—_— i Under 5to 15to 25to 35to 45to 55to 65to 75 to ::lsd
F 5 14 24 34 44 54 64 74 84
over
48.4%
Connecticut 3,405,565 | 51.6% | 6.6% | 14.3% | 11.9% | 13.3% | 17.1% | 14.1% | 9.1% | 6.8% | 5.1% | 1.9%
Fishing 43.5%
Communities 514,801 [ 4660% | 6.3% | 12.6% | 11.0% | 12.7% | 15.0% | 12.1% | 7.6% | 6.2% | 4.7% | 1.6%

2000 Race and Hispanic/Latino Ethnicity: Connecticut and Average of Selected Fishing Communities

Race Ethnicity
- Native
Total Black or Iﬁ:}::caannd Hawaiian T;\:-o % Hispanic
P lati White African Alaska Asian and other ore or Latino
opulation American Nativ Pacific r (of any race)
alive Islander aces
Connecticut 3,405,565 81.6% 9.1% 0.3% 2.4% 0.0% 4.3% 2.2% 9.4%
Fishing
Communities 514,801 70.2% 10.8% 0.3% 2.1% 0.1% 4.2% 2.4% 10.1%

2000 Demographic Attributes: Selected Fishing Communities Compared to State Total
% Family @ &
Median Households & Persops Median D i D LS
over 16 in - Language other

Household below Educational .
Labor than English at

Income Poverty Attainment
Force Home
Level

Fishing Total

Communities Population

Connecticut 3,405,565 $53,935 5.6% 66.6% Some college 18.3%
Branford! 28,683 $58,009 3.3% 69.9% Some college 9.0%
Bridgeport 139,529 $34,658 16.2% 61.2% HS graduate 43.5%
Darien 19,607 $146,755 0.6% 61.6% Bachelor's degree 11.4%
East Haven 28,189 $47,930 3.5% 66.9% HS graduate 12.1%
Groton? 39,907 $46,154 4.9% 70.9% Some college 9.0%
New Haven 123,626 $29,604 20.5% 60.0% Some college 28.4%
New London 25,671 $33,809 13.4% 65.8% Some college 23.6%
Norwalk 82,951 $59,839 5.0% 70.8% Some college 26.8%
Portland?® 8,732 $63,285 3.0% 71.9% Some college 8.4%
Stonington* 17,906 $52,437 2.9% 65.0% Some college 7.5%

Indicators for Growth and Population Well-being in Connecticut

Indicator 1997 1998 1999 2000 2001 2002 2003 2004 2006
Population® 3,268,514 | 3,272,563 | 3,282,031 | 3,405,565 | 3,433,201 | 3,457,927 | 3,482,326 | 3,493,893 | 3,500,701 | 3,504,809
Building
Permits 9,311 11,863 10,637 9,376 9,290 9,731 10,435 11,837 11,885 9,236
Unemployment
Rate 4.8 3.2 2.7 2.3 3.1 4.4 5.5 4.9 4.9 4.4
Disaster
Declarations 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Emergency
Declarations 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 1

!Census data for Branford was identified as Branford town in the New Haven County subdivision.
2Census data for Groton was identified as Groton town in the New London County subdivision.
3Census data for Portland was identified as Portland town in the Middlesex County subdivision.
“Census data for Stonington was identified as Stonington town in the New London County subdivision.
SEstimated population for all years except 2000; actual count was available for this year.
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Maine Tables

Geographic Characteristics

State land area (sq. mi): 30,862 % of U.S.: 0.87

Coastline (mi): 228 Shoreline (mi): 3,478

County equivalents: 16 Coastal: 14 Marine: 8
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