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stainability Program Budget

RFM Program Budget Proposed

$210,000 $150,000
$40,000 $40,000
$10,000 $10,000
$12,000 $00

$272,000 $200,000

)

enchmarking $4,500 $4,500
_Accreditation S5,000 $5,000
Materials & Printing $37,500 $37,500
Agency (PR, Communications, Messaging) $50,000 $50,000
Events/Sponsorships/Memberships S5,000 520,000
Expert Contractors $310,000 $367,000

{_Certification $350,000 $350,000
TOTALS $1,034,000 $1,034,000



Inablility Program Budge

FY17 Budget - $1,034,000

u Benchmarking $4,500
« Accreditation; $5,000; .5%
i Materials & Printing; $37,

& Agency (and other) Support; $50,000 ; 5%

i Events/Sponsorships/Memberships;
$5,000; 1%




ability Program Budg

FY18 Proposed - $1,034,000

i Events/Sponsorships/Me
$20,000; 2%







uctions / Program Operatl

Travel — Staff $40,000 S40,000

Travel - RFM Committee $10,000 $10,000
Travel — FSC $12,000 S00
TOTAL $272,000 $200,000




FY 17 Budget FY18 Proposed

$5,000 $20,000




ase to Expert Contractors

FY 17 Budget FY18 Proposed

$310,000 $367,000




SUSTAINABILITY PROGRAM HIGHLIGHTS & OUTLOOK




encies & Collaborations

mplate to gather stakeholder input duri

The Alaska Seafood Marketing Institute (ASMI) is taking stakeholder comments on Alaska RFM Fisheries Standard
Version 2.0 and the Scoring Guidance for Version 2.0.

Click here to access Standard V 2.0 and Scoring Guidance for V 2.0

In addition to completing the contact information below, at the bottom of this document, stakeholders will find a
Foreword tab providing background on V 2.0, as well as three tabs for providi

ctakehnld

&

specific to:

Please input either the clause # or appendix # AND page # per comment
1. Fisheries Standard V 2.0

2. Scoring Guidance for v 2.0

3. Other Stakeholder Comments Guidance suggests that being above or at a TRP, or, at

& minimum, above the midway point between LRP and
TRP is "ideal" but this is not specified as a
requirement for "full conformance”. Therefore it is not
clear how this is meant to be considered in scoring.

‘We suggest making abundance at, fluctuating
around or above a TRP that is consistent with
MSY as an explicit requirement for "full
[conformance”. At a minimum it should be an

explicit requirement that abundance be above
the midpeint between LRP and TRP. Lacking this
‘could be ok for a "minor nonconfermance” buta
stock that is just above the overfished threshold
should not be considered as reaching the "full

The addilion of cumulative impacts is 3 huge
irnpravernent and makes the standard a leader in the
field. We cormmend this inclusion,

.org or go to hrrp://certi orgffac-based# for more information.

I recommend making the guidance to consider
the overal effects of fishing fram all fisheries in
the area more explicitin factors 12.2.1, 12.2.2,
12.2.3,12.2.4, and 12.2.5 themselves, rather than
separating this guidance atthe end of the
standard. Recommend very clearly stating that
fishing mortality from all sources is at or below
a sustainable level, equivalent to Fmsy or lawer
if that is appropriate given the species’
ecological role or if rebuilding is needed, fora

The addition of cumulative inmpacts is a huge
imnprovernent and makes the standard a leader in the
field. ‘we commend this inclusion,

| recommend making the guidance to consider
the overal effects of fishing from all fisheries in
the area more exp nfactors 12.2.1,12.2.2,
12.2.3,12.24, and 12.2.5 themselves, rather than
separating this guidance at the end of the
standard. Recommend very clearly stating that
fishing mortality from all sources is at or below
a sustainable level, equivalent to Fmsy or lower
if that is appropriate given the species’
ecalogical role or if rebuilding is needed, for a
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= Training sessions
completed for ANSI &
DNV

= Meetings in Boston &
Brussels

rish : MNational Accreditation Board = Meetings in Boston &
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= Call scheduled with CB
& AB on May 12th
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Iciencies & Collaborations /

um sponsorship will hi-light 4 pillars of
Alaska Sustainability Seafood Summit
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ram Opportunities

m of GSSI as they increase funding Pala
d retailers continue modifying their GSSI

vith other FAO based programs
brand recognition, public

g Food and Agriculture
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am Challenges

Funding

tance by Alaska Industry

enough value proposition!

that have dropped CoC & continue to

ainability Program needs



CREDIBLE

ROBUST / TRANSPARENT
RESPECTED  GLOBALLY ACCEPTED

GSSI RECOGNIZED
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Program: Challenges to

-~ Variable

Funding

GSSI

Acceptance

Program

Functionality Client Groups/CBs/ABs O 3

Outreach/Commu

Outreach / 04 This must exist for the
Comms relevant and accepted

RFM Outside AK

RFM Outside AK 05 Would change program
significantly

CoC Risk Assessment
06

Implementation & maintenance
will have impact in several areas

CoC Risk

Assessment



Jjected RFM Program Budg

— | = |
APPENDIX C Phase 1/Ver 2.0 Phase 1/Transition Phase 2 Phase 2 Phase 2
FY16 - FY21 RFM Budget
Budget Category FY16 Budget FY 17 Budget FY18 Budget FY19Budget FY20Budget FY21 Budget

210,000.00 210,000 210,000 210,000 210,000 210,000
s 40,000 $ 40,000 $ 40,000 $ 40,000 $ 40,000
10,000 10,000 5,000 5,000 5,000

Travel - staff
Travel - RFM Committee FY17 Version 2.0 finalization, FY 18 Transition year
Travel - CC Committee  FY 17 Version 2.0 finalization

Total

5Slis a 3 year cycle [FY19 required review)

16 - RS Standards $290K, JR $115K (Oct 15-June 30) s 405,000

17 - Fish/Tech Consultant $135K (12 days/month+travel), Gov/Tech Consultant $139K (9 days/month+travel), Tricia $36K, Version 2.0 Finalization 5 310,000.00
18 - Fish/Tech Consultant $135K (12 days/month+travel), Tricia $36K, Gov/Tech Consultant $139K (9 days/month+travel), Tra nls‘rtion year
19-FY21 - Fish/Tech Consultant $85K (8 days/month+travel), Tricia $36, Gow/Tech Consultant $75K(6 days/month+travel :

Flatfish

TOTAL |
17-21 Certification cost will average $350,000 annually (see Est Cert. Cost spreadsheet) ;

332,000.00 |
S 350,000.00 $ 350,000.00 $ 350,000.00 $ 350,000.00 $




