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Figure 5. Overall roles of study participants in both years. NOTE: This is a multiple response
set, where individuals may identify with more than one role. Additionally, data is not broken out
at the community level to protect confidentiality.
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Figure 6. Percent income from any activity in commercial fishing. TOP = Bold, MID =

Underline.

I 2010 [ 2012

Bellingham, WA

Seattle, WA

26%-50% 51%-75%

76%*+

Astoria, OR

Newport, OR
Coos Bay, OR

Brookings, OR

Crescent City, CA

Eureka, CA

Fort Bragg, CA
Half Moon Bay, CA
San Francisco, CA
Moss Landing, CA
Monterey, CA

Morro Bay, CA

80.0

40.0

0 25 50 75 100

0 25 50 75 100

Percent

0 25 50 75 100

0.0

00.0

00.0

g

0 25 50 75

100



Figure 7. Likert scale response ratings for job stability. TOP = Bold, MID = Underline.
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Table 3. Absolute percent changes between 2010 and 2012 years for each metric listed.

Job Stability Job Satisfaction Standard of Living
% Income Worklng
Tier from Multiple
. Jobs Poor Fair Good Excellent | Poor Fair | Good | Excellent | Poor | Fair | Good | Excellent
Level || Commercial
Fishin (Yes

g Response)
Bellingham, WA LOW -25.0 0.0 0.0 -25.0 58.3 -33.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 0.0 -25.0 | 33.3 -8.3
Seattle, WA TOP 9.4 -9.4 6.6 5.5 -9.9 -2.2 143 | -154 | -17.6 18.7 -8.8 0.0 11.0 -2.2
Astoria, OR MID -4.9 -3.8 -8.7 -1.8 -29.6 40.1 6.7 0.3 -9.9 2.9 -1.0 9.3 | -20.9 12.6
Newport, OR TOP -9.6 15.6 3.2 13.0 -7.0 -9.2 -3.7 -1.0 | -117 16.4 0.0 3.2 -0.6 -2.6
Coos Bay, OR TOP -3.0 50.4 6.6 11.0 -11.8 5.7 8.0 3.3 -24.5 13.2 12.3 -9.6 -2.2 -0.5
Brookings, OR LOW -20.0 33.3 -16.7 16.7 0.0 0.0 16.7 -50.0 50.0 -16.7 0.0 -50.0 | 33.3 16.7
Crescent City, CA || LOW 30.0 16.7 0.0 -40.0 40.0 0.0 0.0 20.0 -20.0 0.0 0.0 -20.0 | 20.0 0.0
Eureka, CA MID -11.1 -6.2 5.6 111 -27.8 11.1 0.0 5.6 22.2 -22.2 5.6 5.6 -5.6 -5.6
Fort Bragg, CA MID -11.7 11.3 2.5 -23.2 19.5 1.2 0.5 109 -10.5 -0.9 -10.0 5.5 9.2 -4.7
E'Z'f Moon Bay, Il | oy 106 417 143 | -190 | 321 6.0 24 | 83 | 95 12 | -167 | 274 | 464 | 24
San Francisco, CA || LOW 25.0 60.0 0.0 275 -42.5 15.0 0.0 75 30.0 -375 -125 | 275 | -625 475
2":55 Landing, LOW 50.0 -66.7 26.7 0.0 -26.7 0.0 00 | 400 | -133 | -267 | -333 | 80.0 | -46.7 0.0
Monterey, CA LOW 12.0 12.5 -29.2 0.0 8.3 20.8 -125 | -375 37.5 12.5 0.0 -125 | -25.0 37.5
Morro Bay, CA LOW -2.6 -36.8 -8.3 -24.3 26.4 6.3 0.0 9.7 | -229 32.6 00 | -431 | 417 1.3




2012 Pacific Coast Groundfish Fishery Social Study Interview Guide

Scenario 1: Participant has completed a survey. Utilize the following questions in a
supplemental interview:

1. s there anything else we should know that we haven’t included in the survey?

a. What should people know about what you do (the role you play in commercial
fishing)?

2. Do you have concerns about the catch shares program that weren’t captured in the
survey?

3. Do you think the management change of the trawl groundfish and whiting fisheries
affected other fisheries as well? (Consider both non-management and management
effect.)

a. How has the change affected other fisheries?

b. Do you think the management of other fisheries changed as well?
4. s there anyone else you think we should speak with?

a. Can I tell them you gave me their name?

Scenario 2: Survey is dropped off with an individual for completion independently (without
researcher) but interview is conducted in-person (with researcher).

1. Do you have any concerns/comments about the new catch shares system?

2. Do you think the management change of the trawl groundfish and whiting fisheries
affected other fisheries as well? (Consider both non-management and management
effect.)

a. How has the change affected other fisheries?

b. Do you think the management of other fisheries changed as well?
3. Do you consider this community — where you live/deliver fish — a fishing community?
4. How long have you been fishing?
5. Does anyone else in your family fish?

6. Is there anyone else you think we should speak with?



a. Can I tell them you gave me their name?

Scenario 3: Participant declines to participate in the survey but is willing to interview.

First. Utilize the questions in the previous sections that do not overlap.



