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Dear Chairman Johnstone and the Alaska Board of Fisheries,

As 2 stakeholder in the marine ecogystemn and the health of the local economy, I firmly support these
important proposals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska:

Proposals 114 and 115—1I support this region-wide proposal to require herring stocks to he above their
minimum stock biomass for five consecutive years before a sac-roe fishery (seine or gillnet) can
oceur. Removing fishing pressure for an extended period of time will allow these stocks a preater
opportunity to build back to historic levels. The elosures of all sac-roe fisheries except Sitka
Sound this year shows that depleted stocks need more time to racover.

Proposal 118—1 support this proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guideline Harvest Lavel over 25% of
the anticipated nautical milee of spawn before a tamporary commereial closure. This proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistches
harvesters to meet their needs.

Proposal 1211 support this proposal to increase the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure has helped subsistence harvesters to meet some of thelr needs, but more area is
necessery for-subsistence-harvesters te continuously-meet theipneeds - ——— - — ~omm o i e

Proposal 125—I support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to place a cap on the
commercial sac-roe harvest ar 10,000 tons, This will increase the economic value of the roe
harvested and leave more herring in the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence
harvesters,

Despite these excellent proposals to sustain commercial and traditional herring industries, there are
geveral proposals which will remove conservation measures put in place bry the Board of Fisheries. These
proposals will erash the Sitka Sound herring populations, rining both commergial and suhsistence
livelihoods. I do not support the following proposals:

Proposals 116 and 117—1 do not support this proposal which would reduce the Amount Necessary for
Subsistence (ANS). The results of ADF&G Division of Subsistence herring harvester survey
shows that the ANS is achievable, and that there s a high frequency of needs not baing met,

Proposals 119 and 120—1 do not support this proposal to close the subsistence only area in Sitka Sound.
This proposal would remove existing protections that make it pessible for subsistence harvesters
to meet their needs.

Proposal 122—] do nor suppors this proposal to reduce the biomass threshold far the Sitka stock from
23,000 tons to 20,000 tons. This proposal would remove existing conservation measures enacted
by the Board of Fisheries and will be detrimental to the health of the marine ecosystem.

I hope you can take my. somments imto.account for the upcoming Boapdﬂﬁ-Fis}xeﬁemeetﬁng- in Sitka - - — - - -
February 23-March 3.
L ;

[~ 2T ~(T

a YR sl _/
Pr:;t,?d Nﬁe A 5 = @ /S’ Streeti_—;l)dmss H E‘

P07~ 733286 3 Sitha, A< G TH35

Contact Phone City, State and Zip



FEB. 20,2015 2:32PM SITKA TRIBE NO. 153

Dear Chairman Johnstone and the Alaska Board of Figheries,

As a stakeholder in the marine ecosysiem and the health of the local economy, I firmly support these
important proposals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska;

Proposals 114 and 115— support this region-wide proposal to require herring stocks to be above their
minimum stock biomass for five consecutive years before a sac-roe fishery (soine or gillnet) can
occur, Removing fishing pressure for an extended period of time will allow these stocks a greater
opporhimity to build back to historic levels. The closures of all sac.roe fisheries exeept Sitka
Sound this year shows that depleted stocks need more time to recover.

Proposal 318—I support this proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guideline Harvest Level over 25% of
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn before a temporary commer¢ial closure. This proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial hatvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistence
harvesters to meet their needs.

Proposal 121— support this proposal to incresse the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure has halped subsistence harvesters to meet some of their needs, but more area is
necessary for subsistence harvesters to coutinuously meet their needs.

Proposal 125—1 support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to place a cap on the
commercial sac-roe harvest at 10,000 tons, This will increase the economic value of the roe
harvested and leave more herring in the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence
harvesters.

Despite these excellent proposals to sustain commercial and traditional herring industrics, there are
several proposals which will remove conservation measures put in place by the Board of Fisheries. Thege
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both commercial and spbsistence
livelinoods. Ido not support the following proposals:

Proposals 116 and 117—I do #ov support this proposal which would reduce the Amount Necessary for
Subsistence (ANS). The results of ADF&G Division of Subsistence herring harvester survey
shows that the ANS it achievable, and that there is a high frequency of needs not being met,

Proposals 119 and 120—I do not support this proposal to close the subsistence oply area in Sitka Sound.
This proposal would remove existing protections that make it possible for subsistence harvesters
to meet their needs,

Proposal 122—1 do rot support this propesal to reduce the biomass threshold for the Sitka stock from
25,000 tons to 20,000 ons, This proposal would remove existing conservation measures enacted
by the Board of Fisheries and will be detrimental to the health of the marine ecosystem.

I hope you can take my comments into account for the upcoming Board of Fisheries meeting in Sitka
February 23-March 3.
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Dear Chaitman Johnstone and the Alagka Board of Fisheries,

As g stakeholder in the marine ecosystem and the health of the logal economy, I firmly support these
mmportant proposals regarding herring managemont in Southeast Alagka;

Proposals 114 and 1151 support this repion-wide proposal o require herring stocks to be above theit
minimum stock biemass for five consecutive years before a sac-roe fishery (seine or gillnet) can
gceur. Removing fishing pressare for an extended period of time will allow these stocks = greater
oppartunity to build back to histaric levels. The ¢closures of all sac-roe fisheries except Sitka
Sound this year shows that depleted stocks need more time to recover.

Proposal 118—T support this proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guideline Harvest Lavel over 25% of
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn before a temporary cominercial closure. This proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistence
harvesters to meet their needs.

Proposal 1211 support this proposal to increase the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound,
The closure has helped subsistence harvesters io meet some of their needs, but more area is
necessary for subsistence harvesters to continuously meet their needs,

Proposal 1251 support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to place a cap on the
commercial sac-roe harvest at 10,000 tons. This will increase the gconomic valug of the roe
harvested and leave more herring in the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence
harvesters.

Despite these oxcellent proposals to sustain commercial and traditional herring industries, there are
several proposals which will remove conservation measures put in place by the Board of Pisheries. Theee
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both commereial and subsistenice
lvolihoods, Tdo not support the following proposuls:

Proposals 116 and 1171 do rot support this proposal which would reduce the Amount Necessary for
Subsistence (ANS). The results of ADF&G Division of Subsistenco harring harvester survey
shows that the ANS is achievable, and that there is a high frequency of needs not being met.

Proposals 119 and 120—1 do not support this proposal to close the subsistence only area in Sitka Sound.
This propoasl would remove existing protections that make it possible for subsistence harvesters
to meet their needs,

Proposal 122—1 do not support this proposal tv reduce the biomass threshold for the Sitka stock from
25,000 tons to 20,000 tons. This proposal would remove existing conservation measures enacted
by the Board of Fisheries and will be detrimental to the healih of the marine ecosyster.

I hope you can take my comments into aceount for the upcoming Board of Fisheries meeting in Sitka
February 23-March 3.
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Dear Chairtnan Johnstone and the Alaska Board of Fisheties,

Ag a stakeholder in the marine ecosystern and the health of the local economy, I firmly support theso
impartant proposals regarding hetring management in Southeast Alaska:

Proposals 114 and 1151 support this region-wide propoasal to require herring stocks to be above their
minimum stock biomass for five consecutive years before a sac-roe fishery (seine or gillnet) can
occur, Removing fishing pressure for an extended period of time will allow these stocks a greatet
opportunity to build back te historic levels, The closures of all sac-roe fisheties except Sitka

- Sound this year shows that depleted stocks nead more time to recover.

Proposal 116—1 support thig proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guideline Harvest Level over 25% of
the anticipated pautical miles of spawn. before a temporary commercial closure, This proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistence
harvesters to meet their needs.

Proposal 121—1 suppart thiz proposal to increase the size of the subsistence only Zone in Sitka Sound.
The clozure has helped subsigtence harveeters to meet some of their neads, but more area is
necessary for subsistence harvesters to continuously meet their needs.

Proposal 125—1 support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% end to place a cap on the
commercial sac-roe harvest at 10,000 tons. This will incresse the economic value of the roe
harvested and leave more herring in the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence
harvesters.

Despite thesz excellent proposals to sustain commercial and traditional herring industries, there are
saveral proposals which will remove conservation measures put in place by the Board of Fisheries, These
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both commercial and subsistence
liveliboods, Ido net support the following proposals:

Proposais 116 and 117--1 do nof support this proposal which would reduce the Amonnt Necessary for
Subsistence (ANS). The results of ADF&G Division of Subsistence herring harvester survey
shows that the ANS ig achi¢vable, and that there iz a high frequency of needs nut being met.

Proposals 119 and 120—1 do not support this proposal to close the subsistence only area in Sitka Sound.
This proposal would remove existing protections that make it possible for subsistence harvesters
to meat theix needs,

Proposal 122—I do not suppors this proposal to reduce the biomass threshold for the Sitka stock from
25,000 tons to 20,000 tons, This proposal would remove existing conservation measures enacted
by the Board of Fisheries and will be detrimental to the health of the marine ecosystem.

I hope you can take my comments into account for the upcoming Board of Fisherics meeting in Sitka
February 23-March 3.
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Dear Chaitman Johnstone and the Alasks Board of Fisheries,

As a stakeholder in the marine ecosystem and the health of the local economy, I firmly support these
importent proposale regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska:

Proposals 114 and 115—1 support this region-wide proposal to require herring stocks to be above their
minimum stock biomass for five consecutive years before a sac-roe fishery (teine or gillnet) can
oceur. Removing fishing pressure for an extended period of time will allow these stocks a greater
opportunity to build back to higtoric levels. The closures of all sac-roe fisheries except Sitka
Sound this year shows that depleted stocks need more tims to recover.

Proposal 118—1I support this proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guideling Harvest Lavel over 25% of
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn hefore 4 temporary commercial closure. This proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistence
harvesters to meet their needs,

Proposal 121—I support this proposal to increase the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure has helped subsistence harvesters to meet some of their needs, but more area is
necessary for subsistence harvesters to continnously meet their needs.

Proposal 125—{ support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to place a cap on the
commetrcial sac-roe harvost at 10,000 tons. This will increase the ectmomic value of the roe
harvested and leave more heming in the water to support the ecosystern and subsistence
hatvesters.

Despite these excellent proposals to sustain ¢ommercial and traditional herring industries, there are
several proposals which will remove conservation measures put in place by the Board of Fisheries. These
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound hemring populations, ruiing both commereial and subsistence
livelihoods. I do not support the following proposals:

Proposals 116 and 117—I de ner support this proposel which would reduce the Amount Necessary for
Subsistence {(ANS), The results of ADF&G Division of Subsistence herring harvester survey
shows that the ANS is achievable, and that there is a high frequency of needs not being met.

Proposals 119 and 120—I de not support this proposal to close the subsistehce only area in Sitka Sound,
Thig proposal would remove existing protections that make it possible for subsistence harvesters
te meet their needs.

Proposal 122—1 do ot support this proposal to reduce the hiomasa threshold for the Sitka stock from
25,000 tons to 20,000 tons. Thiz propesal would remove existing cmsmﬂm measures enacted
by the Board of Fisheries and will be detrimental to the healih of the maring ecosystem.

1 hope you can take miy comments into account for the upsoming Board of Fisheries meeting in Sitka

February 23-March 3,
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Dear Chairman Johnstong and the Alaska Board of Fisheries,

" As 8 stakeholder in the marine ecosystom and the health of the local economy, 1 firmly support these
important proposals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska:

Proposals 114 and 115—1 support this region-wide proposal to require harring stocks to be above their
minimutn stock biomass for five consecutive yoars before a sac-roe fishery (seine or gillnet) can
oceur. Remeoving fighing preseure for an extended period of time will allow these stocks a greater
apportunity fo build back to historic levels: The closures of all sac-roe fisheries except Sitka
Sound thiz year shows that depleted stocks need tnora time to recover.

Proposal 118—1 support this proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guideline Harveat Level over 25% of
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn bofore a tomporary commercial closure. This proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing greater oppartunity for subsistenes
harvesterz to meet thelr neads.

Proposal 121—I support this proposal to increase the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure has helped subsizience harvesters to meect some of their needs, but more awea i
necessary for subsigtence harvesters to continnously meet their needs.

Proposal 1251 support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to place 2 cap on the
commercial sac-row harvest at 10,000 tons. This will increase the cconomic value of the roe

harvested and leave more heming in the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence
harvesters.

Despite these excellent proposals to sustain conunercial and traditional herring industries, there are
geveral proposals which will remove conservation measyres put in place by the Board of Fisheries. These
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both commercial end subsistence
livelihnods. Ido not sapport the following proposals: y

Propesals 116 and 1171 do not support this proposal which would reduce the Amount Necessary for
Subsistence (ANS). The results of ADF&G Division of Subsistence herring harvester survey
shows that the ANS iz achisvable, and that there i & high fretuency of needs not being met.

Proposals 119 and 120~ do not support this proposal to close the subsistence only area in Sitka Sound.
This proposal would remove existing protections that make it possible for subsistonce harvesters
1o meet their needs,

Propusal 122—I do rot support this propogal to reduce the biomags threshold for the Sitkn stock from
. 25,000 tons to 20,000 tons. This proposal would remove existing conservation measures snacted
by the Board of Fisheries and will ba detrimenta! to the health of the marine ecosystem.

I hope you can take my comments into account for the upcoming Board of Fisheries moeting in Sitka

Fabruary 23-March 3.
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Dear Chairman Johnstone and the Alaska Board of Fisheries,

As a stakeholder in the marine ecosystem and the health of the local economy, T firmly support these
itmportant proposals regarding herting management in Southeast Alagkn:

Proposals 114 and 115—I support this region-wide proposal to require herring stocks to be abave their
minimum stock biomass for five consecutive years before a sac-roe fighery (seine or gillnet) can
ocour. Removing fishing pressure for an extended period of time will allow these stocks a gteater
opportunity to build back to historic levels, The closures of all sas-roe fisheries except Sitka
Sound this year shows that depleted stocks need more time to recover,

Proposal 118—1 support this proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guideling Harvest Level over 25% of
the anticipated wautical miles of spawn before a temporary cotmmereial closure, This proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing preater opportunity for subsistence
harvasters to meet their needs.

Proposal 121--] support this proposal to increase the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure has helped subsistence harvesters to meet some of their needs, but more area iy
necessary for subsistence harvesters to continuously meet their needs.

Proposal 125—1I support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to place a cap on the
commeorcial sac-roe harvest at 10,000 tons. This will increase the economic value of the ros
harvested and leave morg herring in the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence
harvesters.

Despite these gxcellent proposals to sustain eommercial and traditiopal herring industries, there are
several proposals which will remove conservation measures put in place by the Board of Figheries, These
propogals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both commercizl and subsistence
livelihoods. Ido not support the following proposals:

Proposals 116 and 1171 do not sypport this proposal which would reduee the Amount Necegsary for
Subsistence (ANS). The reults of ADF&G Division of Subsistence herring harvester survey
shows that the ANS is achievable, and that there is a high frequency of needs not being met,

Proposals 119 and 120-—1 do rot support this proposal to close the subsistence only areq in Sitka Sound.
This propoaal would remove existing protections that make it possible for subsigtence harvesters
to meet their needs,

Proposal 122 do not support this proposal to reduee the biomass threshold for the Sitka stoek from
25,000 tons to 20.000 tons, Thiz praposal would remove existing conservation measures enacted
bry the Board of Fisheries and will be detrimental to the health of the marine ecosystem,

1 hope you can take my comments into account for the upcoming Board of Fisheries meeting in Sitka
February 23.March 3,
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Dear Chairman Johnstone and the Alasks Board of Fisheries,

As g stakeholder in the marine ocosystem and the health of the local economy, I firmly support these
important proposals regarding hetring management it Southeast Alaska:

Proposals 114 and 1151 support this region-wide proposal to require herring stocks to be above their
minimum stock biomass for five consecutive years before a sac-roe fishery (seine or gillnet) can
oceur, Remaoving fishing pressure for an extended period of time will allow these stocks a greater
opportunity to build back to historic levels. The elosures of all sac-roe fisherier except Sitka
Sound this year shows that depleted stocks need more time to recover,

Propoesal 118—I support thie proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guideline Harvest Lovel over 25% of
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn before a temporary commersial closure, This proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistence
harvesters to meet their neads,

Proposal 1211 support this propozal to fncrease the size of the subsistence ouly zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure has helped subsistence harvesters to meet some of their ngeds, bot more ares is
necessary for subsiztence harvesters to eontinuously mest thair needs.

Proposal 125—T support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to place a cap on the
commercial sac-roe harvest at 10,000 tons. This will increase the economic value of the roe
harvested and leave more herring in the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence
harvesters.

Despite these excellent proposals to sustain commercial and traditional herring industries, there are
several proposals which will remove conservation measures put in place by the Board of Fisherjes, These
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining hoth commercial and subsistence
livelihoods. Ido not support the following proposala:

Proposals 116 and 1171 do not support this propesal which would reduce the Amount Neceasary for
Subsistence (ANS). The resulis of ADF&G Division of Subsistence herring harvester survey
shows that the ANS is achievable, and that there ig a high frequency of needs not being met,

Proposals 119 and 120—I de ror sypport this proposal to close the subsistence only area in Sitka Sound.
This proposal would. remove existing protections that make it possible for subsistence’ harvesters
to imget their neads,

Proposal 122—I do not support this proposal to reduce the biomass threshold for the 8itka stock from
: 25,000 tons to 20,000 tons. This proposal would remove existing conservation measures enacted
by the Board of Fisheries and will be detrimental to the health of the mariti¢ ecosystem,

I hope you can take my comments into account for the upcoming Board of Fisheries meeting in Sitka

Pebruary 23-Mareh 3.
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Dear Chairman Jehnstone and the Alaska Board of Fisheries,

As a stakeholder in the marine ecosystem and the health of the local economy, I firmly support these
important proposals regarding herring tnanagement in Southeast Alagka:

Proposals 114 and 113—1 support this region-wide proposal to require herring stocks to be above their
minimum stock hiomass for five consecutive years before a sag-roe fishery (seine or gillnet) can
oceur, Removing fishing pressure for an extended period of time will allow these stocks a greater
opportunity to build back to historic levels. The closures of all sac-roe fisheries except Sitka
Sound this year shows that depleted stocks need mare time to tecover.

Proposal 118—1 eupport this proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guideline Harvest Leval over 25% of
the anticipated nantical miles of spawn before a temporary commercial closure. This proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistence
harvesters to meet their needs,

Proposal 121~ support this propogal to increase the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure has helped subsistence harvesters to megt some of their needs, but more area is
necessary for subsistence harvesters to continuously rueet their needs.

Proposal 1251 support this proposal 1o reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to place a cap on the
commergial sac-rog harvest at 10,000 tons, This will increaze the economic vaiue of the roe
harveeted and leave more herring in the water to support the ccosystéem and eubsistence
harvesters,

Despite these excellent proposals to sustain commercial and traditional herring industries, there are
geveral proposals which will retnove conservation measures put in place by the Board of Fisheries. These
proposais will crash the Bitka Sound herring populations, ruining hoth commercial and subeistence
livelihoods, Ido not support the following proposals:

Proposals 116 and 117--I do not support this propozal which would reduce the Amount Negessary for
Subsistence (ANS). Tho results of ADF&G Division of Subesistence herring harvester survey
shows that the ANS is achievable, and that there iz a high frequency of needs not being met.

Proposals 119 and 120—1 do not support this proposal to close the subsistence only area in Sitka Sound.
This proposal would remove existing protections that make it possible fior subsistenge’ harvestors
to meet their needs.

Proposal 122—1 do not support this propozal to reduce the biomess threshold for the Sitka stock from
: 25,000 tons to 20,000 tons. This proposal would remove existing conservation messures enacted
by the Board of Fisheries and will be detrimental to the health of the marine ¢cosyatem.

1 hope you can take my comments into account for the up¢oming Board of Fisheries mesting in Sitka
Bebruary 23-March 3.
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