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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, I firmly support these
important proposals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska:

Proposals 114 and 115—1 support this region-wide proposal to require herting stocks to be above their
minimum stock biomass for five consecutive years before a sac-roe fishery (seine or gilinet) can
occur. 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 more time to recover.

Proposal 118—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 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 continuously meet their needs.

Proposal 125— support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to place a cap on the
cothimercial 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 ecosysiem 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 Fisheries, These
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, tuining both commercial and subgistence
livelihoods. I do not support the following proposals:

Proposals 116 and 117—I 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 is a high frequency of needs not being met.

Proposals 119 and 120—I 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 meet their needs.

Proposal 1221 do not support 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 ecosysterm,

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 Chairmean Jobnstone 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 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 8 sac-roe fishery (seine or gillnet) can
occur, 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 more time to recover,

Proposal 118—I support this proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guideline Harvest Level over 25% of
the anticipated nawtical miles of spawn before a temporary commercial closure. This proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing greater opporfunity 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 to meet some of their needs, but more area is
necessaty for subsistence harvesters to cominuously meet thelr 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 Igave more herring in the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence
harvesters.

Despite these exeallent propozals to sustain commercial and traditional herring industries, there are
several proposals which will remove conservation measures put in place by the Board of Fisheries, Theaz
propogals will crash the Sitka Sound hemring populations, ruining both comtngrcial and subsistence
livelihoods. I do not support the following proposals:

Proposals 116 and 117—I do not support this proposal which would reduce the Amount Necessary for
Subsistence (ANS). The results of ADF&G Division of Subsistenice 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— do not support this proposal to close the subsistence only area in Sitka Sound.
Thiz proposal would remove existing protections that make it possible for subsistence harvesters
to megt their needs.

Proposal 122—1I do not support this proposal to reduce the biomass threshold for the Sitka stock from
25,000 tous to 20,000 tous. This proposal would remove existing conservatian measures enacted
by the Board of Fisheries and will be detrimental to the health of the marine ecogystem.

I hope you can take my comments into account for the upcoming Board of Fisheries meeting ity Sitka
February 23-March 3,
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Dear Chairman Johnstone and the Alaska Board of Fisheries,

As a stakehoider in the marine ecosystem and the health of the local esonamy, 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 biomase for five consecutive years before a sac-roe fishery (seine or gillhet) can
ocer, Removing fishing pressure for ap 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 more time to recover.

Proposal 118—1 suppeit this proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guideline Harvest Level over 25% of
the antigipated nautical miles of spawn before a temporary commercial closure, This proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing preater opportunity for subsistence
harvestors to reet their needs.

Proposal 121—1 support thie proposal to increase the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound,
The closure has helped subgistence harvesters to meet some of their needs, but more area is
necessary for subsistance hatvesters to continuously meet their needs,

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

Degpite these excellent proposals to sustain commereial and traditional herring industries, there are
several proposals which will remove conservation measures put in place by the Board of Fisheries. These
proposels will cragh the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both commercial and subsistence
livelihoods. I do not support the following proposals:

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

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

Proposal 1221 do not support thiz proposal to reduce the biomase threshold for the Sitka stock from
25,000 tons to 20,000 tons, Thiz proposal would remave 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 Fishéries meeting in Sitka
February 23-March 3.
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Dear Chairman Johnstone and the Alagka Board of Fisheries,

As a stakeholder in the marine ecosystom and the health of the local economy, I firmly support these
important proposals regarding herring ranagement in Southeast Alaska:

Proposals 114 and 113—1 support this region-wide proposal to require herring stocks to be above their
minimum stock biomass for five consecutive years befare a sac-roe fishery (seine or gillnet) can
occur, 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 more time to recover.

Froposal 1181 support this proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guidelina Harvest Level over 25% of
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn befors a teraporary 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 support this proposal to increase the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Bound.
The closure has helped subsistencs harvesters to meet some of their needs, but more area is
necessary for subsistence harvesters to continuonsly meet their needs,

Proposal 125—I support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to place a cap on the
commercial sac-tog 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 ecosystern and subsistence
harvesters.

Despite these excellent proposals to sustain commercial and traditional herring industries, there are
aovetal proposals which will remove conservation measyres put in place by the Board of Fisheries. These
proposals will crash the Sitke Svund herring populations, rvining both commercial and subsistence
livelihpods, 1do not support the following proposals:

Propasals 116 and 117—[ do ot sypport this proposal which would reduce the Amount Necessary for
Subsisience (ANS). The results of ADF&G Division of Subsistence hetring harvester survey
shows that the ANS is achizvable, and that there is a high frequency of needs not beirig met.

Proposals 119 and 120—I do rof support this proposal to close the subsistence only area in Sitka Sound,
This proposal would remove exizting protections that make it possible for subsistence harvesters
to meet their needs,

Proposal 122—I do ror support 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 acosystem.

I hape 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 Alaska Board of Fisheries,

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

Proposals 114 and 115—I support this region-wide proposal to require herring stocks to be above their
minimum stock biomasg for five consegutive years before a sac-roe fighery (seihe or gillnet) can
vecnr, Removing fishing pressure for an extended period of time will allow these stacks a greater
opportunity to build back to historic lovels. The ¢losures of ali sas-roe fisheries except Sitka
Sound this year shows that depleted stocks need more time to recover,

Proposal 118—1I support this proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guideline Harvest Lavel over 25% of
the anticipated nautical 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 nseds.

Proposal 121—1 support this proposal o increase the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure has helpad subsistence harvesters to meet some of their needs, but more area is
necessary for subsistence harvesters to continuously meet their needs,

Propasal 125—1 support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate 0 10% and to place a cap on the
comtnercial 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 ecosystern and subsistence
harvesters,

Despite these excellent propogals to sustain commercial and traditional herring industries, there are
several propoaals 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
livelihoods, Ido not support the following proposals:

Proposals 116 and 117—I do pot support this proposal which would rednce the Amount Necessary for
Subsistenve (ANS). The results of ADF&G Divigion of Subsistence herring harvester survey
shows that the ANS is achicvable, and that there iz a high frequency of needs not being met.

Proposals 119 and 120—I 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 their needs,

Proposal 122—1 do not support this proposal o 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 Fisheries meeting in Sitka

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

As a stakeholder in the tnarine ecosystein and the health of the logal economy, I firmly support these
important proposals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska:

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

Proposal 118—1 support thiz proposal to only barvest 50% of the Guideline Harvest Level over 25% of
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn before a temiporary commereial closure, This proposal
would slow down the rate of commetwial harvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistence
harvesters to meet their ueeds,

Proposal 1211 support this proposel to increass the sjze of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure has helped zubsistence harvesters to meet seme of their nceds, 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% and to place a cap on the
commereial sac-roe harvest at 10,000 tons. This will increage the economie value of the roe
harvested and leave more herring in the water to support the ecosystern 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 Fisheries, These
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound berting populations, ruining both commereial and sybsistence
livelihoods, Y do not support the following proposals:

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

Proposals 119 and 120 do rat support this proposal to close the subsistence only ares in Sitka Sound,
This proposal would remove existing protections that make it possible for subsistence harvosters
to meet their nesds,

Proposal 122—1 do nat support 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 measuras enacted
by 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 Figheries meeting in Sitka
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Dear Chairman Johnstone and the Alasks Board of Fisheries,

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

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 3 sac-roe fishery (seine or gillnet) can
ocour, 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 more time to recover,

Proposal 118—I support tiie proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guideline Harvest Level over 25% of
the anticipatad nautical miles of spawn before a temporary comumercial elosure, This proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistenca
harvesters to meet their needs,

Proposal 121--1 support this proposal to increase the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound,
The closure has helpad subsistence harvesters to meet some of their needs, but more area is
necessary for subsistence harvesters to continuouwsly meet their needs.

Proposal 125—1 support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to plage a cap on the
commgteial 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 Figheries. Thasge
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both commercial and subsistence
livelihoods. X do fiot support the following proposals:

Proposals 116 and 117—I 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 is a high frequency of nesds not being met.

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

Proposal 122—1I do mot support this proposal to reduce the biomass ihreshold for the Sitka stock fom
25,000 tons to 20,000 tons. This propesal would remove existing conservation measures ¢nacted
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 Chairman Johnstone and the Alaska Board of Fisheries,

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

Proposals 114 and 115—I support this region-wide proposal to require herring stocks fo 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 greater
opportunity o build back to histaric levels. The closwes of all sac-roe fisheries except Sitka
Sound this year shows that depleted stocks need more time to recover,

Proposal 118—1 support this proposal fo only harvest 50% of the Guideline Harveat Lovel over 25% of
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn before a tetnporary commercial closure. This proposal
would slow down the rate of commerzial harvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistence
harvesters to meet their needs.

Proposal 121—1 support this proposal to inerease the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure has helped subsistence hatvesters to meet some of their needs, but more area is
necessary for subsigtence harvesters to continuously meet their needs,

Proposal 125—] 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 ecosystern and subsistence
harvesters,

Despite these excellent proposals to sustain commercial and traditional herting induatries, there are
several proposals which will remove conservation measures put in place by the Board of Figheries. These
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both commercial and subeistence
livelihoods, Ido not support the following proposals:

Proposals 116 and 117—I do not suppert thiz proposal which would reduce the Amount Necessary for
Subsistence (ANS). The results of ADF&Q Division of Subsistence herring harvester survey
ghows that the ANS is achigvable, and thet 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 area in 8itka S8ound,
This proposal would remeve existing protections that make it possible for subsistence harvesters
to meet their needs.

Proposal 122—1 do nor support this proposal to reduce the biomass threshald for the Sitka stock from
25,000 tona to 20,000 tonz. This proposal would remove existing conservation measures enacted
by the Board of Fisheries and will be detrimental t the heaith of the marine ecogystem,

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 Chairman Johnetone and the Alasks Board of Fisheries,

As a stakeholder in the marine ecosystemn and the health of the local economy, I firmly support these
important proposals tegarding herring management in Southeast Alaska:

Proposals 114 and 115 support this region-wide proposal to require herting etocks 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 stacks a greater
opportunity to build back to historic levels. The closures of all sac-roc fisheries except Sitka
Sound this year shows that depleted stocks need more time to recover,

Proposal 118—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 commercial closure. This proposal
would zlow 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 slosure hes helped subsistance harvesters to meet some of their needs, but more area is
necessary for subsistence harvesters to continuovsly meet their needs,

Proposal 125—1 support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate 1o 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 mere herring in the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence
harvesters,

Degpite 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 Fisheries, These
proposale will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both commereial and subsistence
livelihoods. {do not support the followitg proposals:

Proposals 116 and 117--] 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 is 2 high frequency of needs not being met,

Proposals 119 and 120—1 do not support this propogal to close the subsistance only area in Sitka Sound,
This proposal would remove existing protections that make it possible for subsistence harvesters
t0 meet their needs.

Proposal 122—1 do not support this proposal to reduce the biomase threshold for the Sitka stock from

25,000 tons to 20,000 tons, This proposal would remove ¢xisting conservation measures enacted
by the Boaxd of Fisherics and will be detrimental to the health of the marine ecosystem,

I hope you can take my nis into account for the upcoming Roard of Fisheries meeting in Sitka
Februaty 23-March
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