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Dear Chainnan Johnstone and the Alaska Board of Fisheries, 

As a stakeholder in tl!e marine ecosystem and the health of the local economy, l finnly 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 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 gxeater 
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 11 llmlpOrfll'y commercial closure. This proposal 
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistence 
harves1ers to meet their needs. 

l'roposal 121-I support tbis proposal to increase tbc size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound. 
Thm closure hWI helped subsistence harvesters to meet some of their needs, but more an:a Is 
neoessfll'y for subsistence harvesters to continuously meet their needs, 

Proposal 125-I support this proposal to reduce the har\.cst rate to 10% and to place a cap on the 
commercial sac-roe harvest at I 0,000 tons. This will increase tbe economic value of the roe 
harvested and leave more herruig In the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence 
harvesters. 

Despite tbese exoellent proposals to sustain conunercial and traditional herring industries, there are 
several proposals which will remove conservation measll(eS put in place by the Board of Fisheries. The11e 
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both commercial and subsistence 
livelihoods. X do not support tbe following proposals: 

l'roposals 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 Subsi$te.nce herring harvester survey 
shows that the ANS is achievable, and that there is a high frequency of needs not being met. 

Propos$IS 119 and 120-I do not support this proposal to close the subsistence only area in Sitka Sound. 
This proposal wouldremove existing protections that make it possible for subsistence' hlll'Vesters 
to meet their needs. 

l'roposal 122-1 do not support this proposal to reduce the biomass threshold for the Sitka stock ftom 
25,000 tons to 20,000 tons. This proposal would remove existing conservation measures enatited 
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 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---I 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 
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-I support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to place a cap on the 
commercial sac-roe harvest at I 0,000 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 Fisheries. These 
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both commercial 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 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 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 122-1 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 ecosystem. 

l 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 a stakeholder in the marine ecosystem and the health of the local econOlll}', I firmly support these 
important proposals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska; 

Proposals 114 and U:5-I support this region-wide proposal to require herring stocks to be above their 
minimum sl()ck 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 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% oftbe Guideline Harvest Level over 25% of 
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn before a tornporacy 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 inerease the size of the subsistence only mne in Sitka Sound. 
The closu~e 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-I support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to I 0% and to place a cap on the 
commercial sac-roe harvest at 10,000 tons. This will inetease the economic value of the roe 
harvested and leave more herritlg in the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence 
harvesters. 

Despite these ei.cellent proposals to sustain commercial and traditional herring industries, there are 
several proposals which wil.l remove conservation measures put in place by the Board of Fisherles. These 
proposals will crasb the Sitka Sound herring populations, raining both commercial 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 Subsistence herring harvester survey 
shows that the ANS is achievable, and that there is 11 high &equency of needs not being tneL 

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. 

Proposql 122-I do not support this proposal to reduoe 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 
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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-I support this region-wide proposal to require herring stacks 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 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-I 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 Fisheries. These 
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both commercial and subsistence 
livelihoods. I do not support the following proposals: 

Proposals 116 and 117-l do not support this proposal which would reduce the Amount Necessary for 
Subsistence (ANS). The results of ADP &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 not support this proposal to close the subsistenoe only area in Sitka Sound. 
This proposal would remove existing protections that make it possible for suhsistence harvesters 
to meet their needs. 

Proposal 122-I 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 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 Chairnllll1 Johnstone and the Alaska Bonrd of Fisheries, 

As a stakeholder in the marine ecosysfjlm and the health of the local economy, I firmly $11pport th@ie 
important proposals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska: 

Propouls 114 and 115-I support this region-wide proposal to require he.rring stooks to be above their 
rnln.imum stock biomass for five oonsecutive years before a sac-me fishery (seine or gillnet) oan 
occur. Removing fishing pressure fbr an extended period of time will allow these stocks a gre!Wlr 
opportunity to build back to hi!ltorio level\I, The closures of all sac.roe fisheries except Sitka · 
Sound this year shows 1hat depleted ~ ruied more tin:te to recover. 

Proposal US-I support 1his proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guideline Harvl!llt Level over 25% of 
the anticipated nauncaJ miles of Spawn before a te111porary COirunetllial closure. This proposal 
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowiog greater opportunity fOr subsistenee 
barvesler!! to meet their needs. 

Proposal 121-I support this proposal to 1= the size of the subsistence only zone io Sitka Sound. 
The closure has helped subsistence hwvesters to meet some of their needs, but more area is 
necessai:y fur subsistence hatws!enl to continuously meet theil' needs. 

Proposal 125--I support this proposal to reduce the hmt rate to 10% and to place a cap on the 
commercial sac-roe harvest llt 10,000 tons. 11Iis will iocrease the economic value of the roe 
harvested and leave more honing in the willer to support the ecosystem and subsistence 
harvesters. 

Despite these eiwellent proposals to sll$!ain com.m.ercilll and traditiOlllll herring industries, there are 
several proposals which will tllmove conservation measures put in place by the :SOlll'd of Pisher:ies. Theae 
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both cninmercisl aod subsistence 
livelihoods. I do not support the following proposals: · 

Proposals 116 and 117-I 'do not support thls proposal whic:h would reduce the Amount Necessruy for 
Subsistence (ANS). The rl!l!ults of AOF&G Division of Subsistence herring harvester survey 
shows 1hat the ANS is achievable, ll.lld that there is a high frequeru:y 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 wouldremove existing protections that make it pos$lble for subsistence'"h~ 
to meet 1heir needs. 

Proposal l:U-1 do not support this proposal to reduce the biomass threshold fbr the Sitka stock from 
. 25,000 tons to 20,000 tons. This proposal would remove existing oonservation meuw:es enacted 

by tbe Board ofFisbeties and will be detrimental to the health oftha marine ecosystem. 

I !rope you can takQ icy comments into account fur the upconrlng Board of Fisheries meeting in Sitka 
February 23.Maroh 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, l firmly support these 
important proposals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska: 

Proposals 114 and US-I support this region-wide proposal to require betting stocks to be above their 
minimum stock bio111Ms for five consecutive years before a sac-roe fishery (seine or gillnot) can 
occur. '.Removing fishing prossnre fur an extended period of time will allow these stocks a greater 
opportunity to build back to historic levels. The closures of all sac-roe fisharles 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 Lewi over 25% of 
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn be!bre 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 increMe the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound. 
TI:te closure has helped sub$istence harvesters to meet some of theil' needs, but more area is 
necessary for subsistence harvesters to continuously meet their needs. 

Proposal 125-I support this proposal to reduce the har\.est rate to I 0% and to place 11 cap on the 
commercial sac-roe harvest at 10,000 tons. This will increase the economic value of tl!e roe 
harvested and leave more hetring in the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence 
harvesters. 

Despite tbe.se excellent proposals to sustain conunercial and traditional betting industrie.;, 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, ruining both commercial and subsistence 
livelihoods, I do not support the fullowl.ng proposals: 

Proposals 116 and 117-1 do not support this ptoposal which would reduce the Amount Necessary for 
Subsistence (ANS). The results of ADF&G Division of Subsistence herring harvester survey 
shows that the ANS ls achievable, and that there is a high freqllilllcy 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 for subsistence· harvesters 
to meet their needs, 

Proposal 122-1 do not support this proposal to reduce the biomMs threshold fut the Sitka stock from 
25,000 tons to 20,000 tons. This proposal would remove existing oonservation 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 fur 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 a stakeholder in the marine ecosystem Md 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 stock$ to be above their 
minimum stock biomass for five consecutive years before a sac-roe fishery (seine or gillnet) can 
occur. Removing fishing pressure fur an extended perlod of time will allow thc!se 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 hat11est 50% of the Guideline Rat11est 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 opportu.nity 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 the!( needs, but more area is 
necessary fur subsistence harvesters to continuously meet their needs. 

Proposal 12!-I support this proposal to reduce the hmest 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 Fishmes. These 
proposals will crash the Sitka Sowid herring populations, ruining both commercial and subsistence 
livelihoods. I do not support the following proposals: 

Proposals 116 and 117-I do not support this proposal which would reduce the Amowit Necessary for 
Subsistence (ANS). The results of ADF&G Division of Subsl$tence herring harvester survey 
sbows that the ANS is achievable, and that there is a high frequency of needs not being met. 

Proposals 119 and 120-I do not suppon this l)roposal to c;lose the subsistence only area in Sitka Sound. 
This proposal wouldremove existing protections that make it possible for subsistence· harvesters 
to meet theit needs. 

Proposal 122-I do not support this proposal to redlll)e the biomass threshold fOr the Sitka stock from 
2S,OOO 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 ofthD marine ecosystem. 

I hope you can take my comments Into accowit fOr the upcoming Board of Fisheries meeting in Sitka 
Februazy 23-March . 

Printed Name 

qen · 7,3?:· tfC!" t 
Contact Phone 

p' 9 



FEB. 20. 2015 2 54PM SITKA TRIBE NO. 15 6 . P. 1 0 

Dear Chairman Johnstone and the Alaska Board of Fisheries, 

·As.a stakeholder in the marine eoosystllm and the health of the local economy, I finnly support these 
·~t proposals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska: 

Proposals 114 and 115----I support this region-wide proposal to reqllire herring stocks to be above their 
minimum stock biomass for five comecutive 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 to build back to historic levels. The closures of all sac-roe fisheries except Sitka 
Sound this year shows that depleted stockll need more time to recover. 

Proposal 118-I support this proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guideline H!ll'Vest Level over 25% of 
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn before a temporary commercial closure. This proposal 
would slow down tbe rate of commercial harvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistence 
harvesters to meet their needs. 

Proposal 121-l support this proposal to inctease the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound. 
The closure has helped subsistence harvesters to meet some of tbeir needs, but moro area is 
necessary for subsistence harvesters to continuously meet their needs. 

Proposal 125-I support this proposal to reduce the harVesl rate tc 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 
hlll'Vested and leave more hel'l'lng in tbe water to support the ecosystem and subsistence 
harvesters. 

Despite these excellent proposals to sustaln commercial and traditional herring industries, there are 
several proposals which will remove conservation measures put in p\Me by the Board of Fisheries. Thelle 
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both commercial and subsistence 
livelihoods. X 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 result~ 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 sub$istence only area in Sitka Sowid. 
Tbls proposal wouldremove existing protections that make it possible for subsistence· harvesters 
to meet their naeds. 

Proposal 122-I 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 conse.tVation measures enacted 

by the Board of Fisheries and will be delrimental tc the health of the marine ecosystem, 

I hope you can take my cormnents into account for the upcoming Board of Fisheries meeting in Sitka 
February 23-Ma.rch 3. 
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