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Dear Chairman Johnstone and the Alaska Board of Fisheries,

As a stakeholder in the marine ccosystem and the health of the local tcenomy, I firmly support thege
important proposals regarding herring management in 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. Removing fishing pressure for an extended period of time will allow these stocks 2 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 509 of the Guideline Harvest Level over 25% of
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn before a temporary commercial closure. This praposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, 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 helped subsistence harvesters to meet some of their tieeds, but more area iy
necesgary for subsistence harvesters to continuously meet their needs,

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

Despite 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, Theso
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring popnlations, ruining both commercial and subsistence
livelihoods. Ido 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 hetring harvester survey
shows that the ANS is achievable, and that there is a high frequency of needs not being mat.

Proposals 119 and 1201 do nor support this proposal to close the subsistence only area in Sitka Sound.
This proposal would remove ¢xisting protections that make it possible for subsistence’ harvesters
to meet their needs.

Proposal 122—1 do not sugport 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 Figherics and will be detrimental to the health of the marine ecosystem.

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

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

As a staleholder in the marine ecosystem and the health of the local economy, 1 firmly support these
important proposals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska:

Proposals 114 and 115—T support this region-wide proposal to require herring stocks to be sbove their
minimutm stock biomass for five consecutive years before a zac-roe fishery (seine or gilluet) can
occur. Removing fishing pressure for an extended period of titne will allow theae stocks a preater
opportunity fo build back to histaric levels. The closurcs of all ssc-roe fisheries except Sitka
Sound this year shows that depleted stocks need more time to recover.

Proposal 118 support thiz 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 theit heeds.

Proposal 121—1 support this proposal to increase the size of the subszistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
Thoe closure has heiped subsistence harvestors to meet some of their nesds, but more arca is
negessary for subsistence harvesters to continuously meet their necds,

Proposal 128~-1 support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to place a cap on the
commercial gag-roe harvest at 10,000 tong, This will increase the economic value of the roe
harvested and leave more herring in the water to support the ecosystem and subsistence
harvestars,

Despite these exgellent proposals to sustain commercial and teaditional herring industries, there are
several proposals which will remove conservation measures put in place by the Board of Fisheries. These
proposals will erash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both commercial and subsistence
livelihoods. I de not support the following proposals:

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

Proposals 119 and 1201 do not support this proposal to close the sibsistence 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 tong to 20,000 tons. This 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 teke my comments into account for the upcoming Board of Fisheries meeting in Sitka
February 23-March 3.
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Pear Chairman Johnstone and the Alaska Board of Fisheties,

As a stakeholder in the marine ecosystem and the health of the logal economy, I firmly support these
impottant proposals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska;

Proposals 114 and 115—1T support this region-wide proposal to require herring stocks to be above their
minimum stock biomass for five consecutive years before a gac-roe fishery (seine or gillnet) can
oceur. Removing fishing pressure for an extended period of time will allow these stogks 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—TI support this proposal 1o only harvest 50% of the Guideline Harvest Level over 25% of
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn before a temporary commercial ¢losure. This proposal
would slow down the rate of commercial harvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistence
harvesters 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 is
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 ¢ap on the
commercial sac-roe harvest at 10,000 tons. This will increase the economic value of the roe
harvested and leave more hetring in the water to support the ccosystem and subsistence
harvesters,

Despite these excellent proposals fo 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 herting populations, ruining both commercial and subsistence
livelihoods. I do not suppott 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 ig achievable, and that there is 4 high frequency of needs not baing met.

Proposals 119 and 120—1I do not support this proposal to close the subsistenice only area in Sitka Sound.
This proposal would remove existing protections that make it possible for subsistence harvestets
to megt 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 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 Chairmnan 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 managemens in Southeast Alaska;

Prnposals 114 and 1¥5—T support this region-wide proposal to require herring stocks to be above their
minimum stock biomass for five consecutive years before a sac-roo fichery (seine or gillnet) can
ocewr, Removing 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-roc fisheries except Sitka
Bound this year shows that depleted stocks need mare time to recover.

Proposal 118—I 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 subsistenee
harvesters to meet their needs.

Proposal 121-—1 support this proposal to inerease the size of the subgistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure has helped subsisience harvesters to meet some of their needs, but more areq is
neceszary for subsistence harvesters to continuously mect 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 inerease the economic value of the roe
hervested and Jeave 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 congervation measures put in placo by the Board of Fisheries. These
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound herring populations, ruining both commercial and subsistence
livelihoods. 1 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 Snbsistence herring harvester survey
shows that the ANS is achievablo, and that there is a high frequency of needs not belng fnet.

Proposals 119 and 120—I do #ot sugport this proposzal 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—I do not support this proposal to reduce the biomass threshold for the Sitka stock from
25,000 tong to 20,000 tons. This proposal would remove existing cogservation meagures ehacted
by the Board of Fisheries and will he detrimental to the health of the marine ecosystem.

I hope you can take my comments into account for the upcoming Board of Pisheries meeting i 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 theze
important proposals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska;

Proposals 114 and 115—1I 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
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 sag-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 Level over 25% of
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn before a temporary commereial 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 it Sitka Sound,
The closure has helped subsistence hatvesters 10 meet some of their needs, but more area is
necessary for subsistence harvesters to continuously meet their 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 aud traditional herting 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 sybsistence
livelihoods, 1 do not support the following proposals:

Propossls 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 is achievable, and that there is a high frequency of needs not being met.

Proposals 119 and 120—1I 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—1I do nor sypport 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 Chairmah Tohnstone and the Alasks Board of Fisheries,

" As a smkeholder in the marine ecosystem and the heailth 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 {o 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 greatar
opportunity 1o build back to historic levels, The closures of all sac-roe fisherios except Sitka -
Sound this year shows that depleted stocks need more time to recover.

Proposal 1181 support this proposal to only harvest 50% of the Guideline Harvest Level over 25% of
the anticipated nantical miles of spawn before a temporary commetcial closure. ‘This proposal

would slow down the rate of eamtnercial harvest, allowing greater opportunity for subsistence
barvesiers to meet their needs.

Proposal 121 support thia propesal to increase the size of the subsistence only zone in Sitka Sound.
The closure has helped subsistence harvesters to meet some of their needs, It more ares in
necessary for subsistence harvesters to continuously meet thejr needs.

Proposal 12851 support this proposal to reduce the harvest rate to 10% and to place 2 cap on the
commercial sac-roe harvest at 10,000 tons. This will lnoreaze the economie value of the roe

harvested and leave more hemring in the water to support the ecogystem and subsistence
harvesters,

Despite these excellent propozals to sustain commercial and trnditional herring indusiries, there are
several proposals which will remove conservation measures put in place by the Board of Fisheries. These
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound heering populations, ruining both commercial and subsistence
livelihoods. Ido not support the following proposals: )

Praposals 116 and 117~ do not support this proposal which would reduce the Amount Necessary for
Subsistence (ANS)., The results of ADR&G Division of Subsistence herring barvester survey
shows that the ANS is achjevable, and that there js a high frequency of needs not being met.

Proposals 119 and 1201 do not support this proposal to cloze the subsistence only area in Sitka Sound.
This proposal would remove exigting protections that make it possible for subsistenceharvesters
to meet their needs,

Proposal 122—I do not sugport this proposal to reduce the biomase threshold for the Sitlea stock from
25,000 tons 1o 20,000 tong, This proposal would remove existing conservation measures enacted
by the Board of Fisheries and will be detrimental to the health of the marine ecosystem.

1 hopa you can take my vommentz into account for the upcoming Board of Fisheries mecting in Sitka
February 23-March 3.
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Dear Chajrman Johnstone and the Alaska Board of Fisheries,

As a stakeholder in the marine eoosystem and the health of the local economy, 1 firmly support these
jmportant proposals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska;

Proposals 114 and 115—T support this region-wide proposal to require herring stocks to be above their
minimum stock biomass for five consecutive years before a sae-roe fishery (seine or gillnot) can
oocur, Removing fishing prossure for an extended period of time will allow these stocks a greater
oppartunity to build back to historic levels. The alosures of all sac-roe fisheries except Sitka
Sound this year shows that depleted stocks nead more time to recover,

Proposal 118—1 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 ¢losure. 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 subsistenca harvesters to continuously meet their needs,

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

Despite these excellent proposals to sustain commercial and traditional herring indusiries, there are
savetal proposals which will remove conservation measures put in place by the Board of Fisheries. These
proposals will crash the Sitka Sound hetring populations, ruining both comumercial and subsistence
livelihoods. Ido not suppart the following proposals:

Proposals 116 and 117—1 do not sypport this proposal which would reduce the Amount Necessary for
Subsistence (ANS). The results of ADF&G Division of Subsistence herving harvester survey
shows that the ANS iz gchievable, and that there is a high frequency of needs not being inet.

Proposals 119 and 120—1I do rof 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 rot support this proposal to reduce the hiamass threshold for the Sitka stock from
\ 25,000 tons to 20,000 tons, This proposal would remove existing conservation meusures 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 aceount 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 merine ecosystem and the health of the local economy, I firmly support thesa
important propoaals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska:

Proposals 114 and 115—1 support this region-wide proposal to require herring stoeks to be above their
minitmum 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 huild back to historic levels. The closures of all sac-roe fisheries except Sitka
Sound ihis year shows that depletad stocks need more time to recover.

Proposal 118—I support this proposal to enly harvest 50% of the Guideline Harvest Level over 25% of
the anticipated nautical miles of spawn before a temporary commercial closure, This proposal
wonld 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 to meet some of their needs, but more area is
necessary for subsistance harvesters to continuously mect thejr needs.

Proposal 125—1 gupport this proposal to reduce the harvest tate to 10% and to place a cap on the
comtpercial sac-toe harvest at 10,000 tons, This will increase the economic value of the roe
harvested and leave more herring in the water i support the ecosystern and subsistence
harvesters,

Despite these excellent proposals to sustain cormnercial 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 commetcial and subsistence
livelihoods. I do not support the following proposals:

Proposals 116 and 117—I do not suppor? thiz proposal which wonld reduce the Amount Necessary for
Subgistence (ANS). The results of ADF&G Divigion of Subsistence herring harvester survey
shows that the ANS is achievable, and that there is a high frequeticy of needs not being met,

Proposals 119 and 120 do not support this proposal to close the subsistence only aren In Sitka Sound,
This proposal would remove existing protections that make it possible for subsistence’ harvesters
to meet thelr needs.

Proposal 122—1 do not support this proposal to reduce the biomasg threshold for the 8itka stock from
~ 25,000 tons to 20,000 tons. This proposal would remove existing conservation measures enacted
Iy 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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Diaar Chairman Jolngtone and the Alaska Board of Pisheries,

As.a stakeholder in the marine ecosystem and the health of the local ¢conomy, 1 firmly support these
inmuitsant proposals regarding herring management in Southeast Alaska:

Proposals 114 and 115—1I support this region-wide proposal to require heiring stocks to be above their
minimum stock bioinass for five consecutive years before a sag-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 thiz year shows that Jepleted stosks need more time to recover.

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

Proposal 121—1 support this proposel 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 ares 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
cotumercial sac-roe harvest at 10,000 tons, This will ingrease the economic value of the roe
harvested and leave more hetring in the water to support the ¢cosystem and subsistence
harvesters.

Despite these excellent proposals to sustain commercial and traditional berring industries, there are
soveral proposals which will remove conservation measures put in place by the Board of Fisheries, These
proposals will crash the Sitka Seund herring populations, mining both comunercial and subsistence
livelihoods. I do not support the following proposals:

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

Proposals 119 and 120—1 do rot sypport this proposal to close the subsistence only area in Sitka Seund,
Thig proposal would remove existing protections that make it possible for subsistence’ hatvasters
to meet their needs,

Proposal 122—1 do not sypport this proposal to reduce the biemass threshold for the Bitka 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 ecosystam,

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

Pebruary 23-March 3.
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