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/e the undersigned S.itlca fishermen and concerned affected individuals
se.oppose the proponed II-"0°plan currently before the WPt'fl0. V/e have serious
;oucerns with the following aspects of the proposal;

1, Public hearinra have been lack.tnr in the affected comnunitier.

?1 "Vrticle F? in this mananement plan ha3 the potential to permit the
trawl fleet to obtain IPO"s for their catch.

5# Tilorc in no cju.obci for & d.i.vcctod hook lino rockficb fishery wnj.cn
is important to the Sitka-economy.

\, V/e believe this proposal may lead, to the reduction of the fleet to
it"s theoretical minimum of 100 boats/.-in area 2c with a resultin®*
detrimental social and economic effect to the coastal communities.

5. Costs of administrating and enCorcinr this plan have not been ade-
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els important to the 1i."itla economy.
lead to the reduction o.f .the-.fleet to

4. "k believe this proposal may
it "s theoretical .minimum o.f 100 boato/.in area «xc with a resulting r .
* detrimental social and economic effect to the coastal communities,
5, Costs of administrating and enforcing this plan have not been ads-
nuatelv examined. - m P
'fl G. Crewmen are not adequately represented in this proposal, A/io

/e petition the WPFMO to delay or withdraw the above mentioned proposal*.
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6. Crewmen are not adequately represented in this proposal. . p..

He'petition the"HPFMO to delay or withdraw the above mentioned proposal”
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6. Crewmen af.i hot adequately represented in this proposal.

1
VE petition the KPTfMC to delay or withdraw the above mentioned proposal
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PN/ bt&V'kK FilAvil

ic /3"V fi0
>o0,M |
She/oul
N4 fig) |

cT



r.TTPA ff1CWnPW 00" -K~AKCT AP-prj? T-JR 1PO PROPO-CAL

v/e the undersigned Sitka fishermen and concerned affected ind:ividuale
oppose the proposed 1?70 plan currently before the PP-"NC. ,e have o.noiu
concerns “with the following aspects of the proposal;

1 . Public hearings have been laclcing in the affected communities.

/2. Article P2 in this management plan has the potential to permit the

trawl fleet to obtain IP0O"s for their bycatch.
# "fhere 1s no quota for a directed hoolr & line roclcfiob fishery which
s"important to the /Utica economy.

4 “e believe this proposal may lead to the reduction o.f the fleet ,0

It*s theoretical minimum of 100 boats-".in area ?c with a resuitin”
> detrimental social and economic-effect to the coastal communities.

5. Costs o.f administrating and enforcing this plan have not been -d~-

Muatelv examined.

Crewmen are not adequately represented m  »i:xS ermosal n
“e petition the HPPF-"0 to delay or withdraw the above mentioned proposal.
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G. Crewmen are not adequately represented in this pftfpusail.
., Weepetition the IIP-mD to delay or withdraw the above mentioned proposal.
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“esG. Prcwncfi are not pdpnuatp.ly represented inlthis proposal.
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OTKA FI SRRRVITIt? 00J10.15RK.TDD ABOUT TTIR 1FQ PROPOSAL

V/e the undersigned Sitka fishermen and concerned affectﬁg, individuals
oppose the proposed JFQ"plan currently before the IffBMC. have serious
concerns with the following aspects of the proposal;
1,. Public hearings have been lacking in the affected_communities.
2. Article F? in this management plan has the potential to permit the
trawl fleet to obtain IFQ"s for their catch.
3. There 1is no quota for a directed hook line rockfish fishery which
is important to the Sitka economy. .
4 . v/e believe this proposal may lead, to the reduction of bhe ofleet t
itls theoretical minimum of 3.00 boots.".in area 2c with a resulting
detrimental social and economic effect to the coastal communities.
5. Costs of administrating and. enforcing this plan have not been ade-

ciuately examined, .
6. Crewmen are” not adequately represented in this proposal. v

We petition the HPFMO to delay or withdraw the above mentioned proposal.
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SITKA FISHERMEN CONCERNED ABOUT THE

R

IFQ PROPOSAL

M ?.—Aﬂjckajz in this management plan has the potential to permit the

J “yj = trawl

| = =5. "TVIRTR

fleet to obtain
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1. detrimental social and economic effect to

"CY.WMI15. Costs of administrating and enforcing this plan have pot been aide-*
guately examined,
1z 6. Crewmen.are not adequately represented, in

izl

IFQ % for their bycatch.
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$. We petition the NPFMC to delay or withdraw the above mentioned proposal. o,
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3,7 Chore is no quota for a directed* hook ft line rociu.ujn .iaouui./ mh”.h

: 7 jis important to the Sitka economy. ,

4. vlieelieve this proposal may learl to the reduction of the .fleet: to
it"'s theoretical minimum of 100 boatc/.-in. area 2c with a resulting
detrimental social and economic effect to the coastal communities.

5. Hosts of administrating and enforcing this plan have not been ade—

quately examined. E%
G. Crewmen are not adequately represented in this proposal, U "r£d/y

/e petition, the HPFMO to delay or withdraw the above mentioned proposal.
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FITTT"A FloH.CRilIW OONO.”P.UTir) APOUT THE IFQ PROPOSAL

/e the undersigned Sitka fishermen and concerned affected, individuals
oppose the proposed IFQ"plan currently before the NP.VHC. V/e have serious
concerns with the following aspects of the proposal;

2

4.

5.

6 .

Tublic hearinrs have been lackin.v in the affected communities.
Article F2 in*thin mana?rement plan has the potential to permit the
ebrawl fleet to obtain IP0O"s for their bycatch.

There 1is no quota for a directed, hook line rockfish fishery which
is important to the Sitka economy. *

V/e be.iteve this proposal may lead to the reducfion of the fleet 10
it's theoretical minimum of .100 boats."."in area ZC with a resulting
detrimental social and economic effect to the coastal communities.
Costs of administrating and enforcing this plan have not been ade—

quately examined. < ﬁ
Crewmen are not adequately represented in this proposal,

V/e petition the HPFMO to delay or withdraw the above mentioned proposal.
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3« .Tfrp 1a uo quo w. xwi. < -
is important to the Citka economy. ; . _
“"4 . IA? .believe thin proposal may lead to the reduction of the fleet to
.* - it"s theoretical minimum of 100 boats.".in area Fc with a resulting *
detrimental social®aad economic effect to the coastal communities.

5. Costs of administrating and enforcing this plan have not been ade—
guately examined, - . 1/

0. Crewmen are not adequately represented, in this proposal. (P
V/e petition the HITHO to delay or withdraw the above mentioned proposal.
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fIpjMtA FisH.oimiw ooho driliz> apout ipqg proposal

We the undersigned Sitka fishermen and concerned affected, individuate
oppose the proposed JFQ plan currently before the TIPI"TIC. V/e have serious
concerns with the following aspects of the proposal;

1. Public hearings have been lacking in the affected communities.

2. Article F2 in this management plan has the potential to permit the

trawl fleet to obtain IFQ"s for their catch.

3, There 1is no quota for a d.irected. hook :R line rockfisb fishery which

is important to the Sitka economy. <

4. We believe this proposal may lead to the reduction of the fleet 10

it"s theoretical minimum of 100 boats.".in. area 2c with a resuitin7?
detrimental social and economic effect to the coastal communities.

5. Costs of administrating and enforcing this plan have not been ade—

quately examined. ... s .| A
6. Crewmen are not adequately represented in this proposal. n
V/e petition the NPFMO to delay or withdraw the above .mentioned proposal.
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We the undersigned Sitka fishermen and concerned affected individuals
oppose the proponed 170 plan“currently before the ,PVnC. Ve have serious
concerns ""it'" the following aspects of the proposal;

&.— Public bearinrs have been lackinm in the affected communities.

Article ?? in ®his management plan has the potential to permit the

trawl fleet to obtain I1P0O ™% for their bycatch.
3. There is no quota for a directed, hook & line rockfisb fishery which

is important to the Sitka economy.

4 \l believe this proposal may lead to the reduction of the fleet <0
its theoretical minimum of 100 boats. ¥in area 2c with a resultin®-
detrimental social and economic effect to the coastal communities.

5. Hosts of administrating and euforcinr this plan have not been ade—

quately examined, ) - z
6 Crewmen are not adenuately represented in this proposal.

V/e petition the yPPI-A to delay or withdraw the above mentioned proposal,
iy |

if?

D goS tfiT#THfE s I+ rtrtrid

(W ~0V3

PofCT
t ISF

~2m 2~ /7 soger- ~D0~%>c(fou>s
S.-TkA

K [b.Go-yVLo5- mmKKku

11D~ rplv

/tV w “rL -0ord -
4 [f-Kcu' AM

Tolv L?8
"ITE
f>o0
e ANl L0 Sitid Lk
M d,l ' 03X 73b

BrUCZ, U<ricA St'hk"Akih.
vorr e P Sy Floc . *s\ ~1/StSr,



WVQHI- - WAL e M e -

Vig petition the MPFI'0 to delay or withdraw the above mentioned proposal* A

./"Tc_nature.I o1 i'd.me f Address Jloaf name~or aTfTITakion ~
Al IR po-Gc/ ch-trFﬁ‘
j3jC /\ 0 :Bj \Fi 1 E—— N A £ i "0
~aWl' sca.n//60 ‘231" f-dio *j -G FFjczsg,
998 35
XL
Et.av 7wr-
[f-k D /il f*

fO 6dX isr2.fr Fh- EAS|KFid (mtl)

'K w C rB ~n N

(79. 1
/7 £fc> Ltz ke,
jlcH M O /H.AdY % go™\ MIXwC>&Z.
poC & Xt
3" 1T 1CA " IT/sh
(
2.-nr 4/
X/\/ Z, /rc> S /V/r/\ 5
0 JP -ip6ssox {ij.1
s / M . frlj F o ato x
d D al e By e I
" 1hoM A5 D, 0L>r
F S JU k i ~o, /SE9 T A A
L Ailik _i1S~r '
yCfi'LkU if fl* \P A £ 0%l
S.P A t. I $m

"P lylk yU osy{/

Si-tkA



P.1/1

s MOV 2? '91 17:£2 SUKfl Sc'jriD SEEFQOM.

STTTCA :1?igfl.y,5ysw 0Qi"P.K."5.T) AP.CIJT =?M P.UIVUSAI " (v

Vie the mi'jereifnerl Sitka fishermen mid concerned affected individuals

0se the proposed ITFQ plan cui-re.utd y 120.fore the IP.VFIO, \Q have nsriouo

cents with the foliowire aspects of the proposal}

1. Public hearinra have been lackimr in the affected commurUtiee,

7, Article P in this mananemant plan baa the potential to permit the
trawl flee to obtain. I[FO"s for their bycotech,

3. 'Chere iy Qquota for a directed hook ZXlinn roe.kf.Ub .Cipher-/ which- e

is important to the Sitka econom-.

4. /7 believsS this proposal may L-cat. to the reduction of the .fleet to
it's theoretical minl-uum of 100 boats.'.in area 20 with a rcnultife®
detrimental cociel and economic effect to the coastal communities.

5. Costs of administrating and enforcing this plan have not been ads-
nué&tely examinedd

0, Crewmen are not adequately represented in this proposal,

Vie petition the RFFMO to delay, or "withdraw the above mentioned proposalé
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V/9 tho undersigned Sitka Ffishermen and concerned affected individuate
ppose the proponed J.FO"plan currently before the fJIPI'TIO. V/e bs.ve eeriov.o
Ancerns with the following aspect.*? of the proposal;

P* Public bearlnrg have been lackinr in the affected communities.

' Article 2 in thia management plan boo the potential to permit the

trawl fleet to obtain I1.FQ"s for their bycatch.

3. There 1.n no quota for a directed hook line rockfisb fishery which
is important to "the r.itka economy.

d. Ve believe this proposal may lead to the reduction of the fleet to
it"fl theoretical minimum of 100 boatc/.-in. area FC with a recultin”
detrimental social and economic effect to the coastal communities.

5. Costs of administrating and. enforcing this plan have not been ade-
quately examined. m . .

6, Crewmen are not adequately represented in this”proposal,

V/e petition the UPPMC to delay or- withdraw the above mentioned proposal.
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HOONAH FISHERMEN CONCERNED ABOUT THE 1 FQ

We the wundersigned Hoonah Fishermen and concer

individuals oppose the proposed IFQ plan curre

NPFMC. We have serious concerns with the foll
'[‘*1.of the e_roP_osaI: J .|.,

1. Public hearings have been lacking“in
communities. " f

2. Article F2 in this management plan ha
to permit the trawl fleet to obtain 1
bycatch.

3. We believe this proposal may lead to
of the fleet to it’s theoretical mini
boats in area 20 with a resulting det
and economic effect to the coastal co

4. Costs of administrating and enforcing
not been adequately examined.

We petition the NPFMC to delay or withdraw the
mentioned proposal.
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V/e the -undersigned Sitka fishermen and concerned affected,

oppose the proposed IFQ plan currently before the NPFMC. /e have serious

.y_) A |r

SITKA FISMBnilISIT OONC.I1IRKFr) APOUT TUull JFQ PROPOSAL,

concerns with the fo3.lovij.nsl aspects of the proposal j
Public hearings have been

7

»

individuals

lacking in the affected communities.

to

N

permit the

fishery which

the fleet to

a

resulting

communities.

enforcing this plan have not been ade-

n T/

<3oaf
CIX.OMIL'Z/o/) '

Article F2 1in this mananement ptan has the potential
trawl fleet to obtain IFQ % for their bycatch. >

3. There 1is no quota for a directed, hook "e line rockfish
is important to the flitlea economy. .

4. V/e believe this proposalmay lead to the reductfion of
it's theoretical .minimumof .100 boats.".-in area /C with
detrimental social and eco.nonij.c effect to the coastal

5. Costs of administrating and
guately examined. i i

6. drewmcn are not adequately represented, in this proposal.

V/e petition the _MPFMC to delay or withdraw the above mentioned proposal.
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HOONAH FISHERMEN CONCERNED ABOUT THE IFQ PROPOSAL
We the undersigned,Hoonah Fishermen and concerned affected
individuals oppose the proposed IFQ plan currently Defore the
NPFMC . We have serious concerns with the following aspects,
of the proposal:

1. Public hearings have been lacking in the affected
communities.

2. Article F2 in this management plan has the potential
to permit the trawl fleet to obtain IFQ’s for their
bycatch.

3. We believe this proposal may lead to the reduction
of the fleet to it’s theoretical minimum of 100
boats in area 2C with a resulting detrimental social
and economic effect to the coastal, communities.

4. Costs of administrating and enforcing this plan have
not been adequately examined.

We petition the NPFMC to delay or withdraw the above ’-Xi

mentioned proposal.,
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/e the undersigned Sitka fishermen and concerned affected individuals
eegppose the proposed. Ipn“plan currently before the KPJ/MC. V/e have serious
“iowcerns with the following aspects of the proposal;

1. Public hearings have been lacking in the affected communities.

2. Article P2 in this management plan ha3 the potential to permit the

trawl fleet to obtain IFQ"s for their catch.

3. There 1is no quota for a directed hook line rockfisb fishery which
is important to the Sitka-economy.

4. V/e believe this proposal may lead, to the reduction of the fleet to
it"s theoretical minimum o.f 100 boats-".-in area 2c with a resultin®*
detrimental social and economic effect to the coastal communities.

5. Costs of administrating and enforcing this plan have not been ade—

quately examined. . -
6. Crewmen are not adequately represented in this proposal. A,\p &r f
/e petition the ITPFMO to delay or withdraw the above, mentioned proposal.
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V/e the undersigned Sitka fishermen and concerned affected individuals -
oppose the proposed. IFQ plan-currently before the FPPHO. V/e have serious
concerns with the following aspects of the proposal;

ip Public hearings have been lacking in the affected communities,

. Article F2 in this management plan has the potential to" permit the.
trawl fleet to obtain I1FQls for their bycatch.-

3. There 1is no quota for a directed hook & line rockf.ish fishery which

is important to the Citka economy. ; _ : ;

4 . V/e believe this proposal may lead, to the reduction of the fleet to

it"s theoretical minimum of 100 boats.l-in area 2c with 2 resulting
detrimental social and economic effect to the coastal communities,

5. Costs of administrating and enforcing this plan have not been ade-

guately examined,

6. Crewmen are” not adequately represented, in this praposal. -X
V/e petition.the J.TPJfFC to delay or withdraw the above mentioned proposal.
.mSignature Marne "Jddress Boat name~or affiliation ~
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"SITKA®" PISHF.RMEN CONCERNED ABOUT THE IFQ PROPOSAL " * / "V-

[ir&fo&f T -
Individuals®y.".

the- tindersigned Sitka fishermen and concerned .affected.

________ plan baa the potential to permit

f q 'tmmﬂ fleet to obtain IFQ'9 for their bycatch.
77 7 "..There i1s- no quota for a directed, hook & line rockfisb fishery which %
is important to the Sitka economy. e .m A
4 . V/fe believe this proposal may lead to the reduction of the fleet to
it"s theoretical minimum of 100 boatsxin area 2c witha resulting

I ;
A\'.I detrimental social and economic effect to the coastal-communities.
5. Co3ts of administrating and enforcung this plan have not been ,ade-
quately- examined, Te o .o
. m6. Crewmen-are not adequately represented in this, proposal. . Y)\fy
We.petition the NPFMC to delay or withdraw the above mentioned propogal.
Signature Uame Address Boat"hame"*or_a?filiation *
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V/e the? undersigned Sitka, fishermen and concerned affected, individuals
- - - v/o have serious

communities,

sntinl to permit the
-cca«x cieer to oote.in x~Q"a for their bycatch*

3. There 1in no quota for a directed hook & line rockfisb fishery which
:is important Co the r.itka economy*
4. V/e believe this proposal may lead to the reduction of the fleet to
" .itls theoretical minimum of 100 boats."-in. area He with a resultin®-
detrimental social and economic effect bo the coastal communities.
5. Coats of administrating and enforcing this plan have not been ade-

guatelv examined» . t
Crewmen are not adequately represented, in this proposal, n.-M.
:V/e petition the 1JPTWC to delay or withdraw the above mentioned proposal.
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V/le the undersigned S.ltlca fishermen and concerned affected

oppose the proposed IFQ'plan currently before

20 '92 13:27 SITIsl? sc' ySEpFOODS
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SITKA FISTJ.CRHEN COI/C.Cm/FI; APOUT TMI! IFQ PROPOSAL

concerns with

01,
2.

3.

4.

Vie

Article

the following aspects of the proposal;
Public hearing's have been lacking in

Thgere is
i important to the Sitka economy.
Vle believe this proposalmay lead to

it's theoretical

detrimental social” and economic e ffe
Costs of administrating and enforcing this

nuately examined. _
Crewmen are not adequately represented in

p etition,

the affected
F2 in. this management plan 'has the potential
trawl fleet to obtain IFQ's for their

bycatch.
no quota for a directed, hook .1 line

rockf:i3.b fis

the reduction of -the

ct to

.minimum of .100 boats.'.-in area 2c with a

the

this

individuals
the NPFMC. Ve have serious

communities,
to permit the

hery which

fleet to

resulting

coastal 'communities.
plan have not been ade-

proposal,

n Oc/

the NPFMC to delay or withdraw the above mentioned proposal,
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SITKA PISttSRM&T OQICPHT.WIT) ABOUT THE IFQ PPO.POCAIi

We the undersigned Sitka fishermen and concerned affected, individualn
oppose the proposed J?Q'plan currently before the ITP.flIC* Vc have serious
concerns with the following aspects of the proposal;

1. Public bearings have been lacking in the affected communities.

2. Article F2 in this management plan baa the potential to permit the

trawl fleet to obtain IPO's for their bycatch.

3, There is no quota for a directed hook k line rockfish fishery which
is important to the Sitka economy.

4. We believe this proposal may lead, to the reduction of the fleet to
it’s theoretical minimum of"100 boata-in area 2c¢c with a resulting
detrimental social and economic effect to the coastal communities.

5, Costs of administrating and enforcing this plan have not been ade-

qguately examined. ~
6, Crewmen are not adequately represented in this proposal. Pd I

Ve petition the MPFMO to delay or withdraw the above mentioned proposal
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HOONAH FISHERMEN CONCERNED ABOUT THE IFQ PRQPQSAI

We the wundersigned Hoonah Fishermen and- concerned affected
individuals oppose the proposed IFQ plan currently before the
NPFMC. We have serious concerns with the following aspects

liw
the proposal:
1. Public hearings have been lacking'in the affected
communities.' h"
2. Article F2 in this management plan has the potential
to permit the trawl fleet to obtain IFQ’s for their °
bycatch.

3. We believe this proposal may lead to the reduction
of the fleetto it’s theoretical minimum of 100
boats in area 2C with a resulting detrimental social
and economic effect to the coastal communities.

4, Costs of administrating and enforcing this plan have
not been adequately examined.

We petition the NPFMC to delay or withdraw the above
mentioned proposal.
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HOONAH FISHERMEN CONCERNED ABOUT THE IFQ PROPOfiAl

We the undersigned.Hoonah Fishermen and concerned affected
individuals oppose the proposed IFQ plan currently oefore the

NPFMC. We have serious concerns with the following aspects,
of the proposal:

1. Public hearings have been lacking in the affected
communities.

2. Article F2 in this management plan has the potential
to permit the trawl fleet.to obtain IFQ’s for their
sbhycatch.

3. We believe this proposal may lead to the reduction
of the fleet to it's theoretical minimum of 100
boats in area 2C with a resulting detrimental social
and economic effect to the coastal communities.

4. Costs of administrating and enforcing this- plan have
not been adequately examined.

We petition the NPFMC to delay or withdraw the above X |
mentioned proposal.
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We I-lie undersigned Sitka fishermen and concerned affected individual::
ppooo the proponed. I?fl plan currently before the dP.VMC, Ve have serious
oncerns with the following aspects o.f the proposal;

1. rubllc hearinra have been lacking In the affected communities.

2. Article 72 in’thin management plan has the potential to permit the

trawl fleet to obtain 1.70'a for their byca.tch,

3. There in no quota for a directed, hook Xline rockfiab fishery which
is important to the Sitka-economy,

4. Ve be.lieve this proposal may lead to the reduction of the fleet to
.it's theoretical minimum of 100 boats-vin area 2C with a resultin"
detrimental social and economic effect to the coastal communities.

5. Costs of administrating and enforcing this plan have not been ade-

quately examined.
0, Crewmen are not adequately represented in this proposal.

Ve petition, the UPFMO to delay or withdraw the above mentioned proposal
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FTTKA FISW.imW QONC7ITOT) AP.QUT TKK IFQ PROPOSAL

Vle the undersigned Sitlca fishermen and concerned affected individuals
onpose the proposed IPQ'plan currently before the NPffMC. Ve have serious
concerns with the following aspects of the proposal;

1, Public hearlnra have been lackinr in the affected communities.

2, Article F? in'this management plan has the potential to permit the

trawl fleet to obtain IPQ'e for their bycatch. t 1 ,

3, There is no quota for a directed hook 'xline rockfi3b fishery which
is important to the oltka economy,

4, Vle believe this proposal may lead to the reduction of the fleet :D
it's theoretical minimum of 100 boats..in area ?C with a reouitin"
detrimental GOciaiT"aad economic effect to tho coastal communities,

5, Costs of administrating and enforcing this plan have not been ade-

quately examined,
G. Crewmen are not adequately represented in this proposal.

We petition the NPFMC to delay or withdraw the above mentioned proposal.
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or withdraw. the above m*t. lonort proposal
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or withdraw the above mcntlOner PITOTxrasrr
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rTTMA roi-"r.Ar.T.n a???;? t'je tto proposal
We the undersirred Sitlca fishermen and concerned affected individuals
:pp®ae the nroroned 1"0 plan currently before the T2?nC. We have serious
oncerns tb the following aspects of the proposal;

1, Public bearir.ro hare been lacking in the affected communities.

2 Article r? in”this management plan has the potential to permit the
trawl fleet to obtain IPO’s for their byc&tch,

3. There is no quota for a directed hook f line rockfish fiohery which
is important. to the r.itka economy,

L '/e believe this oroposal may lead to the reduction of the fleet to
it's theoretical'minimum c¢f 100 boat&'.in area 2c with a resultin’-
detrimental social and economic effect to the coastn.| communities.

5. noats of administrating and enforci.nr this plan have not been e.de-
ouatelv examined,

S. Crewmen are not adequately represented in this proposal.

We oetition the to delay or withdraw the above mentioned propocal.
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5.

G.

>« believe™i/T proposal may lead tw - ffn ?
itla theoretical minimum )100 boata-vin area 2c wife* * reoultin”
detrimental uocieiraad economic affect to the coast* iommunitlisa,
floats of administrating and enforcing this plan have not been ade-

quately oxamined. «
Crewinon are not adequately represented in this proposal,

Vle petition th« HTTC to delay or withdraw the above mentioned propooal
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Ve kbo undereiST.ad 3itk* f.I91>orreu mid concerned affected individuals
oppose tl’a _?roponed an plan C_U|M-er.t3¥ before the H3wIC !'o hfivs serious
corcarne with the .follow..nr &ip?ct3 of the propor?.lj o _

1. "ublic henrir,ra have been ladcim: in the affected _coimiic.nltlefi,

, Article 22 Ijti this wmanemanl; j.Qun ped the potential to pert.it the

tro.vA fleet “to obtain XIM.'s for theilr Byc_ot h, _ _

3, there ia no quoto. for a directed hook U linn rcek.C.Uh Xi.obary which e

13 import* nt to the .tir.Ua econom-, _
A he belie this propone! nay Icaw to the reduction of the fln-t to
it’s tlieoratioal minimum of 100 boato'in area 2c with a ronuitin*
detrimental eociel aud economic effect to the ooftst.il communitls.?,

3, Costs of administrating and enforcing this plan have not tn«n adi-

nufttely exo.mir.rri,

£, Crtwrnen are not adequately represented in tfcia proposal,

\e petition the NWKk! to delay or “ithdrnw the above mentioned proposal,
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January 15, 1992

Mr. Rick Lauber, Chairman

North Pacific Fisheries Management Council
P.O. Box 103136

Anchorage, Alaska 99510

Dear Mr. Lauber:

Please find attached a copy of a petition with hundreds of

signatures collected in Seldovia, Kake, Wrangell, Nelson Lagoon,
Petersburg, Cordova and other Alaskan coastal communities asking
the Council to rescind the current IFQ plan in favor of a more

conservation oriented and equitable method of fisheries management.

These signatures were collected in less than two week3 over the
holidays, and reflect great concern on the part of the coastal
communities as to the Council's recent actions.

Laura K. Cooper
North Pacific Fisheries
Protection Association



The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
We feel that this system will concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

W e oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they -
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management!

.The North Pacific Fisbcric* Protection Association *6610 Pranont Avnnue'N. SeaeVi. VA 98103

or P.O. BOX 202893, Anchorage. AK 99520

Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK >
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK

South Central Alaskan Longlinc Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longlinc Genocide, Sitka, AK

in coalition with:
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The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
Fisheries management for sablcfish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
We feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

We oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries

management!

The Ncrth Pacific Fisheries Protection Association - 6610 Fremont Avenue N, Seattle, WA 98103

in coalition with:

Sisnaims — A

or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520

Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK

Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AX

South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK

Karos, .Industry Affiliation
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The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
isheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
Ve feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
ew, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many
meople and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
lected state and federal representatives:

Ve oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
escind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
nanagement!

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association - 6610 Fremont Avenue N. Seattle, WA 98103
or P.O. Box £02895, Anchorage, AK 99520
in coalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sltkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK



The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
We feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many
people and com munities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

We oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management!

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association - 6610 Fremont Avenue N. Seattle, WA 98103
or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520
in coalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK

Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK

Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK
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STOP IFQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
We feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. V/e join the many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

We oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council’s IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management!

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association ¢ 6610 Fremont Avenue N. Seattle, WA 98103
or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520

in coalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed.to IFQs, Homer, AK N
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK r

South Central Alaskan Longlino Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK

Signature Name . Address Industry Affiliation
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The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
We feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

«

*

We oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of amore equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management!

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association - 6610 Fremont Avenue N, Seattle, WA 98103
or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520
in coalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Oppoted to IFQs, Horned, AK : N
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK

’\/Signature/I?J iName _ ~ Address n Industry Affiliation
ViA M'coy) 6 .

\Q7rjl;vn fe/fh sfjlh Ql £oX*S3 sjlco;* * Dtc

fine- fgt-

fk flw n) <30/P3.<,«SH'V>cy

j-(.hia- u)j* Hex,fib___ STc/cral'/A |

Ajx x hojy ' ff& L H zc ts Bothis/ i5d< jo< [i*P \I\)
j /

tJLJI/XI Cap! hr)ds% Ji for?/ 5 You)a

Hmaljl tfovih (jbv*Ki&HTr £ot AF dyJYtJu

2KEEECIXMmMZE2l &UO3. Shdal jY Ib

h h A h Fs*n . tk zzh z I h M A I
~Shhui. iZhzJL jTAMrir Xhx 9/
fcg k tjJ L zzk [-mmeees JI& tjL ®

6 /. fi*rI*JCY btlU S IX ftfw , Ai-adhr

Jh /p/ssJ/A*N  ffftlfed/las? . SIXUV  Atdcloth/ /Y .

— 0}f)Q-1 A w A 4- fh v! MN$~~gas RjUO

"Mlau & z.




The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
W e feel that this system wiill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many

people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

W e oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they

rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management!

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association - 6610 Fremont Avenue N. Seattle, WA 98103
or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520
in coalition with; Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK

Signature Name Address Industry Affiliation
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The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
We feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

We oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council’'s IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management!

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association - 6610 Fremont Avenue N. Seattle. WA 98103
or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AX 99520
in coalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK
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The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
We feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select

few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

W e oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management! . ([

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association - 6610 Fremont Avenue N. Seattle, WA 98103
or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520
in coalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak. AK
South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka. AK
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Tie North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
:sherics management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
Ve feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
sw, and have anegative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many
.eople and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our

-iected state and federal representatives:

Ne oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
escind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries

management!

i
The North Pacific Fisheries Prolection Association « 6610 Fremont Avenue N. Scaulc, WA 98103
or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520
Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK (

In coalition with: _
Committee Opposed to 1IFQs, Homer, AK

Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK *
South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK
Signature. Ngfflg. -M fess. Industry Affiliation
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STOP IFQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
We feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

W e oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management!

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association - 6610 Fremont Avenue N. Seattle, WA 98103
or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520
in coalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK

mSignature Address Industry Affiliation
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The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut kno ivn as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
We feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us ard our communities. We join the many

people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

We oppose the North Paclflo Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they

rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management! * - ’

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association ¢ 6610 Frvno )t Avenue N. Seattle, WA 98103
~to P.O. Wx 202893,"Anchorage, AK 99520
Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, KodUk, AK
’ mCommittee<>woed toEPQs, Homes', AK
Coastal Famllej of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Centrti Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organised Against LongtJne Genocide, Sitka, AK

in cofUlion with;

Signature Name A ddrfrS3 Industry Affiliation
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The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
We feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many

people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

We oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management! . '

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection /association « 6610 Fremont Avenue N. Seattle, WA 98103
or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520
in coalition with*. , Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
-Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Silka, AK
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The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association«G610 Frcoroit Avenue N, Seattle, WA 98103
O P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520
in coalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AX
Committee ( Qpposed to 1FQs, Homef, AK
Coastal Fanrlles of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
jI . South Cental Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against LongUne Genocide, Sitka, AK
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The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s),
We feel that this system will concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many
people and com munities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

We oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they

rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management!

'Ihc Noah Pacific Fisheries Protection Association - 6610 hemont Avenue N. Seaole, WA 98103
or P.O. Box 202895, Anchcrago, AK 99520
in coalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK

Signature Name Address Industry Affiliation
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STOP

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fshcrics management for sablefish and halibut knoAm as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s),
We feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us ar<d our communities. We join the many
people and com munities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our

sleeted state and federal representatives:

We oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries

management!

The North Puclfic Fisheries Piutectfon Association * 6510 Freroott Avenue N. Seattle, WA 98103
cr P.O. Box 202395, Anchorage, AK 99520
in wallilon with; . Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, K<xmk, AK
Committee <>ppostd to IFQs, Homer, AK
Coastal ram lies ot Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Cwitrsl Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organic Against Longline agaoclde, Sitka, AK

Industry Affiliation
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Tne North Paca*c Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sableflsh and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
We feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few. and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities, We join die many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

We oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council’'s IFQ plan and demand that they

rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management!

[
The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association ¢ 6610 Fremont Avenue N, Seattle, WA 98103
or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520

In coalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Oppose i to IFQs, Homer, AK
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK

Sicnature .Name. ... Address
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Ihe North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
We feel that this system wiU concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic Impact on us and our communities. We join the many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

W e oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council’s IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management!

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association *0610 Fremont Avenue N, Seattle, WA 98103 *
or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520
in coalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK

Name t . Address Industry Affiliation
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The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted In favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
We feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic Impact on us and our communities. We join the many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

We oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management! :

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association * 6610 Fremont Avenue N. Seattle, WA 98103
or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520
In coalition with: Aleskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK

Signature J&nML -Add.gM. Industry Affiliation
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The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s),
We feel that this system will concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities, We join the many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our

elected state and federal representatives:

W e oppose the Noith Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries

rmip.agf.memt

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association m6610 Fremont Avenue N, Seattle, WA 98103

in coalition with:

Name
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or P.O. Beet 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520

Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK

Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK

South Central Alasken Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK

Address Industry Affiliation
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The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s),

We feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource In the hands of a select

few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many

people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

We oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they

rescind it In favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management!

The Nerih Pacific Fisheries Protection Association - 6610 Fremont Avenue N. Seattle, WA 9C103

or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520

Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Hornet, AK

Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK

South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK

In coalition with;

Signature. Name Address Infe ry Affiliation
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IFQSs

lie North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted In favor of a system of
isheries management for sablefish and halibut kno M as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
Ve feel Uiat this system w ill concentrate a common property resource In the hands of a select
*cw, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many
people and com munities who have questioned this scheme and sow send this message to our

o

sleeted state and federal representatives*.

We oppose die North Pacific Fisheries Management Councirs IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries

management!

The N&th Pacific Fisheries Protectlon Association « 6610 Fremo it Avenue N. Swale, WA 98103
or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520

in coalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resowce Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee (toposed to IFQs, Homer, AK
Coastal F#mfies of Alaska, Kodink, AK
South Central Aisfcfln LongUne Enterprises, Seward, AK
m ’ Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AX

Sj Address. Industry .Affiliation
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The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

V/e oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management!

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association - 6610 Fremont Avenue N. Seattle, WA 98103
or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520
in coalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Scwaid, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK

Address
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STOP IFQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablctlsh and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
We fcci that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of ft select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us ard our communities. We Join the many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

e
1

We oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and consemtion-orierited method of fisheries
management!

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association « 6610 Fw o it Avenue N, Seattle, WA 98103
« P.O. Box 202595, Anchorage, AK 99520
in coalition with: Alaska™ for Responsible Resource Management, Kodltk, AK
Committee t tpposed to IFQ*, Homer, AK
Coastal Fam-lies of Alaska, Kodiek, AK
South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK

‘Jame IAJdisss— IndALAAffI
ml../
iiLtQjLsL .L &dtQ R n.iJSEXL-tiLl.hk-
I A \/6it)<S /?# Scfrt T CrtKj
JLi& jr& Jz {£1*1 CJC&®L
No Vv m X J. JJ& \L<J W-dd.K
t Y. .M J *» o/ n N, «F
o»x 7yg \se
AV [f7 ]V .yagg/ $2% CSdut/ "yrJnru
/IOVIV
0. teem 0.Rg)) K
sigc.ger. If \iyw M >aJ Q 0-iCi tLf-Ai. SAhtt
A d C P.&* KYC
<La>" UTIZ+'btfX m /&,
‘ . jZrrlh.ui' top t'*- Eo.fa y fa "p e tr
¢ ft < T A /iW fcirsi MRT
0 ~" jrr 2 Eg MY v
fTu-Cj- .. | . AT jptr_\{.l;ctl\/l*

mfeooqi../1cSTLJkzU ZiQ P .IU iSSkipQ P fd
CA

d~/X<r Sex [*r Of&LlI 4



0» JL U J | ,SLA’

i » .

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
W c feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us ard our communities. We join the many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives;

We oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management!

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association *6610 Frcmo )t Avenue N. Swale, WA 98103
or P.O. Box 202595, Anchorage, AK 99520
in coalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodli\k, AK
Committee t tpposed to IFQs, Homer, AK
Cowlal Fanrlics of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Ccentnl Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK

industry, Affiliation.
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STOP IFQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
We feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many

people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

We oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they

rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management!

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association ¢ 6610 Fremont Avenue N. Seattle, WA 98103
or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520
in coalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak. AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK

Signature -Name. Address. Industry Affiliation
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The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
We feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

W e oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management!

The Norm Pacific Fisheries Protection Association-5610 Fremont Avenue N. Seattle, WA 98103
M or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520
in coaliilon with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQa, Homer, AK
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Central Alasian Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genaocide, Sitka, AK
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December 20, 1991

STOIP EFQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a svstem of
lisheries management for sablelish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFOs)
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common’
property resource in the hands of a select few, andhave a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communitie.
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hicke! directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industrv and its Alaska
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signaling. Name Addr£ £5_ mQccmajign.
cla-t. Lji YpLFiUYCE (—  /FeVit) ‘13 2y (sinilh A [ £et )¢
N IA VLo .
- \)lr"Jl nui_ t\ fﬁurph"/ oWect ! /-
DLW rereiss 'ic'/O ALi3ZX.C\(z WSCS  VUiv A
M _ OusVa /Urctl.  Ilitp-EX<on  tackiti'Mf
S/iU" /r/dSPteT'  FUw Ci hACES>o0 'Yd J>e, AaC. "U>2chg,
PM tA  -SajJjCi- ILAtscjL  /R?2Z d&jQlji2.rf<,C r- y.gj 1J & hi£JT
(ItiTk H-YsdCiA. as/.1AW g OM /W /./lt TAuier
LaV-Lr.O-y Aury.-) GCsr)bo, | T ; > 1] A. LT
in Hijder iiM| TmcUr
-A A udjkA-rrang e- A — fvk—1 N
JMAJAju (Wi.T-p-~iffir-r Z™terir. & idW Q TwKitt-Sctkk
-f'"jn uuU-JD V7 scnrzN.At n
A m __g>\Efc&Al.. | Ra2fr7IDAI

is-ti CtocgAir

Nnd for o u e L N 76 Sy& |
A j f? (?y>/fFtiur. &&JIXL'fisin '-jLArL
K&ydU £>A*[9/tleyf
Qx) T, L.tic/ 17<3
X™hacii't .n.~:rafi.dlgJ-..Hif£L.iAk&f.ire- CX .. BILJISol
m [tffK jty fitir)fa .in j/E - Q "t 3LCIE& ~

Please-feturn this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 24S-1900



STOP IFQs

The North Facific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
We feel that this system wiill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

W e oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management!

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association » 6610 Ft eroont Avenue N. Seattle, WA 93103
or P.O. dox 202895, Anchotage, Ah. 99320
in coalition wiih: Alaslqtns for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Long,:no Genaocide, Sitka, AK

Signature Name" Address Industry. Affiliation
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The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
We feel that this system w ill concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our

elected state and federal representatives:

We oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries

management!

The North Pacific Fisheries Piotecticn Association « 6610 Fremont Avenue N. Seattle, WA 93103

in coalition with:

Signature ISame.
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or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 59520

Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak AK
Committee Opposed to EFQa, Homer, AK

Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK

South Ceniral Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK

Address Industry Affiliation
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STOIP HIFAs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system o
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs)
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on

Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communitie

who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alask
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North

Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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‘flease return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE. ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurarr’ 8. 1992. For Information call (907) 24U-1900



Sir©ip hif((}

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of u system of
fisheries management for sablel'ish and halibut known us Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a seiect few, and have a negative enconomic impact on

Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities

who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchoruge, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please intern this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE. ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
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December 20. 1991

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known us Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Jauurary 8. 1992, For Information call (907) 248*1900



December 20, 1991

STOIP HPQs

The Norih Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sahlefish and halibut known us Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconotnic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastul Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, und direct the Alarkan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Nfimg Address Occuuation

(An t't/ ~f-V? fk

"T<E)t Ae'aj Cite(

73MS
[3 S atjc] Z
Sg-I13 <Sahn.} Ad
Sho-rfcri I 1004 5*2. i
-AqVvhApr  [frg>ST PL, faoU 99yos CnM|
WJg-STt-KI  C-K/VFTU I'<t WJCATIZOW 37 j>Kf» P A
v AX.Ua 9 ?rs | sn Co/mi.
di/l 3 fall oi Jrrzs* 'h Il .Aden*. sy,
JfbsAtM i teft& fy/S rhjc/"A A"NE rlittfSfcw
g ’ 'r\, / -72m? & ’
AN3Znu=-2'".Cnri/l23f.-sayw .. Qc-Hm-ti- fljj tftxbarSbL. QC

Ze/ffi&sN, tfiS G & A ftA & f.

flii ki T). ~(dnir'i 'rXAv-f\ ~k30 <rXaTLC\"StTA O r

& 400 -5Lj )Ct /ACCV 97?574

J tZfLf 3Ny 'auk? Sir. £ AEr 9N rsi

1>rai Hv.IAcrn ~=71 vt (Z\CV:

JL. /£, &jtjE<2T AA L 52S 272

vAw 2=V GCs/h-"C a'lC '/>S6 *

Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99515 bcrore
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

STOIP mP(Qs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of aesystem of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known us Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrute u common
property resource in the hands of u select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state und federul
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Coventor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE. ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 2-18-1900



December 20, 1991

STOIP HIFQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of n select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
\tho have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries,
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STOIP 3IFQ>s

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
properry resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskat
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North

Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in Favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLtNE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

STOIP IIF3

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of u system of
fisheries management for sablefish and hnlibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of n select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Janurnrv 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991
STOIP

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchoruge and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppuse the Council's IFQ plan und demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North

Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name .Qflcujatipn

It i jfftioA

*?_
~4 ,..i- 4J/J mr'
Uu .= - mJmke. KimmMm m aW sz.” Uemba’
1ICJIM
A- vat. SNSv-SH V3V xa
A O "r/\ &I&>[?<)/I&10 /nC ?2r/7 do
T Isr, [ ?2£ J?20_ s. y 1117 ?
fifc L /. wffip/L.te /a.j *i3£4 Ap&IA*i> .Atcu AX
A T>~..sBVcV ._
4&-"/0y D rAnk Ori
t v/loyy -~ Nd-davl/
NZAE ZIL A 5nri*C - & < .-(.( 3tyl e*r*(* t/ 7 s r /& s
2M 'S.£SeSeU. M e/M &C .A"mlA, viiy
N 72L ) 12 Z 2 L amega
v V-V 1\.>,vAouoe.j"."A

Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE. ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
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OTCMP HIF's

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish und halilmt known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Aluskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurnry 8, 1992, For Information call (907) 248*1900



The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQ s).
We feel that this system will concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

We oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a mere equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management!

The North Pacific Fishi-riej Protection Association - 661U Fremont Avenue N. Scania. WA 98103
or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520
In coalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genaocide, Sikka, AK
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The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs),
We feel that this system will concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

We oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they

rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management!

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association - 6610 Fremont Avenue N. Seattle, WA 98103
or P.0. Box 202895, Anchorage. AK 99520
incoalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to JPQa, Horner, AK
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK

J>jgnaiuif_ INans. -Adiissi. Industry Affiliation
VACH k/fc/2*1>ecre fa*. //> g </
GhiBIU jjg & bttr* Slecfria.d

. W C

UA4UCM Out/b"He 6 * If*

= ~ - i 7 £sV«r
S.,-,1?7C~ <- (N O™

J in JsJL A Jr A v J/

M A QSjlAL

[< -s™/[s

{ﬂ-‘ (ﬂs —
QEQ

fh s2& 1

oy

. 7 ii"J/AMd-, wm.3:0~ r-Qls. C rilic* (4 H. Laaa?9

NS ?2x23 B r<?k
Autie-c*. /m A/C*st /[h-jt



The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
Isheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
W feel that this system will concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
'ew, and have anegative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many
oeople and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
tiected state and federal representatives:

We oppose the North Facific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
-escind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management! *

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association « 6610 Fremont Avenue N. Seattle, WA 98103
or P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520
in coalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
Sooth Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Soward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK
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STOP IFQS

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut kno'vn as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We feel that this system will concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many

people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

We oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they

rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management!

The Noith Pacific Fisheries Protection Association «66If*Wwicnt Avenue N. Seattle, WA 98103

or P.G. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520
In coalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK

South Central Alaskan Longline Enterprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK

Signac Name. Address. Industry Affiliation
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December 20, 1991
. - /\
stoip Iif

Thu North Pacific Fisheries Munagemenl Council has recently voted in favor of a system or
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known wus Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource, in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and ONlI' Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives”

We, the concern**?. Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pucific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in "Favor of a more eqmtable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 199!

STOP IFQ s

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on

Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities

who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose theCouncil's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of theAlaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskai
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North

Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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STOIP UPQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate u common
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a nore equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20. 1991
STOIP UF<Q>s

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of n system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

Wk, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Aluskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coustul Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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STOIP 3F(Qs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council hus recently voted in favor of u system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a conmon
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have n negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities

who have questioned this scheme and now send this nessage to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North

Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

ST O 1P

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities

who have questioned this scheme und now send this messuge to otir elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of u more cquitublc wund
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991
STOP HIFQs
The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish und halibut known wus Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, und have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal

representatives:

We, the

concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose, the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
rune .Name OmJEation---------
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December 20, 1991
STOP W Q fr
The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of « system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known wus Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, andhave a legative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join tie many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state und federal

representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose (lie Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservution-oriented method of fisheries.
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STOIP HFQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known wus Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected stute und federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan und demand that
Governor Ilickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Aluskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991
STOF IFQ s
The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property vresource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

STO1P HIF”s

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in fnvnr of a system of
fisheries management for sahiefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who huve questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directlv Intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20. 1991

STOIP HIFQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known wus Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of u select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people und communities
who huvc questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Ilickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North

Pacific Fisheries Management Council fo rescind its vole in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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December 20. 1991

STOIP 3IF(Qs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs),
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives;

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

STO1P HFCOQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and hulihut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities '
who have questioned thfs scheme and now send this nessage to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, 0 the Council's IFQ plan und demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalt of the Alaskun Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, und direct the Alaskan Delegation of North

Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a nore equitahle and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

STOIP 21FQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of u system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on

Anchoruge and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities

who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchoruge, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable und
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

TO IP H3F@s

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor nt u system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchoruge, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Vnchorage and our Aluskun Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry und its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20. 1991

n m  hifcds

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities

who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizen?: of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskar
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a nore equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

STOIP 3IF(Qs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known us Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate u common
property resource in the hands of a select few, und have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

Wk, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on hehalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a nmore equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Sigmumg. _Nainf_ Address Occupation
€nNtalfr~i/y/; ovijirtdo.1S"
SVae "“flii-irfa 7471 TnM_"LE. <dI, i

wtiAo e AX

- 5 (..ocgMHJ  /ITUo Augi. /AL. EUtmJEE&
A/ta/as ryfi 4/738&tyyicsz).~> va//mf/ E£I(->V/JEE 2 -
fl
@ Aewit -
/C/ty/ P {&// 26/0 C s\

ger?acﬁarrgtug? %;)z,petiti% , jo| r?ZozrlmaAt%'nENgallDW%s) A%_IEI%AGE. ALASKA 99515 Defore



December 20. 1991

STOIP IIFOQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in fuvor of u system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known us Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a conmon
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council tn rescind its vote in favor of a nore equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

on w IHQ)S

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of u system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known wus Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have u negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state und federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry und its Alaskan
Coustal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Councii to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

STOIP 2FQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known wus Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskun Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities

who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its -ote in favor of a more equitable wund
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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stolp utos

The North Pacific Fisheries Management. Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
Fisheries management for sablefish und halibut known wus Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate u common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have u negative enconomic impact on

Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities

who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaska:
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, und direct the Alaskan Delegation of North

Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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December 20, 1991

STOIP HIFQs

The North Pucific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known us Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate u common
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage und our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pucific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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December 20, 1991

STOP HAQs

The Norih Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of u system of
fisheries management for sablefish und halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. rhe concerned Citizens of Anchorage, fee! that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands .if a select few', and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage an-d our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskun
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct (he Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable wund
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20. 1991

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known wus Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of An<borage, feel that this system will concentrate u common
property resource in the hands of u select few. and have u negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
oho have questioned this scheme und now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Cuizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskun Fishing Industry wund its Alaskai
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable und
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991
S ir®© ip niFQ s
isheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
for sablefish and halibut known us Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
e and now send this message to our elected state and federal
Anchoruge, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
ede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

STOP

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of n system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, fcci that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities

who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Ilickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut, known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQSs).
We feel that this system will concentrate a common property resource in the hands of a select
few, and have a negative economic impact on us and our communities. We join the many
people and communities who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our
elected state and federal representatives:

We oppose the North Pacific Fisheries Management Council's IFQ plan and demand that they
rescind it in favor of a more equitable and conservation-oriented method of fisheries
management! o . .

The North Pacific Fisheries Protection Association #6610 Element Avenue N. Seattle, WA 98103
of P.O. Box 202895, Anchorage, AK 99520
in coalition with: Alaskans for Responsible Resource Management, Kodiak, AK
Committee Opposed to IFQs, Homer, AK
Coastal Families of Alaska, Kodiak, AK
South Central Alaskan Longline Entciprises, Seward, AK
Sitkans Organized Against Longline Genocide, Sitka, AK



STOIP 3IF<Qs

The North Pucific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of u system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on

Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities, We join the many people and communities

who have questioned this scheme and now send this nessage to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalt of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North

Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a nore cuitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 207, 1991
STOP HP(Qs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in
fisheries management for sablefish und halibut known as Individual
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchoruge and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people und communiti

who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and feder;
representatives:

favor of u system
Fishing Quotas (IFQ:
concentrate a common

W'e, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan und demand that
Governor Hickel directly interce ie on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alasi
Coustal Communities, including Vnchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North

Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

STOP 2F(Qs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted In fuvor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of u select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskun Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickei directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991
STOIP 31FQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish und halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).

We. (he concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchoruge and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities

who have questioned this scheme wund now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signaling. -Xarog- Address. ucsupa

7 [>14E£-y
ir"Tsr// y hJ 1
@ /" \Ja- tJ"LL< Y
i 1cagp 1~ gaC'Cal-X _rtc-3\ goy
/' KI 1 fir—
$ o= J/L . A
\Jril>~ /VU-"r m Erv~. Of
~frfacd fat. A Y= Tr?”~PP, r~ld>ot/c
sfr»e
tvatl e Ef
~y..tU-- &mi£TM n."VnLtore&"sr HU toll todthlr «4.ra _A=C~WaT
Gr.umirlL
k.., «:12b=.
A*/sy N o2lL sf£ /&ss/. [/ T*S "~C.Ac] /2.
.cZ tig OiIn*
*9.
yJoHtJ K atobfc EELLr1 v~AgA*  Jfl/.

. S petiti ?
Jgreiaﬁ?arr)?w | %szetltl% rto| r?fozrlméAtﬁ)LnENgallDR(%E) AQI}inI&JBAGE, ALASKA 99515 hefore



December 20, 1991

STADP MFQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a s»>
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known us Individual Fishing Quotas
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a co
property resource in the hands of n select few, and have a negative enconomic inmpaci
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and com
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchoruge. o the Council's IFO plan and demand t
Governor llickel directly Intercede on behult of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of Nort
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a nore equitable
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20. 1991

stoip Ur0S

The North Pacific Fisheries \lanaeement Council has recently voted in favor of u system of
fisheries management for sablefish und halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the ~concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel thatthis system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few. wund have a negative enconomic impact on
vnrhnrsige and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickei directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry und its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North

Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20. 1991

STOIP tFoQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).

We. the <concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of u select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people und communities

who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskar
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North

Pucific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

STOIP

['he North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known us Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate u common
property resource in the hands of u select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan nnd demand that
Governor Ilickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

STROP HADi

Hie North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system ol
fisheries inanugement for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a commaon
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage und our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities

who have questioned this scheme und now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Ilickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and Us Alaskun
Coastal Communities, including Anchoruge, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and

conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signaturg- Name Addrfss- Occupution
Uuf, “ d A Il
'4'la ILi'd 1 W cu ivEeD IMcnec tKi A
?v-) m\ U S'\c\ * La'
£ELD, ( iU -> T.8C ( Cjgwd™ khr§ n jLvi b
V'r, k --Vr C. rf r-
AC. /XLA /-V/W aims/ go»c
) dec \gfijcA i-ivp A
(LaSjC ujthavo a mll*U-V/y~ T<£oi
/Ku /vac Of fa -J ft < j1019 7. .
XI&U US| it — s e ULV JZAICRA-T (C—— at/7
V)CtMAI-N  V>0jrtI'f,iC
,  mjTr 1 - 2/V, 4 sNopE-14s Pl el & N 0 <V
@fup /el2p- (rCrU £t
74 Nl i .
-L-AEjLEL jSUEE- LiZLh
S>r
C-a/Ao jt T *7 A / Av/t ;>1CK
~L - f/:~ - T [ ~ M/
/)
/mAs7s PG ur g M * JEFS iy - v

LUGiCjU -y ,, m

Jjjybd Coheir y& V) Bf"Me teWtfAA/

Wﬁ?mr\gtuw %B?peﬂ“%rmir??&r]mlﬁﬁhFNﬁ)llDRi%ﬂ A'NFHQHAGE ALASKA V9515 hefore



December 20, 1991

STO1P HIFQ s

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a conmon

property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities

who have questioned this scheme and now send this nmessage to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, op the Council's IFQ plan and demund that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalt of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and Its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a nmore equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20. 1991

STOIP 3F(Qs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of n system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ p'an and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalt of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20. 1991

Qo

The .North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of n system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishine Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate u common
property resource in the hands of a select few, und have u negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan CoastuJ Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, op the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Coventor Hickel directly intercede on hehait of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, und direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheiies Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature. Nane Address -Occupation.
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December 20. 19910

STOIP mHQs

The North Pacific Fisheries .Managemrent Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on

rage, and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people und communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalt of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a nmore equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

STOIP HKQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
Wk, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate u common
property resource in the hands of n select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communilies
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalt of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
I'ucific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitahle and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

&TO3P O

The North Tlocific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of u system of
fisheries management for sablefish and huithut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate u common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchoruge and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a nore equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Submitted by: Assermblymembers Abney

and Barnett
AEROESRANARROUES  ~ Prepared by:  Agsembly Utility Budget
TFT Forreading: December 10’ 1991

1 - 7 ANCHORAGE, ALASKA
AR NO. 91-267 (AS AMENDED)

A RESOLUTION OF THE ANCHORAGE MUNICIPAL ASSEMBLY URGING THENORTH
PACIFIC FISHERIES MANAGEMENT COUNCIL AND ALL OTHER AUTHORITIES TO
RESCIND ITS VOTE TO IMPLEMENT THE IFQ PROGRAM TO APPROVE THE
INDIVIDUAL TRANSFERABLE QUOTA SHARE PROGRAM FOR THE SABLEFISH AND
HALIBUT FISHERIES UNTIL AN ECONOMIC IMPACT ANALYSIS OF THE PROGRAM
ON THE MUNICIPALITY OF ANCHORAGE AND OTHER COMMUNITIES OF ALASKA
IS COMPLETED AND SHARED WITH THE AFFECTED COMMUNITIES FOR THEIR
CONSIDERATION AND COMMENT

WHEREAS, a number of traditional management proposals have been submitted to the
North Pacific Fisheries Management Council which would potentially eliminate the problens thet
an Individual Fishery Quota (IFQ) would address; and

WHEREAS, the Council’s role and responsibility is to analyze all proposals on a given
Issue before implementing major changes to a fishery; and

WHEREAS, analysis and implementation of traditional management proposals to address
the problens have not even been reviewed prior to the proposed implementation of an IFQ
System; and

WHEREAS, an IFQ System is going to take years to implement while the fisheries need
extensive traditional management changes not short-term improved managenment; and

WHEREAS, the ability to participate in multiple fisheries and adapt to changing economic
and resource conditions are vital characteristics of the Alaska fishing industry; and

WHEREAS, IFQ Systens under consideration provide much of the resource to be
allocated to non-resident users, excluding disproportionate numbers of Alaska fishermen, of
which over 500 abide in Anchorage, and preclude participation by the growing Alaska longline
fishing fleet; and

WHEREAS, IFQ Systens will deny the opportunity for residents of the Municipality of
Anchorage and other Alaskan communities to fully diversity and maximize their fisheries creating
financial hardships and creating economic inmpacts; and

WHEREAS, IFQ Systens could accommodate offshore processors which will minimize
the raw fish tax to Alaskan communities and the State.
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AR 91-267 (AS AMENDED)
Page 2.

NOW, THEREFORE, the Anchorage Assembly resolves:

Section 1 That . :e Alaska State Legislature and the Governor intercede on behalf of
Alaska fishermen to prevent any negative economic impact or hardship on them and affected
Alaska communities as a result of the EFQ System

Section 22 That the North Pacific Fishery Management Council rescind its vote to
implermrent the IFQ Program, carefully scrutinize this proposal including its impact on Alaska
fishermen and communities, and implement traditional management methods prior to any further
discussion on an IFQ System.

Section 3: That copies of this resolution be sent to Governor Walter J. Hickel, the North
Pacific Fishery Management Council, Anchorage area Senators and Representatives, Senators
Stevens and Murkowski, and Representative Young.

PASSED AND APPROVED by the Anchorage Assembly this 10thday

of December *991.

ATTEST:

TAW:egj
DOCC/ARA4T



December 20. 1991

STOP Qs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halilnit known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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January 9, 1991

Mr. Rick Lauber. Chairman

North Pacific Fishery Management Council
P.O. Box 103136

Anchorage, Alaska 99510

Dear Mr. Lauber.

Please find attached a copy of a resolution passed by the Anchorage
Assembly on January 7, 1991 rejecting IFQ, and a copy of a petition
from the citizens of Anchorage containing more than 1000
signatures against IFQ. The signatures were collected in just over
two weeks of effort during the Christmas and New year Holidays.

These actions are but a small measure of Anchorage Alaska's strong
resolve to insure that any action taken by your council does not
negatively impact Alaska's Fishing Industry. As you are well aware,
Fishing iis the second strongest component of Alaska's economy.
Anchorage will protect this industry vigorously, and with great
purpose, against those who would attempt to alter Alaska's interest

in its adjacent waters.
Thank you for your attention.

Sincerely,

Ronald jv Kuczek
Anchorage Alaska Representative
for Alaskans Opposed to IFQ



December 20. 1991

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:;

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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C "lu/"htCfru P)LIM*"JAKn J//crrr,CL /lir-fc*Xn Rrc & /~  bjis///7y~c? & /or/?™"
AT
Oquuu"livuut™ 'i& i oe.6 7 /imc hrfyc 7 dJjuujJ
270/ fl.fad fyvr' ‘'ffhu'h.t
a./t A "~/C/ C?~. -r-S T v
A A _i A- 7/ It/ pAL" /,"Y Vt«h-4re
S?-- PP /7 ~z" . Ic(ACcA Thua
| )it - rs Ayt 1 (akl
1f°C-p /'rcua ihgcjnl P>rk crnP A? r-"dvw .k P""h-%
/Ar-*,...*-lwrtf. It_ :—v}f 1 Ar <A /1 ifi*c
\% Xu.w 7.aA* - to.c/vyh
v N/ r ‘- VEwr-c-C

-/

Cim TK 0 st AJ, An ft25b 1 £t/w
27t/c e m ~ A r ftyich Amhod:
At P "ft. /=
- N[ t, - /1 A t- S -k "Ly

“P*P*/___ b-f£>....WF;iQ__CMFY/*nyhP wr.

oV:<-| S/iWsS ri1.hAfi"{ /.p7——a\fVLrlyI| <piZPI1" n

| K«Uc/  stram F77K] JI+ tu) I fe>-1
fyrx-fcu LI- T)r- s
A m .Avo/

ﬂ%aﬁ?u rr\(;tugj t@@zpetiti% rto| r?(grlm E{oLnEN(I:EaIIDF} \65 glilg)d%AGE, ALASKA 99515 hefore



December 20. 1991

STOP HPA~"s

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, andhave a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many peopL and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20. 1991

OTOIP 3IF(Qs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a commaon
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities

who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Ilickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

STOIP HAOCs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Ilickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

lature Name Address Occupation
il) U fiyns ( hr
YA A
et T s minc 4¢c 2 dFOj
tiz.s C L I'0J/lyytp.*] fo- 7 [TUNj,\o Ape tUCMA A 275/7
y NN dD tiC AT O Lxprd* 3 Jot- Qoc M"»cc AN 19T 4CMAkftcat]jE_
n - \U.” Qov/gAft.

7accy CZE] 336 . .. .. . I
2°J i« tw>. 1 F/1 5, 5C [wm??20 /fa.,.ir fr/,))) /v Eli.._ Q@ i'r.y - Na>g>:
fclL"tmA J (27n -c&Uv

M47vii?2u/ m . N"O/yQI~TJcod D(I Atucrt .47 ?y517
iNF . v lv.-fr 'BoiflJWV (3]

- fl y 5 41 Mr)-"7/

/ * - ~ 3405 -}(//J-AP ”/ﬁ%y_ﬁ/ <apSi-V'C'/ A1/, »eSsiam
/ Pretfd / fe AC/ JJPX AL/, At 28«
C ival —~ d INLESi > | &7 /A/ictr 1~r7S/
<y r X c&fafc CUe,;Ar?"r W J U Q9&

QyWLJ_\m _ 4-7"01Tje. /\ ./\11~\ ©~S5~"Pn\Wc\\ LuXvAl icl"®
AMgc'/__ >>/- c /L «;>$>7 0z <5

ANMB,AVE A V-<v\\ 2//0 <m Wfc~

"/Jease retu %ﬁzpetiti%rto 9z21 ARLENE DRIV§

e L ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA. 6515 befor



December 20. 1991

STOIP IIFQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. ihe concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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December 20, 1991

STOIP UTOs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halihut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel thatthis system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities

who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Ilickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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December 20, 1991

OTdDIP HIF~s

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel thatthis system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities

who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Ilickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North

Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equ>2able and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

STOIP URSs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Name Address Occupation
Cr-\"J. <

7MC\ z Vp 4w
lcat | .ycnfnk Lier sy

Pok Ja u T"f/v

\r Y/ ) AN TR
d4La a 1/71// A LLL N?d | i <YM y—-\a( (bC! | </\i VIF
L ! |_ | . iC Mv =IMO"Ff"b.
da 7 - x, L l. (1 N 0 S iT.c- 1™ d
¢ ( { : ! CSfccTr.Ln
ufuru-c  ffyhrt/#
/o ,,m><8£ \AfaMzZ / m rr7
f~/1E/s rn/ Q L U y fiMj?
Ilutt tji~da /fara [/k/ "ft06-1
(/77%¢& dJuUitt-rLt rr 3r\ -r/A",41 /frs/

Ulej.lek/Ar Ly . A A B

Lv-d<U {9)Q f (X xaic]

3~n. Ju, (L Ci

S -rKug /, Ua , |

&1qf. A ftx fach /JA 07

/rtrfifl (TQrs./0"/ 7Q/nG> (f/Va//7 A/£Ssrs ”/ K/ &9/F/G.TFiI\A2r@E£Q1%

n "% ol

I(pAjsU m? 70/

I Y, A P, AJGIpcE A 5t



December 20, 1991
STOIP alF”s

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991
STO1P HIF”s

The .North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and haiihut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in me hands of a select few. andhave a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities

who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on hehalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

O TCQ IP JIIF(Q s

The North Pacific Fisheries Managemei. Jouncii has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Ilickei directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

STOIP HIFGs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Name Address Occupation

mut, —_ _ AL ATA ad { 1JkJt.

r nose.U 'J P.0o.Gox2QO0-ii.( -*A/CAJo*4*t. c-tulitc.
//m<? tfIPZ & Zt'S f.t- A K C fo
ivé& y r~ ~PjlaleA-fr oo v il w >y - i—u o LIn 11 in
[icmuA M.&?f7diE - /IMST TecA

ilUbM t- kM L

IXI'UIU JlkteL. 1i.mi Ew,hix>

-RKWalscn \ ¢ Wy n

KtJcJi CbsJ-Srtk _
Suje/Vi/sor

MQ&LIErS  |Aj/tcoX 1£&S Th-cIJhSoy- (@*£hm
/
fX - %*> W A uvhS th*>7 Qf& i c/toU)
ACMI-SfevYYID  Schit StBffnn (Alltuxno filL RJ&Qg CarfijAd Qo
botam<. d. Li/J\ C f>Hy iLae>C*etr<L Lix>j* firtct' /It Q O S'if  fiaA w firy
(g™ 4 /: .S ec*x[**
fyaN4 MG-UVf*</ __ — ?.& M vstXbclloufdl Aall. AX-™ ZnA-___£usn*tg< G #*r*yifl
- a [piT*A fift* Lhiuu 1 fy AS* A\K - fr Y~ |
"———y B 1t ifr ft o2 / 1 /ey t- A At fafy*  Alf«d iy Jf
QdtU 7~ jrM. -UzuLuucnh.'I1"1.4 L r.>L-\2k———- Ijjiif Dcat-__
U _La-Uuni. ,MAcg)a.\\t.r/ Arof prAfr.

Please reljirmn this petition t© 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORWEE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8. 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20. 1991

T O |IP H IF(Q s

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish und halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and

conservation-oriented method of fisheries.  — TE» -
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December 20, 1991

STOIP

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted
fisheries management for sablefish an.) halibut known as Individual
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will

property resource in the hands of a select few,
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities.
who have questioned
representatives:

(0:

in favor of a system of
Fishing Quotas
concentrate a common
and have a negative enconomic impact on
We join the many people and communities
this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal

(IFQs).

IFQ plan and demand that
Industry and

its Alaskan

in favor of a more equitable and

Occupation

EAU- " gxg Ac

9*10V 3
Cf

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's

Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing

Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote

conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

ST O 1P H IF(Q s

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system (
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas [IFQs
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on

Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communiti
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and fedeni
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alas!
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLKNE DRIVF., ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

STOIP 1IFQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and haiithut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor |Ilickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8. 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

s top

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management For sahlefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, (he concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel thatthis system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickei directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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return this petition to 97211 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99515 before
Janurarv 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20. 1991

T O P UIF(Q )s

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a sys
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a co
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and comi
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand t
Governor llickel directiy intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of Xort.
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE. ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515
Janurary 8, 1992 For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

STOIP HR(GS

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel thatthis system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARI.ENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information «call (907) 248-1900



December 20. 1991

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel thatthis system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature > Name Address Occupation
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20. 1991

SIOIP. . .

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halihut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who iiave questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskar
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurarv 8, 1992. For Information «call (907) 248-1900



December 20. 1991

STOIP fiFQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal

representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurarv 8. 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

STOIP HIF("S

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, andhave a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickei directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North

Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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December 20, 1991

T O P W C Q s

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return Ibis petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Jauurary 8. 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

T O P 3I1F(Q s

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned CiHzens of Anchorage, feel thatthis system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20. 1991

stop hp%

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor |llickei directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE. ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8. 1992. For Information «call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

STOIP 3IF"S

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently -oted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, lhe concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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Please return Jhis petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information «call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

STOIP HAG:

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, ieel that this system will concentrate a common

property resource

in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities.

We join the many people and communities

who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal

representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that

Governor llickel

directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities,

including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North

Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and

conservation-oriented

method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA
Janurary 8. 1992.
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December 20, 1991

STOIP IIIFQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel thatthis system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on

Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal

representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Junurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

s t o ip h ifqg s

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource-in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned” this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerngtf. Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor lickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 70, 1991

STOP IFQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskai
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE. ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information «call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

STTAWP HFQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel thatthis system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected srate and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor |Ilickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE. ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurarv 8, 1992. For Information «call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

OTW G

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and new send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

OT. IHQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. WA join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor |llickei directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE. ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99515 before
Janurarv 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

T O P H IF(Q s

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel thatthis system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, andhave a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE. ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel thatthis system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE. ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900
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December 20, 1991

STOP HIFGs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor ot a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQSs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, andhave a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor liickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE. ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8. 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20. 1991

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that

Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan

Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8. 1992. For Information «call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

TOIP ri<Gs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the inanv people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return Ibis petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurury 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-19G0



December 20, 1991

T O 1P 2 F (Q s

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickei directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8. 1992. For Information cull (907) 248-1900



December 20. 1991

ST O IP 31F(Q )s

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

STOIP HIF("S

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
HZ _'nl 2l 1'S/P ~ |
s "TaWs 7tEfraa *} -9//" <r~ A NL A K
1jJod"Vr 2 B: .—7 A-mjjt. <>'I>»wyvyv>t.A
[fJyxU < c-'.-r AvIT>W ;-
&JL
lE « [I]. fa s /s r f i ' i A t . W t»<n.
i i IV« JN- lrriy -zT rcCcC-
ALY Y ctj © '7&C Lkt-W *' fa .
Q kirlt- It...... TN & PrP,r,x/. 7/5 9956 vy
(M ~BWED Pi I~ /L( ity UL/ T $ K 9% E.2
OWUAN -j. i_(i\*r 1pt t c.d cJ&pfiQu.\ILtI*r zf P\Y -
Bl = e e e e

Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE. ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99515 before
Janurarv 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991
STOIP HfCQs

The North Pacific fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishinglndustry and its Alaskan i
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North

Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
SAfI7TAC B5*: PO fio/ 3/07 9~
i - PoVasx Uj jr.iicAi*- | & CAS5 < . .
| - A" Z h 1@
\)nuil\ A/. nAflkfcm /.ft AY .0 fiw jt //. ™M -
mu(L L ™t nnOL /v . &L EmEmuz
To*\*j C QLdlicL™ [Soo O<u*.eurz_ P/L- A—c.k.A-Ir A P'tc.F>'5-I1rfel-
o]
&S re'S8u “NSCS fr
BE£d» -6 .sfa>€n p o. ??2yyA k/iI% A
Srut? MgqujAn.A pQ .a D-frU"zJv A k>ciAy>*bC- 9 9
yd/ fif) ~
‘Tnapy’k,. AVALy . Dk

Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information «call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, andhave a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickei directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8. 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

STOIP IMQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We jo.n the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskai
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

STOP LHOS

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE. ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8. 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

STOIP 1IFs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and haiihut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few. and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskai
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-orier.ted method of fisheries.
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Please return this p ition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE. ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 beftfs
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December 20, 1991

TOP HHGs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halihut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now ..end this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20. 1991

TOIP UIF(Qs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Ilickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 9951 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991
TOIP HIFQs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel thatthis system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor llickei directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE, ALASKA 99515 bhefore

Janurary 8, 1992. For Information «call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

STOP

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskaa Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskai
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature Name Address Occupation
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE. ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

STOIP IIF(Qs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sahlefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, and have a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We. the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickei directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Signature- Name Address Occupation
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900



December 20, 1991

STT(Q)IP IDF(Qs

The North Pacific Fisheries Management Council has recently voted in favor of a system of
fisheries management for sablefish and halibut known as Individual Fishing Quotas (IFQs).
We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, feel that this system will concentrate a common
property resource in the hands of a select few, andhave a negative enconomic impact on
Anchorage and our Alaskan Coastal Communities. We join the many people and communities
who have questioned this scheme and now send this message to our elected state and federal
representatives:

We, the concerned Citizens of Anchorage, oppose the Council's IFQ plan and demand that
Governor Hickel directly intercede on behalf of the Alaskan Fishing Industry and its Alaskan
Coastal Communities, including Anchorage, and direct the Alaskan Delegation of North
Pacific Fisheries Management Council to rescind its vote in favor of a more equitable and
conservation-oriented method of fisheries.

Name Address Occupation
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Please return this petition to 9721 ARLENE DRIVE, ANCHORAGE. ALASKA 99515 before
Janurary 8, 1992. For Information call (907) 248-1900





