
A ppt'ndix A. Seltcted fishery and sun1ey data summaries.

Table A 1. Commercial catch (mj)ion pounds, net weight). Figures include IPHC research catches; Sport
catch jn Areas 2A and 2B is not included in this table..

2A 2B 2C 3A 3B 4 4A 4B 4C 4D 4E Total
1974 0.52 4.62 5.60 8.19 1.67 0.71 21.31
1975 0.46 7.13 6.24 10.60 2.56 0.63 --- 27.62
1976 0.24 7.28 .5.53 1).04 2.73 0.72 --- --- 27.54
1977 0.21 5.43 3.19 K64 3.19 1.22 . --- 21.88-~ 1978 0.10 4.61 4.32 10.30 1.32 1.35 --- 22.00" ~
1979 0.05 4.86 4.53 11.34 0.39 1.37 --- 22.54~~ 1980 0.02 5.65 3.24 11.97 0.28 0.71 21.87.. "" ---
1981 0.20 5.66 4.01 14.23 0.45 0.49 0.39 0.30 0.01 0.00 25.74
198i 0.21 5.54 3.50 13.52 4.80 1.17 0.01 0.24 0.00 0.01 29.01
1983 0.26 5.44 6.38 14.14 7.75 2.50 1.34 0.42 0.15 0.01 38.39

10 Year Average 0.20 5.62 4.65 11.39 2.51 NA 1.38 0.58 0.32 00.5 00.1 25.79
2008 1.00 9.00 6.21 24.22 10.90 NA 3.10 1.86 1.00 1.60 0.31 60.40

Recómended 2009 0.86 6.96 4.47 22.53 1).67 NA 2.65 .1.94 1.00 1.60 0.31 54.01

Looking at 2B and 2C recon1mended catches and looking at a ten year average.
2C for exan1ple would be below the 10 year average. 2B would be a little above.
If this is the case in 2 Band 2C we would assume that we are in a total depleted
fisheries. So why is 3A and 3B both taking a 100% increase compared to the 10
year average. And why is the total of 54.01 n1iJIion pounds for 2009, which is over
100% more taken in relationship to the 10 year average. AJI this comes down to is
reapportioning the fish to others.
This is another good reason for the support of (West Brothers Groups) 15 year
average plan.
In 2008 we should have taken 7.3% decrease across the board, and if the 2009
rec01nmendation is approved their would be a 11.02% decrease across the board.
Here's what we support in the 30" to 32" harvest. We think that this could be done
by catch to our present L.O.P. 's. This would insure that v.¡e take whatever percent
that \vould be approved by IHPC.

West Brothers Group
Rep. James Whitethom
Cel) 1-760-464-1543



Heres West Brothers Group suggestjon for 2009 season.
(Equal Apportionnient)

Regulatory 15 year 2009

Area 1993-2007 RecoiTIinended

Average .LimÜ 1 7% Down

2AA 0.59 0.49

2B 11.27 9.36

2C 9.48 7.87

3A 23.41 19.44

3B 11.18 9.28

4A 3.45 2.87

4B 2.86 2.38

4C 1.00 .83

4D 1.60 1.33

4E 0.30 0.25

Total 65.13 54.06
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T
he 2008 2C

 Fisheries w
ent w

ell for m
y w

ife and 1. W
e do have a large num

ber of sm
all m

ales that have m
oved into our

area, and.large num
bers of30 to 32' fish that have m

oved in.

7A
O

ur theory of a m
uch higher percentage of m

igratory fish \2C
 is based on years of experience by m

any fisherm
en, versus

the scientific one snapshot a year, m
aybe a surey in July and A

ugust m
ight prove this. H

ere are som
e Q

uotes from
 the

B
lue B

ook that support our ideas.

Page 80 - C
oast w

ide stock is for developing new
 harvest in areas 2B

, 2C
 and 3A

.

Page 81. T
he conclusion from

 3B
,2C

, and 3A
 study that halibut stock on a coast w

ide basis is in good shape.

Page 83. C
oast w

ide assessm
ents indicates a decline spaw

ning biom
ass but one that is stil w

ell above a level of concern.

Page 84. N
ow

 that area 3B
 and w

estw
ard are fully engaged there is a decrease in the num

ber offish that m
igrate to

area2. T
he decline in area 2 is understandable and is not a cause for alanT

.



Page 86. Fig. 16. T
he declines w

e have seen over the past decade are on the verge of reversing.

Page 88. C
ev of 30" size lim

it w
ould be 72.2 m

illion pounds of catchable biom
ass.

In conclusion, the tw
o drops in 2c quota in the last tw

o years C
G

st Petersburg Fishennan $ 3,487,500 in real dollars.
T

hat's a lot for a tow
n of 3,000 people. T

he fishennan I represent are having a tough tim
e m

aking their paym
ents.

So our group hopes the council w
ill seriously consider our 15 year base line and a slow

 up and slow
 dow

n m
odel of

m
anagem

ent.

T
hank you for your tim

e,
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